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7
2. T | N
. . . : N - : I
Violent crimes (rape, robbery, N [
assault) per 1,000 males or = '
females in each age group .
Source: Table 5 }
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Bureau of Justice Statistics reports
(revised Octoher 1984)

Call toll-free 800-732-3277 (local -
251-5500) to order BJS reports, to be added
to one of the BJS mailing lists, or to speak
tc a reference specialist in statistics'at the
Justice Statistics Clearinghouse, National
Griminal Justice Reference Service, .
Box 6000, Rockvilie, MD 20850. Single
copies of reports are free‘:_use NCJ number
to order. Postaga and handling'are charged

for bulk orders of single reports. For single

“copies of multiple-titles, up to-10 titles are
free; 11-40 titles $10; more than 40, $20;
libraries call for special rates.

Public-use tapes of BJS data sets and’
other criminal justice data are available
from the Criminal Justice Archive and
Information Network, P.O. Box 1248, Ann
Arbor, M1 48106 (313-764-5199).

National Crime Survey

Criminal victimization in the 1.S.:
1982 (final report), NCJ-82820, 11/84
1973-82 trends, NCJ-90541, 9/83
1981 (final report), NCJ-80208
1860 (final report), NCJ-84015, 4/83
1979 (final report), NGJ-76710 12/81

BJS special reports:

Thie economic cost of crimo to victlms. NCJ-
... 93480, 4/84

Faw'ily v:olence, NCJ«93449 4/84

BJS bulletrs:

Criminal vrctlmlzatlon 1983, NCJ-93869, 6/84

Househelds touched by crime, 1983, NCJ-
93658, 5/84

Violent crime by strangers, NCJ-80829, 4/82

Crime and elderly, NC.-79614, 1/82

Moasuring crime, NCJ-7571¢; 2/81

The National Crime Survey: Working papers,
vol. I: Current and historical perspectives,
NCJ-75374, 8/82

Crims against the eldery in 26 cities,

3476708, 1/82
[Yie Hispanic victim, NCJ-69261, 11/81
.issues in the measurement of crime,
NCJ-74682, 10/81
‘Criminal victimization of Callfomla residents,

Crime &gainst persons in urban, suburban, and
rural areas, NGJ5355%:7/79 -
An introduction to the N:tlonal Crime Survey,
NCJ-43732, 4/78 ‘
Local victim surveys: A review of the issuss,
NCJ»39973. 8/77

Corrections

BJS builetins and speclal lapons.
‘Prison admissions and releases 1981;
NC.-35043, 9/84
Capital punlshmont 1983, NCJ-93925, 7/64
Time served in prison, NCJ-93924, 6/84.
Prisoners in 1983, NC.-85861, 12/82

Prisonars in State and Federal institutions on
Dec. 31, 1982 (final); NCJ-93311, 12/84
Dec. 31, 1981 (final), NC.J-86485, 7/83

c;1p|u| punishment 1982 (final), NCJ-81533,

1/84
Ca;;l!al punishment 1961 (final), NCJ-86484,
5/83 -

1979 survey ofinmates of State correctionel facilities
and 1979 census of State correctional facilities:

BJS spacial report.
Carser patterns in crime, NCJ-88672, 6/83

BJS bulletins:

Prisoners and drugs, NCJ-87575, 3/83
Prisoners and alcoho!, NCJ-86223, 1 /83
Prisons and prisonors, NCJGOBQT 2/S
Vaterans in prison, NC.J-79632, 11/81

Census of jails and survey of jaii inmates: .

Jail inmates, 1982 (BJS bulletin), NCJ-87161, 2/83

Census of jails, 1978: Data for individual jails,
vols. IV, Northeast, North Central, South West,
NCJ-72279-72282, 12/81

" profile of jail inmates, 1978, NCJ-65412, 2/81

Cansus of jalls and survey of jail inmates, 1978,
preliminary report, NCJ55172, 5/79

Parole and probation

: /BJS bullatins:

Probation and parole 1983, NCJ-84776,
9/84
Setiing prison terms, NCJ-76218 8/83
Characteristics of persons entering parole
during 1978 and 1979, NCJ-87243, 5/83
Characteristics of the parole population, 1978,
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The promutlon o' folony arrosta 1979 NCJ-
' 86482, 5/84 -

Stata court organization 19680, NCJ- 76711 7/82

Stata.court model atiitistical dlctlonary,
NCJ62320, . 9/80 \»

A cross-city con“nam\on of folony case
procassing, NCF551; B 77

Federal crimi(wl untoﬁn.“ Perspectives of
ianalysis dngia design for reses: ch\NCJ-SSSBS

0/78

Varlatlona in Fodon\l crirnin,al sontoncos, S
NCJ33684, 10/78 té\*éf )

Prodk:ling sentences iri Fedasal courts The
faasibility of a national sentencing policy,
NCJ-33686, 10/78

. State and local prosecution and civil attomey

. systems, NCJ41334,7/78

B Expenditure and employment

[ Justice ‘expenditure a<i-employment in the
U.3., 1079 (final report), NCJ87242, 12/83 °

’ Junuco expsnditure and employment in the

U.S., 1971-78, NCJ-92598, 11/84

Privacy and security

i Computer crime:

Elactronic fund transfer and crime,
NCJ-92850, 2/84

- Computer ucurity tochnlquos,

“NGCJ-84049, 8/82

Electronic fund transfor systems and crime,
‘NC.-83738, 9,

" Legislative rnourco manual, NCJ-78880, 9/81
Expert witness manual, NCJ-77927 9/81
Cnml;;m justice resource manual NCJ61550,

12/79 -

Privacy and socurlty of criminai hlstory
formation:
Aguide to rmnrch and statistical uu,
* NCJ-69799,'5/81
Aguide to dlmsrlmnon, NC.-40000; 1/79 -
Compendium of )uto jegisiation:
NC48981, T/7
1981 supplcrnont, NCJ-79652, 3/82
Criminal justice inforniation policy:

in?onr.aﬂon policy and crime contro straiegies
%.?CH/BJS conference), NCJ-93926,

: Res@amh access to criminal justice dita,
NCJ-84154, 2/83

Privacy and juvonllo ‘jusﬂco records,

NCJ-84152, 1/83
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crimes, NCJ-72770, 5/81 - “NCJ-80836, 6/82
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Lo . lo/awglndmuyltom'o response, NCJ-87934,

Eederal justice statistics, NC.J-80814, 3/82
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. ] NC.+21534, 10/84
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) strategies, NCJ93826, 10/84
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Umted States. Bureau of Justnce Statlstlcs. Crlminal.

v1ctlm1zatnon m the United States. -

" (A national crxme/surve)\ port: | I7/C:l-92820 )
1. Vietims of cnme-Umt d States.

. individuals age 12 and over, took -
pert in the survey. The participation -
rate for 188297 percent of all eli-

B

-ofn crlminal vietimization in the

United States during.1982. It is the
_ tenth in a series of anfiual reports.
.. prepared under the National Crime

Survey (NG3) program. The study is
based on findings from a continuous
. survey of a representative sample of.
" housing units across the United '
_States. Approximately 60,000 hous~
ing units, inhabited by about 127,000

gible housing units—was I-point
higher than that recorded i ﬁ)e pre~
ceding 9 years. 5

As presently const! med, ﬁ}e

NCS focuses on certain criminal,

_offenses, whether completedmi'
' attempted, that are of major con~
cern to the general public and law -

enforcement authorities. These are
the pexsonalcrxmes pf rape, rcbbery,

“assault,’and larceny; and.the house- o

hold crimes of burglgry, larceny, a:g
motor vehicle theft, In this report,
as in others in the series, the crimes
are exumined from the perspective-

of their frequency, the characteris- -

ties of the vietims aid offenders, the
circumstances surrounding the of-. ~
fenises and their impact, and the pat-

.tern of police reporting.

‘The format of this report psral-
lels that of the 1981 edition. Se-
lected general findings for 1982 are
‘combined with technical information

. designed to aid-in the interpretation

of data contained in the 106 tables

that follow in Appendix I,
Statisties in this report are fully

comparable with those in the 1981

“edition, Attention is drawn, how- -

ever, to the diacussion in the intro-

-l

1Deflnitl0ns of the measured ciros do not
" mecessarily conform to any Federal or'Btate
‘statutes, which vary considersbly. The NCS.

is report presents mformatzo-s=-- e &pbendix I eontains a facsnmn‘te ‘
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survey questmnnalre enda
brief desecription on administering

- the instyument; Appendix Il has .
, ‘techmcal information concerning

sample design, data collection, esti-

mation procedures, and sourcesof <

nonsampling error. The latter

appendlx also ineludes instruetions

. concerning the computation and ap- -

plication of standard errors. Besides

» listing crime category and subcate-

gory definitions-the glossary (last

° section of the report) ¢ontains the
. meanings of variables and other

terms used in the NCS.

= ~All statistical data in this report
are estimates subject to errors aris-
ing from the use of information ob-
tained from a samplé(survey rather
than a complete census and to errors
thet-occur in the collectlon énd pro-
cessing of data. -

With respect to samphng errors,
estimates of varmbnhty can be
determmed and used in- -analyzing
survey data. In the summary find-
iiis for 1982, comparisons passed a e

‘ nypothesns test at the 0.10 level of

ftatistical significance. (i.e., the 90~ .
percent "confidence level"), or.bet-
ter. In fact, most comparisons v
passed the test at the 0.05 level (or
the 95-percent confidence level). -

‘Thus, for most comparisons cited, .

n

the estimated-differencebetweenr —

. values being exatnined was greater

than twice the standard error of the
‘difference. Statemﬁms of compan—‘
son qualified by the

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). ‘
‘Sitice its inception in 1972, the .
Nstioml Crime Survey has been con-

" dueted for the Bureau of Justice '
- Statistics (formerly the National

€ iminal Justice Information and

expression "some
. indication" denote that the estimat-
.ed difference between values being

e " offensé definitiohs (listed in the glossary at “Statisties Service of the Law En~"
. - g; enid t:t this remi are; gen::’au{meot‘ngnt- . foreément Assistance Administra~
B o o +2. ible with conventional usage and w. . :
“ mm s : *" . definitions used by the Federal Bureau of b g:n) by the us Bureau of the e
N : Investigation in its annuel publication Ceime tn ~ C€MSUS. -, .
- ) - ,f[m the Unlted sum, Uniforn m__n_m X : :
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= =31 Selected characterlstlcs of victlms
' of vmlent erime, 19982, 4 |
2. Vietimization rates:.
of violence and theft;- by age and sex, ‘
1982, 5
T 3. chtlmlzatlon rates: Household
erimes, by race of head of househoki‘ S
1982,5 °
4. Vietimization rates- Personal crimes
of v1olenceand theft, by, marltal status &
. 1982,6 ° g% :
-8 Vlctlmxzatlon rates: Persona érimus -
_of violence, by living arrange/menu, 1982, 6
"6¢ Vietimization rates: Personal cnmes
of violence and theft, by race and annuai
family income, 1982, 7 =5
~ 7..Vietimization rates: Household .
crimes, by annual farmly income; 1982, 7
. 8. Victimization rates: Personal crimes
of violence and theft, by employment ‘
status, 1982, 8°
N 9. chtlmnzatlon rates. Household
1y erimes, by number of persons i househbld
1982, 8- .
10. Vietimization rates' Perscnal and
a® h&:sehgld cmmes, by locahty of resxdence,
1982,
11. Percent of vnolent crimes committed
by strangers, by selected wctlm :
charactv cisties, 1982, 10" -

12._Pircent distribution of‘vwlent crnmes,"" K

by pf‘rcelved characteristics of single and
il 19 f offenders; 1982, 11. :
13." Jercent distribution of vmlent crimes,
by number of offenders, 1382,13 . - ,
14. Number of incidents in which o
.offenders used weagons and of types of -
weapons, 1982, 14" 5
15." Perceit of mlent cnmes in which
offenders used. weapéhs 1982,14 - °
16. Number o victnmlzatxons with- .
vietim self-proteiction and of types of
self-protection 1982,14 - :
17: Percent di /tributlon of vietim .
self-protectmn mensures in vxolent :
crimes, by..

Lo
W ©

253,15 . "

Perscnal cnm&s o=

18. Perceqt ot robberies and assaults oo

/
resultmg it vietim injury, by. selected , / e
charaeteristies, 1982, 15 »

© .. 19, ‘Percent d:stributlon of selected

erimes, by value: of loss, 1982, 16

20. ‘Number of vietimizations not
reported to the police and of reasons for
not reporting, 1982, 17 . .

21. Police reporting rates for selected
crimes, 1982,18

22, Police repopting rates Tor household
* " erimes, by value.of loss, i9s2:18 -

+ 23, Percentaistribution of reasons for
i mot reportmg personal and b;mlsehold erimes
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- Crimes not meacured, 1 ..

. Classitying the crimes, 1. -~ .
) S Vietimizations vs. incidents, 1 & -
L R L : . Comparability with.pre-1981 data, \2
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“ ‘ Summary:ﬁndilgs,3 :

Vietim ehnracterntles, 4
A P < Sex,age, race, and’ ethmclty,
o o oL : Marital status, 5. Lo s
: ' : - Household eomposition, 6 . P e
Edueational attamment, 6
Annuel family income, 6
s vmployment, 7
Household size and tenure, 8
.Locality of residence, 9

L . Offender characteristies, 10
C - Strangers or nonstrangers, 10 _ )
“ ' Sex, age, and race, 10 S

C'rime characteristics, | 12 = .
. Time of occurrence, 12 ‘ e -
. Place of occurrence; 13 b2
S ' Number of offenders, 13
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V,Number of vietimizations, 1. Ve

Vietimization rates, 2* -
Ratio-vietimizations to incidents,4 0
Personal characteristics

4Sex, 3%, 5%, 7%, 10%, 12%, 13 ,21‘ 36—38,
66, 68 69 74-76 91, 92

Age,4t, s; 9%, 10%, 36 3,48 66,69,74,

75, 95, 9

Race, 6%, 7%, 9°, 1 ¥ %, 15%-179,21%, 37, 39,

44, 49, 66 68-7 ,79-81 85, 89, 91, 93,
C101 e
Eth!iiglty, A 9& ‘
Marital §*a/tus, 11%; 129, 38 .
" Relatigiiship to household head, lﬂ*
Edueatnonal attamment, 16%7 &

iual family i meoxr'e, lil* 15%, 39 69 73,
102 . B
A Employment, 7* 18*,19*

9/ Locality of: resxdence, 20%, 2] .

. Crime chsraéteristies -
' Time of oceurrence, 53-55
" Place of occurrence, 56-61
Number of victims**, 51 o8
Number of offenders“ 62
* - ‘Weabon use**, 54, 57, 63, 64
Self-protectxon“ 65-68 :
Physical injury**, 69, 71, 75
Medicel expenses®®, 70-72
Medical insurance coverage*¥, 73 :
Hospital care**, 7476 - . -~ e
Value of theft loss, 61, 79, 80, 83 /
99, 106
E«;gn'%mc loss (mcludes property damagei,
Property recoveryy’ 81, 82 '
Days lost from work 84:89"
-Offender Siarde ter’stics“‘

* Vietim-offender relationship, 35* 36-39, 51, R
©  5%,55758, 59, 62-65 69—72 74-76, 78, 86, - i ;

. 88 92-94 96, 103
Age of smgh= offender, 41,43 -
Race of single offender, 42 44
Sex of single offender, 46 -

- Age of multiple-offenders, 46, 48 -
Race of multiple offenders, 47,49 =
Sex of multiple offenders, 45 :
Household characteristics
Race of head, 22‘ 243, 27‘-29' 31‘ 34"

97,104 -
: Ethmclty of head, 23‘

Age of hesd, 24*, 25% o 'Q; e

Sex of head, 18% . o . T
Pamily income;- 26‘-29‘ 98 105 ‘
Number of persons in household, 30*

~ Tenure, 24%,31%,97 - oty T
S Num!{er of units in structure, 32* 2

-~ Doeality of resxdence, 33* 34* .
Reporthgto
Reporting rates, 90-99

Reasons not reported, 100-1v06 o o

Type of crime - -

. Personal crimes, 1, 2’-21‘ o -
Crlmes of vxolence, 1, 2‘—21‘0, 35%, 36-53,

. 55 56, aa, 59 62-68 = o :

—— g: 7///,

*chtxmxzatnon rate tebie—ell others are counts :

‘or percents, o
*‘Per&onal erimes g( v1olence o"nly. ;

=

D p

vl Cnminaf Vicﬂmization in the United smgs, 1982“ :

g,,\ SR _ R

o

e

- 90, 92-95, 100, 101 103 B
" Robbery, 1, 2%-9%, 11#-21%, 35%, 36-59,

¢ 62-87, 69-72, 74-82, 84-87 90, 92-95, 100,
e 9101, 103 ’

‘Assault, 1, 2%-9%, 11#-21%, 35% 36-59, , -
62-67, 69-72, 74-79, 84-87 90 92-9.:, 100,
101, 103

Crlmes of theft, 1, 2*-21%,.50, 53, 77
79-82, 84, 85, 87, 89-95, 100-102
Personal larceny with contact,l 2 -9‘ .
11*-21*,50, 53, 56, 77, 79,81, 82 84, 85, a
87,90, 92-9&, lﬂlLJJll

Persenal larceny without contact, 1, 2‘—9‘“ .

11*-21%, 50,.53, 60, 61, 77, 79, 81, 82 84,
- .85, 87, 90 92-95, 100, 101
‘Household crimes, 1, 2' 22%, 23%, 25* 26‘
30*-34%,53; 77, 79, 81-85 87 89 90,
497-100, 104-106 v ®
Burglary 1, 2%, 22%, 23%, 25"-27* 30“-34" -
53, 77, 79, 81—85 87 89 90 97-100, 104
106
Household lareeny,l 2%, 22* 26* 25%, 26%,
- 28%, 30%-34*, 53, 60, 61, 77, 79 81-85 :
87, 89 90, 97-100,104 106

Moter vehicle theft, 1, 3%, 22*—25“29*-34* R

- 83,56, 77,79, 81-85, 87, 89, 90,97 s,
104 106

e SE L
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Rape, 1, 29-0%, 119-18%,.35%, 3642, 4047,
e n-58-53;55758, 58, 39, 62-67, 77, 16, 84-87, --

R & “who are wnllmg o report what they

= identify knowledgsable mpondenta ,

f:—/; timization of more than one individ- <~
‘uel.” Agused-in-this’ ‘report, the

The Natnonal Crxme Survey (NCS) £ classi?y pa%he cnmes

provtdes information on:a’; pumber of
. erimes that are of ‘major interest to:
I the general public ﬁmd’the crlmmal;
** justice community. The program
-does not and eahnot measure all-

. crnmmamcﬁ%ty,/ns ‘many erimes
are-not amenable to examitiation
through general populat'on surveys.

r , )

J‘appened and

“know.-More: specifically, such sur-
-=VEYS heve been shown to be most ap-
pl:cable to-rape, robbery,; assault, -
‘burgiary, personal and household ‘3 )
larceny, and motor-vehicle theft—-
- érimes measured by the NCS
The NCS includes offenses re- |

ported to the police:as well as those .

~not reported. Details about the

crimes come directly from the vxc-
tims, and no-attempt is made t
idate the information against

’Murderend kidneging are not
covered, and co;rmerclal burglary

rnetjv/ loglcgl reasons. 'l'he so-

] stltutton aho are excluded, u ard
“harimes ror Wwhich it is difficult g

Crxmes of whch the v1ctlrn may
not be’ awere_ also cannot be meas-»
pn-ty nay fall
may-some’ sfances of fraud an
embezzlement. Attempted C

recorded for this reason. =

.-~ Finally, events in which the. vxc-
. tim has shown & mllingness to par-

ticipate in: illegal activity also are.

o -~ excluded. 'Examples.of these, whlcn

-are unlikely to be reported to inter-

7" viewers, include gambling;, varfous .
- typesof swmdles, eon games,,and -
% : blackmail. e

s g s = =

e ' n“
= In any. «=ncounter mvolvmg a per-
sonal erime, more than one-eriminal
act ¢ an be committed-against an

- indi iilual. -A rape may be associated

e R

o Victimlzations vsm B

and robbory weére dropped from the .2 T gutomobile eccldeng,_ga_n cause
program&lng 1977, largely for. .. .

%

. concepts-applies to crimes in-the . ,
- personat-sector, but not'to those xn gL
-the household sector. .This is be~ Coe

of many types probably are-under- " 'cause each criminal act against a_

' criminai Vlctimizatlon ln the United States.

" Bureau-of- Investlgatron. ,

;,;zrlme woyld be. cétegorxzéd as rob
*” bery with injury: Personal erimes.

“” fenses; among the latter, burglary is

, tlleft, the least serious. 7

’ posaneTTor‘exun le; that tw

jhousehold is assumed to involve qnly

-48 a unit, : G

/aictim. ‘The nuriber of vietimiza-
§ victime of such acts. Victimizatlon

with a robbery, for example. Or,a o

 houehold offense, such as a burgla~ -
; Ty can esculate into something more
._serious in the event of a personal

confrontatnon. S )
I classifying the survey-meas—»

ff"ured «&rimes, eéach criminal jncident

_has been counted only once, by the
most serious act that took place dur-
ing the. incident, ranked in accord~- -
ance with the seriousness classifica~"
tion system used by the Federal

. The order of seriousness for. e
crnme;agal/?fst persons is: rape, - .7,
robbery, assault, esd larceny. Oon-' ’* R p—
sequently, if a person were both™ S
robbed and 4ssaulted, theevent = 1
would be elassified as fobbery; if the .oy
vietim suffered physical hasm, the = .. - i

W

take precedence over household of-

the most serious and“motor vehxcle

i

Cﬁ/’%em/egatwe events;. siich ¢ as’

human suffering (or evén death) to
fiiore than one person simultaneous-
_So/it is with:some erimes. It is

more mdmduals are vnctnmwﬁo- S
gether durmg a single personal rob-
bery. In other words, a singte. Tob-
__béry incident ineident ean result in the vie=

tistical difference between the ts%?; -

one vietim—the affected househ ,,,

A vietimizetion, basic mea of -
the occurrence of crime, is a speel- .
fie criminal act as it affects a: smgle :

o

tions is determined by the numberof .

Qa{’l
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i / crimes occurred, irieluding the /tzme/

/ =

" Introduction

o o : s

" counts serve as key elements in
computmg rates of victimization, as -

o

majority of statisties found in this -

Xeport are compalible with thecgr="

deseribed in the "Victim-characteris- = responding gre-lﬂ!&l;y% results. .

ties" section of this report. Vietim=

Trends in /cez.. lviotimxzatlon

izations alsg are used in developing-a sinee s 1973 were examined in_ e ini-

variety.of informatiocn on crime”

characterlstles and on the: ef!éc 3 62> = ported a generaldowntum in vietim= ”summary data on series erimes will

 erime upon vietims: " vieti ,
' ,and medical éare, econs lasses,
*time lost from werk, vietim. selﬂ‘
protectlorz/and repsrti poliee.
For !:jalén . personal erimes, o ffender
:’ﬁaracterlstxcs also are measurezﬁ
vxctxmlzatléhs. '

‘aet invlving ¢ne or more victimis.

~ isties" section; the number of inci-
dents of personal erime is.lower than
that of victimizations. Incident fig-
ures gre used in descmbm; the set-.
tmgs and circumstances in which

and piace of occuirence, number of
, vietims tfenders )mﬂ use of

. For erimes’ against house~"
holds, vxetnmxzations)and inecidents’

" are synonymous. «, T

o)

Comparability with pre-1 ‘381 data
As mdicated in the preface, this

o edntxon—-'tenth ifi an annual series—-is
u7ﬁ- content, as well as stafis=
tlca],

compareble, to’ that for’
‘1987 Rosults of the 1980 cdhius
* 'wepe/used in generatmg tl%-data in
' bo reports.--
However, estnmates appearmg in
the 1980 and previous annual reports
_made use of population controls de-

rived from the1970 census. Asa re--

sult, the numbers (or’levels) of vie-
« " timizations and incidents in this
“-.report aré not’ du'ectly comparable
- with'those appearing-in pre—1981 i
~ tions’of this series. Vlctnm retion
rates, key measures of £ xoocur- v
rence of crxme, “all percentuges:
appearw s thi report %as wellas in
__the-1981 1 edition) generally were

- unaffectedb “the fhange in the esti- P

maw@;p edure. Thus, the vast -
/rf'\~ [ i . O

TP

2800 Crimlnal Victlmlutlon in' thc U.S 3
.-1980-8% T Bst 4

An incident is asgee ¢ grimmal

For reasons ifidicated above and dis=
_eussed fuhy in the "Crime ¢haracter-  the NCS-measured deecliries for 1982

_tis¥release of the 1982 data.” It re~

‘ization: levels a\'d rates between _
1981 and’1982, with virtually-eil'e cat-
egories of erime contributing to the

* reduction and no statistically slgnifi-
cant jnereases. ‘A réeord low rate
~4oF. re;f&en’cml burgiary—by far-the

' lc;vggst since 1973—was measured in
1 ‘. 7 .

With respect to vxctxmization ".'A? ‘
‘rates over the entire 10-year peridd, -

were characterized as "one of the.

moﬂ sweeping, smgle-dlrectnon =
¢hanges fo have taken place since

. the program's inception.” Police re~

4 portmg rates over the 10-year period

- glso were exammed in thet release
Senos wctimizatlons

&

. Three or more smular but sepa-
- rate eriminal events, which the re-

@ond/ent is unable separately to

. deseribe-in detail to an NCS ister- -
viewer, are known as series victim* :
.. izations,’ Prior to 1979, sefies )

vietimizations were recorded by the
season (or seasons) of oecurrence and

tabuisted by the quarter of the year
. in which the data were collected
Por thosz and other reasong; it was .

" not possible to-tabulate. se/ riesand
- regular (i.e., nonserxez) cnmes
oty 7

The questici abeug series crimes

. was one of several items changed in
the NGS’questlonnmre, beginning in
Jandary 1976. This enableﬂrthe

“ihatehing of reference periods and

-assessment of the effects’of comi

y "mg ‘series erimes watlwegu ,,f

- erimes. Such &n exem' tlon:

special featu f
of 1980 data

=

Y P

. 4 -
_ Altheug‘r the combining of series

and regular crl/nes has been facili=

- tated, the issye. of how best to ac-

. complish thig/is being addressed -

by the NCS; ‘Redesign Consortium.

Pending a/resolutlon of the problem,

be presented separately in the NCS
‘annual reports. A table dlsplaying
the l%élatxonshlps between series and
regmar crimes for' 1982 can be found
in Appendzx ill

i :‘ B detqiled bﬂeekdown of the overall level of

T mﬁ—wﬁsaa,/ - , n
f&imlnal wctimlzarf.ew ,umted Statas, 1982 3. .

“'IThe ‘National Lrlme Survey (NGS)
de{ermmed that an estimated 39.8 -,
miilion erimingl victitizations, g
in‘;ludmg both completed and at~ e
. tempted offenses, were incurredby .~ 7 e
inﬁawidugls aeross the United States -~ Pl e
)1982., / Rape, personal robbery;’ J i ; SRS
- aml assaxﬁlt—the most serious of the .- . o
measured crimes bec#tise they - & S
invoived confrontation between . -
vietim’and offender and the threat
or act of violence—made upfls I

7.

percent of the.victimizaticns. Sy ; :
Thefts of persona}and household . L
property, or larcenigs, are the most  ° o

-common of the" N;f‘s—'neasured
_-crimes. Comt»ﬂed, thoy made up 64
percent of alf'erimes in 1982. The .
Iremsumng 20 percent included mesto
! vehicle, thefts and resigentidl !
burglefxes... X TH
relative, meurrence of NCS....
cgifmes' is gauged by the vietimiza- IR S o
' #ion rate. Reflecting dlzg‘erences in. 7 Ae T
their frequeney, iolgrit erim es . :
. generally had lower retes-than
- property crifies during 1982. The-~
l rate for alt-ifiree viplent erimies -
L oermbined was 34/;18;2 p,odo popula—
tlon age ] 12 ané,’::ver. By contrast;.
rate “for personal larce~
es wes 83 per 1,000, _ ‘
For the HCS household’ crlmes,
: kumlzatlon rates are’ calculated on.’
1i1e basis of households, not popula~
‘tion. Household larceny way the
~most frequent of the resideftial e 5
cerimes, occurring?at a rate, of 114 e 1
incidents per ¥,000 househcﬂds. It CL
“wes followed !fy burglary ({8 per .
1,000) and motor- vehlcle theft (lﬁ (
‘per 1,ﬂ00).5 wble-d displays the-> . © .
A viet ipri rates for-all personel T T
,/and household erimes measured by o
/" the NCS, as well as for detalled/ =
S subcategorles. o .

i
s
W

i

* vietimizati6r is found in table 1, Appendix L.
. Crime-evels appenring in thai.and other
ni‘:les:in thurxe;;ort are directly’ comparable .
"with those in the 1981 edition. _For Feasons. Va
giver in the introduction (see nComparability ,/
“ with pre-1981 deta), the legisls aftge&roi:g ip/
“this réport are not comparable w. e
fourd in the corrasponding tables of any/gl _
NCS reports for the period from 1 t}
~ ..1980. -Relstive tigures-namely re ofanc- 5
“timization and percentiges of V. );' mizetions ;
' or incidents--were affected lit:e, if at ally by . )
"“* the change in-astimation. Al see Criminst -

. ___ Victiniigation in the U:S.: %980-81 Ch :
=" Baged on New Estimatss, %ﬁ?‘l‘cchnlcql Re-

\
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A varxety of attnbutes of wctl
ized persons and households appears
on the victimization rate tables that

“’accompany this section. The rates,

basie measures of the occurrence of

- ‘erime, are computed by dividing the

number: of vietimizations associated
..with a specific crime, or groupmg of.

“erimes, by the:number of persons or -

“- households under consideration. For-

e

cnmes against persons, the rates are

based onfﬁthe total number of. individ= -
uals age '12 and over, or on a portion

of that /popuhtxon sharing a particu- .
lar characteristie or set of traits.

S Houseﬂold crimes are regarded as

- beingdirected against the household )

as a unit rather than agamst the
-individual members; in caleulating a -

+ rate, therefore, the denominator of

the fraction consisis of ‘the number
of households in guestion. - .
Vlctnmlzatxonsuof households,

- unlike %hose of | persons, cannot

a:nvolve more than oz vietim during
‘& spe‘cnfre eriminal act. However,
repeated vietimizations of individu-
als or households can and do oceur.
As general indicators of the danger

- of having been victimized during °

. . 1982, the rates are not sufficiently -
v refmed to represent true measiires -

of risk:for-specific individuals or

T e=households. In other words, they do

f\*e\\ greater extent within certam

g
o,

S

i

T

El

not reﬁect variations<n the degree

r/

o Annual famlly income

Sei“ec‘ie&“haractenstucs of vnctlms
of vnolent crime?’fgsz .

4
I

k~Age; |

, rate (34)°
1619 -~ ) (

-1 —=Overall victimization

65+
Sex
Male

Mantai stalus
Divor ced/Separated

Less than 53 030

-of" risk of repeated, or multiple, ~ |

victimjzation; and, because of the

_ manner in=which, they are caleulated,

the rates in effoct apportion multi-
ple victimizations among the popula-
tion at, large, thereby distorting -

somewhat the probability that any
single person or household actually

e, WAS vietimized.

"Over-the years, the NCS has .
demonstrated thiat crime oecurs to a

““tion groups. Some of th’y more .

\s'triivng differences between rates at

4 Criminal Victimigation in the Unfted States, 1982 °
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“Svhich ed subpopulatlons were
vnetrmzed by«4xolent erime in 1982

-are shoWn in fxgut@l.\ ‘

Q
i
4

ey . E B
vt , . s B

—F

R o

“$25, 000 or :nore

. /| Employed |..

T

Unemployed o

Cwnlian labor force*
Private sactor

SUAY | 5
Government sector

N

Ll L

" Rate per 1,000

0 20 40 6 -

80 -

JNote: The ditferences botween rates within categories
&9, s!atulcal!y significant. Rate differences between
| categoriesimay or may not be signiicant. - ‘

'Umlted to lahor force panlctpams age 16 and over.

Flgure \.\
TN

B

s o A

e

i
i
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R NSV SUR-U RS S

S |Tof violence

Victimlzation ;ates ' .
Parsonal crimes of wolence and theft
by age and [bx, 1982 ¢

1 M Mate -

Crimes

7‘ female'

Qrirnes of (therft

150 60 0 .30
Rate ner 1 000 populatlon in each group

4

F/gure 2
N R

Sex, age, race, and ethnicity
"*%Tables 3-10 and 22-25)

£

In 1982, as in the precedmg 9
years for which NCS results are

f available, violent crime rates were

much higherfor. males than for
females. Men were considerably
-more likely: than women to have- been
robbed or assaulted, and they also -
had a somewhat higher victimization

rate for erimes of theft—the result

of a high rate of personal larceny
without contact. Rape, the rarest of

- the NCS-measured violent-offenses,

q(affected an average of 14 women -
per 1,000. ,
For erinves of violence or theft as

SR me;pessens age 12-24 had the -

hizhest vietimization rates, and the
elderly (age 85 and over), the low-~.
est. After age 24, both violent and

. theft eriine ratés decreased with
each older age category. This pat :
tern was also-evidént for each of the

. rates an:afg males and females cate-

gorized separately by age (figure
2). Males age 12-24 and females age
27-34 were far more vulnerable than -
older members of their respective
groups to robbery or assault.:
Blacks experienced violent erime
" at:an'overall rate mgher than those

1 foi whites or members of other

: counterparts, Hxspanic households» :
sustained relatively more resxdentm‘f

minority races (Asmns, Pacific,
Islanders, NatiVe Americans, ete.,”
considered nol.lectxvely), but the
rates for the latter group and for

whites did not differ sxgmﬁcantlv ]

Much of the difference-iniVu erabil-
ity for whites'@nd blacks was the

_-resilt of a considerably higher rob-

bery rate among blacks. There were.
no significant differences between

* the overall personal theft rates (or

between the noncontact lareeny

| rates as well) for whites and blacks. -
“However, blacks were more vulner-

able than whites to personais‘arceny

- with contact. Joint consideration of

race and sex indicated b__lack males
sustained violent erime &t the high--

est rate, followed in order by white _ _

nlales, black females, and white.
fémales. Hlspamcs had a somewhat

“{ <higher violent erime rate than did -

.wion-Hispanies; but the apparent
difference between the personal
theft rates £or the two graups was
not statistically significant.

With respeet ta residential
burglary and larceny; the rates
_ decreased as the age of the house-
“hold head increased. )}Thrs -gatfern
appeared to_ dpply to motor- vehlcle
theft as well, but some of the dif-
ferences were not statistically
significant; households headed by the
elderly, however, clearly had the .
lowest rate for this offense. Motor

vehicle theft rates based on thc ‘\'s.,‘

number of vehicies owned were ,,,/,'
considerably higher in households /-
headed by | mdivxduals under age 50~

than in those\\headed by older per-

SONS,
Households headed by blacks
were more vulnerable than _those

~ -headeid by whites to each of the

residential crimes. Households
headed by ‘blacks also hed s higher.
burglary rate thar did those headed
by members of other minotity races,
but the rates for the other two
crimes did not diffek:significantly.
Simtiarly,arid for eachf the three
offenses, the rates amon@‘\whltes did
not differ significantly: fronithose
for the Yother" group (figure 3 %
Compared with. their non-Hispaile

kusglaries, larcennes, and motor
vehicle thetts. '

r Criminel Vlclimizatton in the United Statps, 1982 5
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+ Figure 3

Victlmizetlon rates:
Household crimes, \

1982 TR

- =,

. White
Bl Black
Other —

“‘Burglary ¥

‘Household larceny

n—ﬁnﬁi‘\h
‘Motor vehicle theft
"

o . 100
' Rateper 1,000 households

Mator vehicle theft

Ll*l lL_l
100 200

Rata par 1,000 motor
vehicies owned

B

Marital status
(Tables 11-12)

NCS vietimization rates for
personal crimes distinguish among
four categones of marital status, as
gefined in the glossary.. It should be
pointéd 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 ecmpositicn of |

the populatxons within each group.

As indicated previously, young :
. people had comparatively high vie-
trmlzatxon rates and older persons
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Victimization rates:
Perscnal crimes
of violence and theft,

Victimization rates:
Personal crimes of violence,
by living arrangemants,

77 | by-marital status, 1982 1982
B Crimes of violence H.ousehold‘s.headed by:
Crimes of theft Males hvu:lg e
Females living . . .
'lllll_klllT‘I L L B B A B e
B ... alone

Widowed ]

n L] )

. .. with others

L_L/lll‘llll’

100 200

Rate per 1,000 population
age 12 and over _

Figure 4

had relatively low rates. That no
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 fourth consecutive year,

the bverall rate for violent offenses
among divoreed and separated per-
sons did not differ significantly from
that for persons never married. And,
for the second year in a row, the
latter group had the highest rate for
personal crimes of theft. For the
violent and theft crimes alike, the
rates for married persons ranked

* third and those for widowed persons,

fourth (figure 4). These relationships’

generally applied when gender was
examiid in conjunction with marital
status,

o\
... with a spouse*

. .. with own child under. 18

... With own child 18+

T voe

.. with some other relative

- . with-a nonrelative

Y I R
100 200
Rate per 1,000 populaticn age 12 and over

*Applies to male-headed households only

| I N A T
0

Figure 5

Household composition
(Table 13)

In addition to developing demo-~
graphie information about vietims of
crime, the NCS gathers certain data’
et contribute to understanding the
social milieu of vietims. A basie
variable in this area relatés to the
internai relationships of the mem-~

bers of each household. As used in

table 13, the variable distinguishes
between households headed by males
and females. In multiple-member
households, further distinctions are

made along kinship lines. :
" Examination of the relationship

between crime rates and living

arrangements diselosed that in

~ households headed by men, persons

unrelated to the household head had

8 Criminal Victimization in the United States, 1982
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-aseertained for 89 percent of all

tha highest overall rate for-violent
crime; men living alone had the
second-highest rate, whereas the
‘wives of male heads of households
had the lowest (figure 5). Males
residing alone and nonrelatives living
in male-headed households also had

~eomparatively high rates for per-
sonal larcenies.

In households headed by women,
nonrelatives also incurred both vio- =
lent crime and personal larceny at
relatively high rates. Women living -

- alone elearly had the lowest violent
erime rate, and they also had a re-

.

" latively low'rate for personal lar-

eenies.

‘Educational attainment
(Table 16)

Vietimization rates for personal
crimes were caleulated on the basis
of educational levels only for the
population age 25 and over. That
limitation, encompassing people who
generally have completed their for-
mal eduéation, excluded individuals
in the most erime-prone ages.

... Persons uge 25 and over with at
least some colieg’ ; training were
more likely than'those with less
schooling to be vietims of violent .
crime or personal larceny. For the
violent erimés, 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
edueation. 5

Within certain educational levels,
blacks appeared to have higher vio-
lent erime and personal larceny rates
than whites, but the differences : {
were not elways statistically sig- b
nificant. : :

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

Yearly incomes for 1982 were St

NCS households, enabling the caleu-
lation of vietimization rates for this
group. The rates were caleulated for <
all personal and household erimes on
the basis of six income: ranges. As ’
deseribed in the glossary, all mone-
tary proceeds were considered in

\:

i W
» . . i
“l‘

Victimization rates: Personal crimes of violance and theft,
by race and annual family‘ income, 1982

Rate per 1,000 population age 12 and over
125 :

: Crimes of theft C W
10Q :

75

50

25
% oS TAG 10,000 $15300- $25,000+
83, $7.5C< $10,00 . 000
i 7,499 9,999 14,999 24,999,
- $3,000
Figure 6

Victimization rates: Household crimes,
by annual family income, 1982

Rate per 1,000 households
160

Household Ia(ceny

126

R “Burgla
1001 Burglary

{‘1751; ; \5\
AN
50
251 R Motor vehicle theft
. : : e mamo—————
N T R T 2 000- $25,000+
Less $3,000- $7,500- $10,000- . $15, !
than 17,499 9,899 14,989 23:999
$3000 , . i
Figure 7. e ‘

eategofy’ (less than $3,000 per year)

determining the amour had the highest‘overall rate for

it of annual
income. . - oo

In 1982, as in prior years, mem-

fer significanily from ﬁlat.f_or mem-
bers of the wealthiest families. -
Each of these relationships also ap-

- plied to the white population, but not .

to the black population (figure 6).
Among the latter, the violent crime
rates for persons in the two lo_we§t_
income groups did not differ signifi-
cantly, and those in the uppermost
bracket clearly had the highest rate

for erimes of theft.

Within both the white and biack
populations, members of families
with incomes of less than $15,000
had violent crime rates that were
above the average for their respec-
tive groups (33 for whites and 44
for blacks), whereas those with
incomes of $15,000 or more had
below-average rates. .

~ Turning to household crimes, the
larceny rates generally were not sig-
nificantly different across income
categories, but the poorest house-
holds (less than $3,000 a;nually) had
the highest burglary rate (figure 7).
Households with incomes under
$10,000 were less likely than those
with greater inecome to incur motor
vehicle theft. '

Employment
(Tables 17-19)

In order to examine possible
relationships between employment

status and personal crime, the caleu-

lation of vietimization rates was
limited to the civilian population age
16 and over, or approximately 9 in
every 1@ nersons within the seope of
the NCS. Excluded from the em=.

ployment data were youngsters age . i

12-15, relatively few of whom par-

3 - ticipate in the labor force, and = *

“Arme s personnel. §
ﬁwﬁi\gg;?;logment status of NCS
respondents pertains to the week
prior to the interview. A basic
distinetion is made( bett':v;a:n labor
foree participants (bo ose em-
ployedP:rnd ulgemployed during that
‘week) and nonparticipants, such as

students or persons unable to work.

It should be recognized, however,
that because the NCS has a 6-month
reference peried, the status of some
individuals may have changed be-
tween the time they experienced &

crimes of violence, but their rate for . i o0 ion 'and the reference

bers of families in the lowest income personal erimes of theft did not dif-

‘Criminal Victimization in the United States, 1982 7
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Victimization rates:
Personalcrimes’

of violence and theft,
by employment status,
1982 A

| Cnmes of theft =
iy Cr:mes of violence

T ™

Labor force participants

Employad:

* the latter offenses, agricultural

Unable to work S a

Lll‘lnl‘ll

25 50" 75 100 125 150

Rate per 1,000 civilian population
age 16 and over .

F/gure 8

week for the questions on employ-
ment.

During 1982, unemployed per-
sons—whether male, femalegwhite,
or black—hed a violent erime rate
that. was considerably higher than
that “t'or employed m¢fv1duals in their

e

. reweetive groups. Compared with
labor foree nonparticipants, the

unemployed hed higher rates for
violent crime and personal theéft.
\Among the various groups of ncnpar-
ticipants, the rates for persons
attending school were comparatively
. high and those for retired persons’
_were low (figure 8). Workers in
‘government sérvice had a somewhat
higher violent crime rate than those
in private industry, and there was
some indication that their personal
theft rate was higher as well. For

- workers had a considerably lower
rate than did persons engaged in
nonagricultural work.

With respect to the gender of
labo,\,toree members, une mployed
men and women had violent crime
rates that did not differ signifi-

- cantly, and hoth were followed in

order by the rates for employed men
and employed women. Among non-
participants, males generally had
appreciably higher violent crime
rates than did females. For nonpar-
ticipantsas a whole, the rates were
32 per 1,000 for men and 18 for
women.

As noted previously with respect
to the general population, men had a
relatively Ligher incidence of per--
sonal larceny without contact. Such
was not the case when employment
status was considered,ss the rate
for personal larceny among men in
the labor force (combining those
employed and unemployed) did not -
differ significantly from that for
women of comparable status.

Housohold size and tenure ‘

‘(Tables 30-32) -

A number of NCS variables were
developed 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, vietimizetion rates were caleu-
lated according to the number of
members per household. A basic
distinction is made between:one-
person households and multiplé- -
member households, three size range
subcategones are associated with

8 Criminai Victimization in the United States, 1982
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Victimization rates:
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the latter. Second, rates were
computed according to the kind of
residential tenure—where the
distinction is between dwellings
oceupied by owners and by renters,
And, third, rates were calculated .

- from the perspective of the number
...of units in the structure, with

distinctions being made between
single~ and multiple-unit buildings

In 1982, as in'prior years, rates
for household larceny increased di-+
reetly in relation to household size
(figure 9). The pattern also appeared
to hold for motor vehicle theft, but
the increases were not statistically
significant. Households with six or
more members had a relatively high

_burglary rate. The overall pattern of

higher victimization rates as the size
of the household increases may pos-
sibly be related, to a greater abun-
dance of property items in multlple-

v person residences

Vultierability to household erime
also was related to tenure. For each
of the three household offenses,
persons hvmg in rented dwellings had'"
hlgher vietimization rates then those
in owner-occupied homes. As in the
past, this relationship held for each
of the three crimes among white

households; among black households,

however, it did not apply to motor

" vehiele theft.

Occupants of single-unit homes
generally experierced burglary,
household larceny, and motor vehicle
theft at the lowest rates, compared
with most categories of muitiple-
unit residences, as well as with
places other than housing units, such
as boarding houses. Among the
multiple-unit residences, no one

‘eategory 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
Jocality of residence pertain to the
places where people lived at the
time of the interview, not to the
place where vietimizations occur-
red. 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
glossury The nonmetropohtan popu-
lation rafers to those residing in
places outside SMSAs.: To further
distinguish differences in the degree
of victimization within metropolitan
localities, residents of central cities
and their surrcunding suburbs have

~been categcerized according to the

following four rtinges of central clty
size: 50,000 to 1/; million; 1/3to 15 .
million; /2 tol mxlhon, and 1 mxlhon
or more. |

i

L ENE R s s ) Y

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

able has not been updated.

The incidence of personal crimes .- [

of violence in 1982 clearly was
hlgher in the Nation's central cities
than in its suburbs or rural and ,
semirural areas (figure 19). The rate
among city residents was 47 violext

crimes per 1,000, considerably higher-

than that for suburbanites (32) or
rural residents (26). This rank order
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 riotor vehicle theft in
1982, hut such was not the case for
burglary or household lareeny. In
fact, the household larceny rate for
those largest cities was lower than
those for the smaller centralcities, -
and the burglary rates did nct:differ
significantly among the four size
classes. ‘In all four, however, the
residents of central cities appeared
to have hxgher vietimization rates
than these in the corresponding

suburbs, but the differences were not

alweys statistically s1gmf1eant.

S50n June 27, 1983, the Office of ement
-and Budget issued revised definitions of the
Nation's metropolitan statistical areas (MSAs),

formerly called SMSAs. The redefined geo-
graphical areas, derived by applying new ‘
standards to the final results of the 1880
census, took eifect on June 30, 1983, and will
be incorporated'when the NCS nmple isre-
drawn at & future date.

o

.\:,\ l\\i

Victimization rates:

Personal and household cnmes,
.‘by locality of residence, ‘
1982

4 I Suburbs
resul time 1 -
ts gver time, the ocath vari- i @ Nonmetropolitan areas

N Central cities

—y

Personal crimes
Crimes of violence

‘\Crlmes of theft

' 2

Rate per 1,000 populaticn
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The NCS gathers two general -

classes of information on the charae-

teristics 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 wers re-
lated or knew »ne another whea the
victimization took placé. Based-on
vietims' perceptions at the time of
the c<fense, the second grouping of
data is demographie, focusing on
three basic attributes of the of-
fenders. ™.

\\‘\\

N\

Strangers or nonstrangers
(Tables 35-39)

Gy
One of the more:significant

dimensions of violent crime concerns
the relationship between vietim and
offender. Public attention about
erime in the streets in large measure
has focused on unprovoked physieal
attacks made on citizens by unkriown
assailants. The nature of the rela-
tionship between victim and offender

.= is a key element,to understanding

crime and judging the risks involved
for the various groups in society. -
Prior to the introduction of the NCS,
the only available national statisties
on the matter were for homicide;
these demonstrated that most mur-
der vietims were at least acquainted
with their killers, if not related to
them. The NCS makes it possible to
examine the relationship between
vicetim and offender for each:.of the
violent offenses that it measures.
Although basice information on
stranger-to-stranger violent erimes

appears in tables 35-39, the vietim- -

offender relationship variable is used
recurrently in data tables dealing
with the characteristies of violent
crimes and on reporting to the
police. Conditions governing the
classification of crimes as having
involved "strangers or nenstrangers"
are deseribed in the glossary, listed
under each of those categories. )
About 64 percent of the violent
erimes measured by the NCS in 1982
were attributed to strangers. Repre-
senting 4.1 of the 6.5 millior viclent
vietimizations measured, that pro-
portion has not changed appreciably
since 1973. There is reason to
believe, howevez, that violence or

attempted violence involving family
members or close friends is under-

" reported in the NCS (as in other
victimization surveys) because some
vietims do not consider such events
erimes 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 1982 was
21.8 per 1,000 persons age 12 and
over, compared with 12.5 per 1,000
by acquiintances, friends, or rela-
tives of the victims. Among the .
vietims of violent crime, the proba-
bility of attack by strangers was
substantially greater for males than
for females (70 vs. 53 percent).
Unlike in 1981, when the proportion
of violence by strangers was some-
what higher for white persons than
black persons, the 1982 figures for
the two groups were not significantly
different (figure-11).—This generai
cbservation also applied to robbery, .
but not. to assault, as the share of
assaults by strangers was somewhat
higher among blacks. A relatively
high ratio—roughly 4 in every 5
cases—of violent crime against
elderly persons (age 65 and over) was
by strangers, i ‘

i

=

~Sex, age, and race

(Tables 40-49)

Some of the tables on this subject
display data on the offenders only
and others cover both vietims and
offenders. The offender characteris-
ties examined are sex, age, and race,
based on. information furnished by
vietims 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-

" offender situations. For 1982,

victims did not furnish particulars
about the offenders in 1.5 percent of
all cases, representing roughly

. 97,000 of the 6.5 inillion violent

crimes estimated for that year. The
applicable numbers of vietimizations
per category of crime are displayed
on data tables covering this subject.

10 Criminal Victirnization in the United States, 1982 _

Percent of violent crimes committed
by strangers, by selected
victim characteristics, 1982
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As with most NCS information,
offender attributes are based solely
on the victim's perceptions and
ability to recall the crime., How-
ever, because the events often were
stressful experiences, resulting in .
conhfusion or physical harm to the
vietim, it was likely that data con-
cerning offender characteristics
were more subject than other survey
findings to distortion arising from
erroneous responses. Many of the
crimes probably occurred under
somewhat vague circumstances,
especially 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 devel-
oped for determining the existence
and effect of such bias. ~

In the relevant deta 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 erimes, the cate-
gory "mixed ages" refers to cases in
which the offenders in any single
incident were classifiable under
more than otie age group; similarly,
the term "mixed races" applies to
situations if which the offenders
wers memtiers of more than a single

' racijal group. .

Among the violent crimes for
which victims provided offender

' characteristies, the vast majority of

beth single- and multiple-Offengg '
cases were perceived by vietims to~,
have been committed by males. .
Women were the offenders in 13
percent of the single-offender
crimes and in 7 percent of the multi-
ple-offender cases. In an additional
11 percent of the multiple-offender
crimes, persons of each gender took
part in each victimization (figure
12). e

Vietims were unable to provide

information specifically about the

offenders" age in roughly 3 percent

of the violent crimes.for which
oifender charaéteristics were ob-
tained. Seven in every 10 of the

single-offender violent erimes meas-
ured for 1982 were said to have been

committed by persons over age 20,

with 27 percent attributed to

younger persons {ages 12-20). With

respect to the multiple-offender

erimes, the proportions ascribed to
those two age groups (12-20 and 21

and over) did not differ significantly;

however, about a fourth of the
* muitiple-offender cases involved
perpetrators in the mixed ages

category, encompassing individuals

in both age groups.

Considering victims age 20 and
over, a comparatively high share of

“the violent crimes perceived to have
been committed by youthful individ-

uals {(ages 12-20) were against the
elderly (65 and over). For single-
and multiple-offender cases com-
bined, 29 percent of the violent

erimes against the elderly were by

offenders age 12-20. This compares

with 17 percent against persons in
the larger adult group (ages 20-64).

As in past yesrs, most of the
crimes were intraracial. That is,

vietims and offenders generally were

members of the same race.

Criminal Victimization in the United States, 1882
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,Crime characteristics

et °
The-characteristics of crimes

' measured by the NCS may be group- *

~ed into two overall categories: (1)
the settings and associated circum-~
stances under which the offenses

“occurred (time and place of oceur-

- rence, number of vietims.and of-

. fenders, and weapon use), and (2) the
impaet of the érimes upon the vie-
tims, including self-protective
measiires, physical injury, economic

_ loss, and worktime loss. Whereas

. Preceding sections of this report
were based solely on victimization
data, the first grouping of ‘topies
covered in this Lection is based on
incidents, a second measure of the
occurrence of erime. Topics dealing
with the impact of crime are based

on victimizations. A number of the

subjeets, such as use of weapons and
injury to vietims, are applicable only
to the personal crimes of violence,
but most cover the property offenses
as-‘well. , :
The vietimization concept and its

method of calculation were discussed
previously. An incident, on the other
hand, is a specifie criminal act
against one or more persons. The

-~ number of incidents is lower than
that 9t‘ vietimizations for two rea-
sons:"" (1) some erimes are simul-
taneously eommitted against more

_ then one individual, and (2) certain

- personal crimes oceur duriig the

course of a commereial'ofiense. For’
each personal victimization reported

to an NCS interviewer, it m‘\g de-
termined whether. others we'r\\. vie-,

timized at the same time and ial@ce
or whether the offense happened

|

during a commercial crime. 1f, for

example; two custoiners are heaten -

during the course of a store holdup,
the assault on each customer is”
reflected in data on personal vietim-
izations. However, the'event is not

classified as a personal incident, bu:

v ‘&J-;w_lmeé:ti.:%aﬁéa;gommemia}

"Differences in the levels of ineidents end
vistimizations for 1982 are shown in tabie
§0. The percentages found in tables 51-84 are
based on incident levels. The incident and
vietimization lsvels given in table 50 are not
comparable with those appearing
spondlnf tables of pfe-1981 reports in this
.. series; for an explanation, see the discussion
“-on "Comparability with pre-1981 data" in the .
. ) i
/
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in the corre- -

robbery. With respect to,crimes “
a.gainst households, there is.no
distinetion between vietimizations

. and incidents, as each criminal act

against a residence is assumed to .-
have involved a single vietim, the
affected household. <In fact;the - __

terms "victimization" and "incident"

“ean be used interchangeably in

. analyzing data on household erimes.

The titles to tables reférenced in
this section stipulate whether vie-
timizations or incidents are the
relevant units of measure.

For the violent crimes as a group,
victimizations outnumbered inei-

" dents by 17 percent in 1982. This

was ascribable, in part, to the find-=
ing that 11 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 63 .
percent of the incidents were be-
tween strangers (tables 51-52).

Time of occurrence

' (Tables 53-55) -

More violent erimes measured by
the NCS in 1982 took place in the
evening or at night, that is, between
6 p.m. and 6 a.m. than duripg the
day. Incidents occurring between 6
p-m. and -midnight outnumbered . -
those happening during the second
half of night by more than'? to 1. By
contrast, 64 percent of all pocket
pickings and pursz snatehiings took
place in the daytime (6 a.m. to 6
pim-)o L - '

It-is more difficult to generalize

~ ebout noncontact property thefts,

whether personal or 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 "
information was not available; the.
remaining incidents were about
evenly divided between day and

night. Motor vehicle theft—with 65
percent at night—was predominantly
a nighttime crime. ‘

* Place of occurrence
_ (Tables 56-61)

Crimes involving personal con-
tact can happen virtually anywhere.

-The violent incidents counted for =

1982 were distributed among six
kinds of sites. The greatest share
(42 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 aceounted for another
5 percent). Soine 24 percent of all
violent incidents were in or near the
vietim's home.

" For certain offenses not involving
contact between vietim and offend-
er, the classification of crimes is
chiefly determined on the-basis of
their place of oceurrence. Thus; by
definition, most household birglaries
happen &t prineipal residences, with

‘a small share (5 percent in 1982) at

second homes or at places occupied
temporarily, such as hotels and

““motels.

Personal larceny without vietim-

. offender eontact and household lar-

ceny differ from one another solely
on the basis of where the crimes

"oceur. In 1982, 41 percent of those

offenses were classified in the
household sector because they took
place in or nesr vietims' 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 larceny
within the vietim's own home, the
offenses had to be committed by a
person (or persons) admitted to the
residence or by someone having
customary aceess-to it, such as a
delivery person, servant, acquaint-

3y

Percent distribution

T of violent crimes, !

by number of offenders, . _.
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As might be anticipated, a sub-
stantial number of the violent erimes
by nonstrangers took place inside the
vietim's home, whereas relatively
few of the stranger-to-stranger

y PELI0M, it ot hois R T i Yo P '
ance, or relative,—-Gthierwise, the  oiiensestappensd-at-home (26 vs. 5

crime Would have'been classified as
a household burglary or as a personal
robbery if foree or the threat of
force were used. The vast majority
of household larcenies take place in
.the immediate vicinity of the. . -
home. Only 14 percent of the lar-
cenies happened inside:the home,

. percent). The largest share (54

. percent) of violent incidents by
strangers were on the streets atid in
other outdoor places,

—.refers to such objects as ¢lubs,

. of weapons present:were recorded,

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
incident, no further-questions were
asked sbout who ecommitted the
crime. -
As indicated previously; the vast
majority of violent erimes (89 per-
cent) were directed against a lone
_vietim. A substantial but smaller
majority of incidents, 71 percent in
1982, involved lone offenders. Sin-
gle-offender violence was relatively
more common among nonstrangers
(85 percent) than'it was in strenger-

- to-stranger incidents (62 pereent)y - __

The proportions of multiple-offerder
¢rimes committed by a pair of per-
petrators and by three or more did

not diffel signifisently. As in past
years, the NCS again indicated that
personal robberies were about evenly
divided between single- and multi-
ple-offender cases (figure 13).

Use of weapons

(Tables 63-64) BRIy

_For personal crimes of violence,
“information was gathered on whether -
or not the vietims observed that.tre
offenders were armed, an-, if so,%h_g/
types of weapons that were pre- /7 - -
sent. As used in the NCS, the term
"weapons use" applies both to situa—"--
tions in which weapons weré used to
~ intimidate (or threaten) and to those
in which they actually were employ-
ed in a physical attack.
In addition to firearms and
krjives, the data tables distinguish
"other' weapons and those of un-
known types. .The category "other"

stones, bricks; and-bettles. For each

s

personal crime of violence by an
.-armed ‘offender, the type, or types,

" ‘ot the number of weapons. For

. - Criminal Victimization in the United States, 1982° 13

" instance, if offenders wielded two
firearms and a knife during a person-
al robbery, the erime was classified.
as one in which weapons of ea¢h type

were used. Beeause of thisthe——-— "~

<
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i x&u&?tgglrmd?:; add o totat shown was some indic tmﬁfhatfraegly Note: Detail may not ad;d to total becau E@/ S . _ ' I o ) e offenses. s The notable exceptlon
{19 incident in which offenders used victims (age 65 and over) of violent fﬁ"v".ii?n%zanon in whith the victim-~ - s E Used physical force _-assault, ix erime which by definition
, A~ ‘;;%gg';;;‘;’é{‘;fgg%f‘;;fgﬁfmm |- erime were less likely than younger | screamed and it the offender s counted . s or other wesaon cen only be accompamed by damage
7| pee secomperying iscussion. | vietims to defend themselves. | imeanon %'eseelfc"éé’fne.férfﬁrfg'd'.ﬁﬁﬁssmn e ' - Tosses (such as torn clothing), be-
o . For vietims who employed self- - - — o — - - cause assaults attended by theft are
e Figure 14 : protection, the NCS determines the - Flgure 16 o L | Tyied o  classified as robbzry. This accounts
. kinds of measures taken. The fol- = . e - , R o 0??" megne tofr;:r?der - for the relatively low rate of eco-
: ~ lowing reactions, ranging from . ; Lo _g L TS ' ~ | nomie loss—-15 percent in 1982-— R
-: gf.}?:dnetr:'uvs':gﬂ\:eca"?:: " ""!"Ch | nonviolent to forceful, were con- - Physical injury to victims : A , ko ' - L o - stemming from assault. e LIRS
: 4982 pons, ‘| sidered self-protective measures: (Tables 69'76) . D . : _ S R _ Similarly, theft losses cannot be o
; — ’ reasoning with the offender, fleeing N o | Threatened - I P o assacmted with certain erime sub- S P
s All violent crimes from the offender, screammg or The NCS gathers mformatm'r SRS : - ) - or reasoned e T : i . S _ ) r-ategones, such as attempted house- T
i ey yelling for-hielpy hitting, kicking; or- — Soncer, ing physical injuries sustain- z ! S © s 1 holMd lareeries or motor vehicle T
5 e seratching the offender; and using or ed by the vietims of violent crime. =~ . i " thefts,.sithough damage losses may. *
. ) | brandishing a weapon. The pertinent. - In 1982, vietims were physically Nonviol Sex of victim ' "+ _|-occur in some instances. The NCS'
S tables.(67-68) distribute all measures: -harmed inToughly 3 of every 10 - - re°'.':t': necnet L oae == does not measure attempted pocket. . .
employed by victims in each crime; _ persorial robberies and assaults.v, : i | ‘ ey .| pickings therefore, ali cases of A S
: Assault* ‘no determination was made of the ~  Female victims hed a slightly Higher 1 : - | "pocket picking have the cuteome of - - < -
] - |- single most important measure used  injury rate than male vietims (figure - “ 1. theft loss, and damage losses may & :
T T N T l: “ by vietims who defended themsglves 18). Violencé by offenders ‘who were e " take place as well. Amepgithe | < -
016 20 30 40 50 6 70 80 90 06 in more than one way. Because of not strangers was “inore lixely than CEL T e \ propert offenses where both theft -
S R ortus aimple sssault, which| by dfiton does this, data on this subject are based stranger»to-stranger crimesto result - e 'and damage losses do occur, the inei-
Ay not involve the use.of 'a weapon . on numbers that exceed t the count of in viztim injury. -The. NCS makes a . S "I dence of theft generally is greater
i Figure 15 I By vietimizations-in-which vietims used gﬁ:metlg/n%iween two degrees of - L ] “than that of damage. The chief"
: - : self-prc}tectxon measures. In 1982, -~ jt:wh{;ﬂfuchtnra.;mgovem th?i 4 L 11) : 210 :alo - L v - exception is attempted forcible
- this difference amounted to 30 " -—subelassification of crimes;-as de- -~ s < ' o 0- 10 20 3 4 5 - | entry,whichhasa relﬁtwely high
:::;‘o:lfp tanyg;lgo? 3::;,%‘:3:;%:) is  -pereent (figure 16). ‘ scribed in the glossary under "Physn— N N Percent : i Percent ‘ I _rate-ofdemegelossi- - oo
S "based on numbers that exceed the ~Nonviolent resnstance, )neludmg cal injury.” - 2 I S S F;gure 17 L F:gure 18 - ‘With the passage of-time, the ™ T R
L eount of incidents in which weapons evasion, was used in rouznly Jof . - Vietims who had been' m]ured by R I R ¢ e - “ value of economic losses has shifted '
: were used. In 1982, this difference  ©very'10 crimes (figu 76 17). It was ~ any of the NCS violent crimes fur- | ; physically mjured—were Known'to - “In72 pgmen/ of the vxolent ..~ .upwards because of inflation. As of
amounted to roughly 5 percent the single most frzquent measure ‘ nished data on hospy.alizatmn, on” # P g have sustained medical expenses. - yjoti izitions that took place in - 1982, 49 pereent of all losses from
(f,gm-e 14), ‘ o used. While tbere were no salient medical expenses; and on the ¢ the avail- ‘ ot ” Only 16 percent of the expenses 19/4 the vietims had health ingdf- _-personal crime were valued-at less
. Weapens were used by the of- differences by race in the kinds of ability of assistance in-meeting > ST - were below $50, with 50 percent - _~ance coverage or we;gam/i(/‘ﬁ‘e for ~  than $50 per victimization; this .
fenders in about a third of ell violent self-defénge meesures taken, male ~ medical expenses arising from their % o . § - falling in the $50-$249 range. Thos€” public medical sexvices. The pro- -compares with ahout 70 percent in
: _crimes measured for 1982 (figure = 8nd, feémale victims reacted to.vio- . vietimization. With regard to. medx- : ot .. estimates probably understate fie portion did-i6t differ sxgmflcantly 7~ 1973. Those proportions included
o _"15). The rate was somewhat higher 12nice in ways that differed. Whereas -l expeises, the data are basedon - P - extent to which the victims of ~ among white and black victims. - items that had "no monetary value," .
T in stranger-to-stranger incidents (38, - ~“about 34 pereent of the men used vietims who knew with certamty L . violent crime had sucli expenses Hospxtahzatwn 'of vietims took ,F-a category that ineludes grivial, truly o
j percent) than in those between -~ forceful measures;, only 19 percent - -that they incurred such expenses and - e , because some victims may have been place in about 7 percent of all vio-  valueless objects, as well as those L
i nonstrangers (26 percent). Foy/r]ie of the women didso. . " also knew, or were able.to estimate, - ok o /:unaware of any partial or complete lent offenses, regresentmg roughly a e havmg untlmenm]_ importance.
i violent erimes as a whole, fifearms, R ~ their amount. In 1982, victims of 6 . _ | . - medical expenses thoy incurred (Or - fourth of those cases in which the © Relatively few NCS offenses result B
it . kiiives, and other weapors were used - : T L percent of all violént cnmes-—repre- s R P were unable to" give: lestimated vietims Were injured. The bulk (83 " in losses 6f $250 or more (ﬁgure s
- £ by offenders in proportions that did~ L senting roughly a fifth of robbery . R ~ amounts), while others may have . ‘percent)of hospital care was through 19). The major exception is'com-
SRR riot dlffer sngmfu' antly., ' ; . i and assault vietims who had been » B - paid for their medlc,al gervices after emergeney room el o _pleted motor vehicle theft—8§9
L ‘ L= , ' . : \ . . ol g o the NCS mtervnew. - S s, P T s percent of the cases recorded in.
i % T . CTmemmm T o S T " - e e v e ‘ . 1982 were va’luej in that range....
) ; '»:7 : ’ . Sl A ST . - B G ' - i AR
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It should be pomted out that the :
dam on jnsurange -
“ probably understatée Somewhat the -
amounts actually paid ou“sbeeause
5 of the claims may not have. -
been settled as of the-date of the
'“mtervxew. ‘Present procedures do.
“not require NCS interviewers’ to
_.update information on crimeste:

ported in a prevnous intervxew.

compensation.

- erime relatlve;to thers measured by
the NCS, mator vehicle theft is the
offense\most hkely to be followed by v

" was gt“l,eastf“ﬁa ial recovery o
~tiieft losses in 77 percent-of all »
'vehicle thefts tallied in 1982. By
“,‘,contrast, there was no.recovery
. whatsoever in roughly 4 of every 5
g '~~~larcrmes, whether persong. :
" household, and in most personéil: -~
~ robbenes or'residential burglaries.
* Among the-offenses for which -
there was at least a partial- recovery
-of theff losses, burglary had a com~;
~ paratively high rate of insurance -
~_eompensation (51 percent).-For tt
“-..other erimés in which there was
recovery, ‘methods other“than, :
. ancé generally prevai Bd,- These
other methods would:in RSEs”
whxch ,sw{en proper/ty was Wa ed
trieved by the oWnes
pohce, or:someone" else
- instances where- resti
placefnent takes plece
relatwe oro o/ther

' T.Worktime Ios);es
v (Tables 84-8:3)

‘Whetier p’ersons lost time from work [

¢ .- asa result of that experience, and, if/ 7) -
Y so, the length of time involved.
": About 6 percent’ of all vxctxmlzatnon

. _losssABS T relativelyhigh forcom
;M/ “pléted motor vehic

fenef }w’f bberies resulting in"

- -data-on“this subject are

the vietim or from soméone else,

_such as‘another household member, a

«nerghbor, ora bystander. Or, they

+-mgy happen upon | the scene at-the--
Aiie of the erime or lmmedlately
after. ‘The first group of

99) deals with the proportions of
'enmes made known to the pohce ,
irrespective of the source.” To-

. “enable examination of the character-
* isties of the vietims of crimes that -

were reported to the auth

.,vxctxmlzatlons, ‘not incxdents.

-~ initial table in-this group s shews the
rates at which vxctlmlzatlons were
: 'reported and ot reportéd to the

: pollce, in'a small proportion of .

© .- cases, about 2 percent of all erimes.
_ eounted in 1982, the respoadents d
o if the iR

~dishlay only the poace re[)ortmg
ra&‘,es.

to the police.. The NCS’proceduré

prapawng the tables, no de}ermm

‘fied as most important

. ents who gave more-thaif a single

“Wes about 22 percent (ﬁgure 20).

i~ The, pohce can learlkﬂbont the - -
4 occurrence of a crime difee

ctly from

p——

Numbers of victimizations
- notreported to the police
and of reasons for not reportmg,
1982 : ‘ Z

eﬂcompanymg data tables (Nos. 90-

. Victimiza- Reasons for not -
Type of crime tions reporting-for each
: not VIchmlzahon,
reported 7 totaled!

Number (in thousands) of — _|.-

Total 24934 20808 |

because 'bf rounding.

1A victimization for which the victim. .= =
gave two' reasuns for not reporting td” .
the police is counted as two .~
reasons for {fiat victimization. > -

' See accomganying. discussio /

The second group of tables deals '
wi!jw,,asjops for not reporting crimes

‘ allows respondents to citea number

o of reasons for no\t reporting ‘offenses, .

. . and-tables on tms.\ subject. (Nos;{mn
= isi ite bin

{on was made of the’reason 1dent1 .
spoid-

answer. Thus, thé number of reaSonis
exceeds thatre! unreported yictimi- .
s#ations, . -Por. 1982, this difference .

~ # Ruture NCS reports will present

- "“information on ‘who reports erimes to

-the police and. on factors-that. influ- -

_ence peopie to ¢ do sG:Additionelde~

" tails about reasons for not. reporting,

including an’ exammatlonsf iHiemos

1 " important reason; w:ll also be avail=-
. able. T

:Roughlyath‘ ot all’p

"erimes and 39 pevéent of all heuse-? :

‘hold offenses were reported to the
pollce*ln 1982, Generally, the moré”
" serious or costly crimes.were more

- likely to be reported (figire 21).

* Thus, robberies with injury, forcible
entry burglaries, aggravated as-
saults, and completed thefts of
totor vehicles had comparatlvely
high police repcrting rateS. An 89-
pereent rate was’ assocxatl with
completed vohicle thefts, |for ex-
ample.’ By contrast, only about 27.
percent of all nencontact personal

.and household larcenies were- ffeport- ~

_ed. Because of their relatively-high ™
- incidence, those two forms of lar~ -

_sceny had the effect of reducing the
* overall poliec reporting rates for

personal and househeld: -erimes.
As a-grotip; the violent erimes

} h&d a 48-percent reporting rate, but
" the figure was about 10 point§ higher
" for women than men. There were no

slgmflcant dlfferences, however, be-
tween the violent erime pohce
repo iing ratesfor. white and'black

* vietims or for Hispanies and non-

m. Teenagers w..re less apt

Crimes of violence: : c3,176 R X -7 § Y
Rape 697" .88
Robbery. - - o554 683
Assault - T 2558 2,770
Crimes of the}t %7 11,078 13271 . °

“Burglary - 3,203 4,031
Ho,u..ehofd Iarceny 7025 .- 8325

. {"Motor vehicle theft 362 430
Note: Detail may not add to total shown T
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Reportiné crimes to the police

S P
than adults to report violent
crimes. And, stranger-to-stranger
violent crimes had-a stightly higher

overall reporting ratéithan did those

involving nonstrangers.

Among the vietims of household
erime, homeowners were somewhat
move likely than renters to inform
the police. Similarly, the members
of households with annual incomes of
$25,000 or more had a higher report-
ing rate than those in each of the
lower income groupj.~In general, the

greater the foss;the more likely that -
~ the police were notified (figure 221.»;_‘

Reasons for not reféporting
{Tables 100-106) e

In 1982, as in past years, the === _

most frequent specifie reason given
by victims for not reporting personal
or household crimes to the police
was that the offense was not impor-
tant enough to warrant police atten-
tion (figure 23).° Among the victims
of household erimes, that pz\&:ticulap
view tended to diminish as the value
of losses rose. Many victims also’

= believed that it would be futile to

report the offenses—that "nothing
could be done" about them, perhaps
because of a lack of precof. Fear of
reprisal and inconvenience were in-
frequently cited as reasons.

There were few noteworthy dif-
ferences among, the reasons given for
not reporting to the police by vie-
tims of differing race or income.
For the violent ¢rimes, however,
there was & marked difference with
respeet to the relationship between
victims and offenders. In 40 percent
of all violent erimes involving non-

_strangers, as compared with 19 per-

‘cent of all stranger-to-stranger
crimes, the vietims regarded the
matter as personal and, thus, did not
inform the authorities.

\‘\
84 substantial share\“\(?a pereent) ¢ tite
reasons given by vietims of perscnal and
household crimes did not fall into one of the
speeific categories or, in a few instances, ro

: reason was ascertained. '

18 Criminal Victimization in the United

Police reporting raieé

&

| Forcibte entry”
E T~

for selected crimes, 1982

Personal crimes
.1 Personal crimes of violence

Vz

Assault. .

Aggravated assault o
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4 o S

Personal larceny without contact

Police reporting rates
for household crimes, -

.| by value of loss,

1982

$250+

$50 - $249

- tg the police, 1982

Household crimeés C NG
Burglary

Unlawful entry without force

Attempted forcible entry

Household larceny

Completed

larceny

Attempted larceny

Motor vehicle thefl

Completed-theft

Attempted theft”

N
o 20

|
49 60 80 -

“{-Percent

/

Figure 21

States, 1982

a
-+

R Personal crimes
RS Household crimes

] T ) ] L
Nothing could be done

Not important enough

olice not want Qo be-bothered

pe)

inconvern-ant

-
8

3

rivate or personal

ear of reprisal

X -

eported to someone eise

(o]

the

I~
<
>

]
i
/

A
i
i
—
|

c_
3

8__
.

. Percent

Figure 23

A E

W

S

7

Appendix | ‘
Survey data tables

m

The 106 -data tables in this
appendix present results of the
~-National Crime Survey for ealendar
1982, They are grouped along topi-
cal lines, generally paralleling the
-summary findings, =

All topies treated »fe;tﬁ%»‘ﬁ?étigous

report, Crriminal Victii

United Stétes, 1981 are: covered
again, and the-staiistics in both edit-
ions are fully comparihle. Persons
wishing to make long-range compari-
sons of data appearing in the annual
reports should refer to the section
entitled "Comparability with pre-
1981 data" in the introduction.

All data generated by the survey
are estimates. They vary in their
degree of reiiability and are subject
to variance, or sampling error, be-
cause they were derived from & sur~
vey rather than a complete enumera-
tion. Constraints on interpretation
end other uses of the data, as well as
guidelines for determining their reli-
ability, are set forth in Appendix
II. As a general rule, however, vie-
timization (or incident) levels based
on about 10 or fewer sample cases—
representing weighted estimates of
less than 15,000 have been consid-
cred statistically unreliable. Rates
or percentages derived from levels
of less than 15,000 also were consid~-
ered unreligble. Such estimates,
qualified by footnotes to the data
tables, were not used for analytical
purposes in this report.

Vietimizaticn 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 deseribed below. The list
under each main subheading shows
the number and title of each data

table and the page on whieh it ap-
pears. v
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Personal crimes i
Victimization rates for pers\;ns age 12 and over —

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 subgategories, of each

offense are concerned.

Personal and household crimes
Number and percent rlistribution of

victimizations —

1. By sector and *ype of crime, 22
Victimization rates —
2. By sector and type of crime, 23.

Victim charactaristics
(Tables 3-34)

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

|

3. By type of crime and sex of victims, 23
4. By type of crime and age of victims; &4
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 victimns, 25
8. By type of crime and ethnicity of victims, 26
S. By race and age of victims and type of ¢rime, 26
10. By racs, Sex, and age of victims and type
of crime, 27
11.8ytype 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, relationship
of victims to head, and type of crime,28
14. By type of crime and annual family income
of victims, 29
15. By race and annual family income of victims
and type of crime, 29

Victimization rates for persons age 25
and over—

16. By level of educational aitainment 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 stetus and sector, sex of
victims, and type of crime, 31

' 18. By participation in the civilian labor force,

employment staius and sector, race of
victims, and type of crime, 32

Victimization rates for employed persons age
16 and over —

18. By civilian iabor force sector, type of .
employment of victims, and type of crime, 33

Victimization rates for persons age 12 and over —

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

21, By type of locality of residence, race and
sex of victims, and type of crime,36

Household crimes
Victimization rates, by type of crime —

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

Motor vehicle theft
Victimization rates on the basis of thefts per
1,000 households and of thefts per 1,000 vehicias
owned — . .

24. By selected household characteristics, 37

Housshold crimes

Victimiza fon 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 — R
28. By race of head of household, ennual family
income, and type of larceny, 39

Motor vehicle theft
Victimization rates —
29. By race of head of household, anriual family
income, and type of thefi, 39

Household crimes
Victimization rates —
30. By type of crime and number of persons in
household, 80 :
31. By type of crime, form of tenure, and race
of head of household, 40 ..z,

32. By type of crime and number ofué&ix‘g;'\;ﬁ

structure occupied by household 41 -

33. By type of crime and type of locality of
rasidence, 4

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 arate 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 and four others
have such data on both victims and
offenders; a basic distinction is made
in these 10 tables between single-
and multiple-offender victimizations.

Personal crimes of violence
Number of victimizations and victimization rates
for persons age 12 and over —
35. By type ot cnme and victim-offender
relationship, 44

Percent of viétimizations involving strangers —

Percent distribution of multiple-offender
victimizations — :
45. By type of crime and perceived sex
of offenders, 49 ]
46, By type of crime and perceived age
of offenders, 50
47. By type of crime and perceived race
of offenders, 5¢
48. By type of crime, age of victims, and
perceived age of offenders, 51
48. By type of crime, race of viclims, and
perceived race of cffenders, 51

Crime chiaracteristics

(Tables 50~ 89)

The first of these tables iliustrates the
distinction between victimizations and
incidents, as the terms relate to crimes
against persons. Table 51 displays
data on the number of victims per

incident, whereas table 52 gives .. -

incident levels for personal crimes of

-¥iolence broken-cutiy Victim-offender

relationship. Topical areas covered by

the remaining tables include: time of

occurrence (53 - 55); place of

accurrence (56 - 61); number of

offenders (62); use of weapons

(63 - 64); victim self-protection
- {65 - 868); physical injury to victims
(68 - 76); economic losses (77 - 83);
and time lost from work (84 - 89). As
applicable, the tables cover crimes
against person or households. When
the data were compatible in terms of
subject matter and variable ’
categories, both sectors were
included on a table.

Parsonal 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 distributicn of incidents —

52. By type of crime and victim-offender
relationship, 53

Personal and household crimes

Percent distribution of incidents —
§3.'By type of crime and time of occumence, 53

36. By sex and age of victims and type of crime,45  Personal robbe i
37. By sex and race of victims and type of crime, 45  or unarmo’d onzd‘:: 2esault by armed

38. By sex and marital status of victims and
type of crime, 48

39. By race end annual family income of victims
and type of crime, A8

Percent distribution of single-offender -

victimizations —
40. By type of crime and perceived sex
of offender, 47
41. By type of crime and perceived age

.. of offender, 47

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

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

44. By type of crime, race of victims, and
perceived race of offender, 49 R
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Percent distribution of incidents —
54. By type of crime and offender and time
of occuirence, 54

Personal crimes of violence

Percent distribution of incidents —
§5. By victim-offender relationship, stfa of
crime, and time of occurrence,

Selected personal and household crimes
Percent distribution of incidents —
56. By type of crime and place of occurrence, 54

S g

§ R DT

m

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-offender relationship, type of

crime, and place of accurrence,55

Percent distribution between stranger and
nonstranger incidents within place of
ocecurrence —

§9. By type of crime, 56

Larcenies not invoiving victim-offender
contact .

“Percent distribution of incidents —

60. By type of crime and place of occurrence, 56
61. By type of crime, place of occuivence, and
value of theft loss, 56

Pefsonal crimes of violence

Percent distribution of incidents —

" 82, By victim-offender relationship, type of
crime, and number of offenders, 57

Percent of incidents in which offenders used
weapons —
63. By type of crime and victim-offender
relétionship, 57

Percent distribution of types of weapons used
in incidents by armed offenders —
64. By victimoffender 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
686. By characteristics of victims aid type of
crime, 59 i

Percent distribution of self-protective measures
employed by victims —
67. By type of measure and type of crime,59
68. By selected characteristics of victims,59

Personal rabbery and assauit
Percent of victimizations in which victims
sustained physical injury —
69. By selected characteristics of victims and
type of crime, 60

Personat 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
Pergent of victimizations in which injured victims
incurred medical expenses —
71. By selected charactaristics of victims and
type of crime, 61

Personal crimes of violence
Percent distribution of victimizations in which
injured victims incurred medical expenses —
72, By selscted characteristics of viclims, type
of crime, and amount of expenses, 81

Percent of victimizations in which injured victims
had health insurance coverage or were eligible
for public medical services —

73. By selected characteristics of victims, 62

Percent of victimizations in which victims
received hospital care —
74. By selected characteristics of victims and
type of crime, 82

Personal robbery and assault
Percent of victimizations in which injured
victims received hospital care —
75. By selectod characteristics of victims
and type of crime, 63

Percent distribution of victimizations in which
injured victims received hospital care —
76. By selected characteristics of victims, type
of crime, and type of hospital zare,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-
ofiender 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 resuiting
in theft loss —
80. By race-of victims, type of crime, and
value of 108% 86

Personal and housshotd 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

Housshold 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 resuiting 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

Parcent of victimizations resulting in loss of time
from work —
86, By type of crime and victim-offender
relationship, 8%

Personal and household crimes |

Percent distributicn of victimizations resuiting
in loss of time from work —

87. By type of crime anc number of days lost, 89

Pergonal crimes cf violance
Percent distribution of victimizations resulting
in logs of time from work —
88. By number of days fost and victim-offender
relationship,69 :

Personal and household crimes
Percent distribution of victimizations resulting
in loss of time from work —
89. By race of victims, type of crime, and
number of days lost, 70

Criminal Victimization in the United States, 1982

Reporting of victimizations
to the police
(Tables 90~ 106)

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

Personal éh;!-household crimes -
Percent distribution of victimizatiofis —
90. By type of crime and whaether or not
reported to the police, 70

Perscnal crimes :
Percent of victimizations reportedto the police —
91, By selected characteristics f victims and
type of crime, T1 .
92. By type of crime, victim-otfender,
relationship, and sex of viztims, 71
93. By type of crime, victim-oifendsr
relationship, and race of vistims, 72
94, By type of crime, victim-cifender
relationship, and ethnicity of victims, 72
95. By type of crime and &g of victims, 73

Persanal crimes of violenti
Percent of victimizations reported to the -
police —
96. By age ¢f victims and victim-offender
relationship, 73

Household crimes
Percent of victimizations reported to the police —
97. By type of crims, race of head of household,
and form of tenure, T3 .
8. By type of crime and annual family income, T4
99. By value of lass and type of crime, 74

Personal and household crimes

Percent distribution of reasons for not reporting

victimizations to the police— - .
100. By type of crime, 75

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

Persona! crimes of violence
Parcent 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 family income, 77 )
106. By type of crime and value of theft loss, 78

21

o o r—— s RS L 1 UL



s - ‘kw = I
[ e . T e Ty .
i s ) ) i
! - = ' ] - N . . :
N . 1 . I .
) . : o G - . .
Teble 1 Pe and : '4 : T ‘ e : C 1 . Tabie 2. Personal snd household crimes, 1962;
o b l.ﬂlﬂ |IOIll.|lﬂd qlmu, . i i R . § e S ! < \
‘Number and percent distribution of vlctlmlzations, ' ST T :,':,";'{,“c't‘;":,?d"&:ﬁ’o, cri\ime S o , , )
\ysectorandtypoofcrlme , T S SRR SRR S % B
. . S0t ‘ - . ) i . . : )
- — i : : s : I : : ' Sector and type of crise ‘ ) Rate =)
' N ’ : . - - Percent of . o o - o o - 5
= \\. ) B ) i criues within Percen® of . i = : : : i Persosal sector (Rate per 1,000 peérsons sge 12 and over) : /’"
_{1/ Sertor and type of crime o 3 . ‘Number 8ector - all- crimes . . o : // Crimes of violence . . 4.3 S /
7 . » ) : A 3 7 & R‘ ' : ) ' ‘0.8 )
‘ = All crimec .- 70, 39,756,000 R .o 10040 S . - . ‘ h : B:npleted rape - 0.3 (%7/'/
Perscnal- séctor Lo T 22,012,000 ' 100.0 o ' 55.4 ) - g oo -3 . L Attempted raps = ! 0./ N
crimes of violence 6,459,000 . 29.3 16.2. - Robbery 7.1 i
Rape ‘ i 153,000 0.7 . N\ 0.4 : L : : . , Robbery with injury 2.2 ;
Completed rape . ’ : R 1 060, 0.2 NN 0.1 . B : From serious assault . 1.1
Attempted rape . 106,000 0.5 0.3 . : . = ' , . From mincz assault ' s l.1
Robbery 1,334,000 6.1 . 3.4 . i , ., Robbery without injury 4.9
’ Robbery with~ injury i 414,000 1.9 1.0 ) : Assault 26.4
; From serious assault: 213,000 1.0% 0.5 P k Aggravatid assault .3
‘ From minor assault . 202,000 0.9 0.5 : . _With injury- 3.1 et
H Robbery without injury « . 919,000 % 4.2 8 . +2.3 ; : ; . Attesmpted nsulult with weapon 6.2
oo “Assault ‘ 4,973,000 22.6 12.5 : i ~ Simple sssault ° 17.1
: Aggravated assault - . 1,754,000 8.0 - 4.4 ! N o { v ) With injury 4.6 .
withiipjury - 587,000 2.7 1.5 “ ) ' - ’ Attempted assault without weapon 12,5
Attempted assault with Heapon 1,167,000 o 5e3 0 2.9 . ; 7 Crimes of theft 82.5
Simple assault . * o 3,219,000 1446 8.1 : ; . Personal lszceny with contact 3.1
3 ) with injury . 859,000 3.9 2.2 ; . Purse :nat.ching 1.0 \
‘5‘4 _ Attempted assault wﬂ.houc weapon 2,360,000 10.7 ) 5.9 ; . Cgl;-/,.eted puise shatching 0.7 o
] Crimes of theft . * 15,553,000 7047 ) 39,1 i Az cempted purse snatching 0.3 N
Personal larceny with contact 577,000 2.6 ’ © 145 . : P’Ck“ p:lcking ¢ 2.1
© Purse snstching ) 177,000 0.8 0.4 . Pev'aonal larce\\y without contact. .- 79.5 .,
) Completed purse snatching 131000 0.6 - 0.3 i} o Bouseliold sector (r,nte per 1,000 householdl) z
v Attempted purse snatching . 46,000 0.2 . 06 : L ; Butglu‘y C78:2
Packet picking ; 399,000 1.8 . 1.0 ‘ B ! - ‘Forcible entty ; - 24,7
Personal larceny without contact 14,976,000 68,0 ’ ‘ 37.7 , " 2 . Unlawful entry without force ,_., ‘ 4.4
Total population age 12 and over 188,497,000 . oee . s i ' o Attengge:fo;cible entry : : : lg'; : .
Household sector T 17,744,000 . 100.0 ) 4.6 ’ ! . : Eoz:::ocmna;;:;ny ’ 56:1 B E
Burglary . 6,663,000 ; 37.5 ‘ #16.8 R $50 or more . ’ 465 . '
. Forcible entry : 2,104,000 1.9 ‘ : 3.3 : v ‘ Amount not available ) 5.2° = ‘
_Unlawful entry without force 2,932,000 1645 e T : o : ‘ . . Attempted larceny . 8.0 *
" Attempted forcible entry 1,627,000 9.2 ' 4.1 ! C ' : B Motor vehicle theft ) : . . 16.2 : )
Household larceny 9,705,000 54.7 S 2444 P ) ) ’ " Completed theft ' . 11.1
Less than §50 - 4,614,000 . . 26.0 . - 1.6 _ e : Attenpted theft . 5.1 SR : o i
550 .or ‘mora ) 3,964,000 . 223 5100 : - —_— — ‘ - ‘ 3
R . ‘:!:::;;tggtlzzzirli;ble i 2:; .ggg ) ;-; . . :.; R ) o _ . ' NOTE: -Detail may not add to total shown because of rounding. ’ o B
. - 1} = . 3 . : B [ - - \\‘ - R
i _’lotor vehicle theft - . 1,377,000 : 7.8 = 3,5 . - . o o N v “ ;
. Completed theft : . 947,000 L 5.3 2.4 : i : ) oo . i
Attempted theft v o - 430,000 L 24 : LT v . o ' . ‘ ” N :
* Total number of households; - - ) 85 211,000 ’ - . .es ' . ’ ) : S C Co : o . . \ . ' S
NOTE: . Detail may.not add to total shown baged on unrounded figures. Teble 3. Personal crimes, 1982: E B . ;
because of rounding, - Percent distribution \ +«sRapresents not spplicabls. Victlmizatlon rates for persons.age 12 and OV'I', : : K - . ’ oA
T : —— : ‘ - ! by type of crlma and sex of victims : - ' ' .
Sy i e 1;
N )"' € . - ! ! (Rate per l.GOO.population age 12 and over) . ; A
; e ; “ : ' Lo ~* ‘Both-sexes Male . ¢ Female :
: = ‘ Type of- crimy - _ : (188,497,000)  (90,212,000) (98,285,000,
s *’ Crimes of violence ) ) ) 34.3 43.6 T 25.7
Rape ‘ R : 0.8 %.1 ) | 4
- o Completed rape , ' 5 0.3 v %.0 0.5 i
= ' ) Attempted rape 0.6 %.1 1.0 :
@5 Rebbery. . - S 34 9.3 540 : K
_Robbery-uith injury 2.2 ) 9 ‘1.6 . ) . ]
N " From serious asssult 1.1 1.8 0.6 P
® From uinor asssult. 1.1 1.1 L0 . .
‘ Robbery without injury C 49 6.4 ° ) 3.5 :
) \ o Assault 26.4 34.2 T19.2 o i
- . =N Aggravated assasult 9.3 13.6&° PRI T - i /i .
: with injury : © 3.1 4.7 1.7 o ¢
2 e Attempted ‘assault wil:h weapon 8.2 9.0 3.6 K i
. o Simple sesault 17.1 20.6 13,9 T
0 ! ) With injury 4.6 4.6 E 4.5 ) : ) 3
CLe R : B i P T . g g s Attempted assault without weapon 12,5 15.9 9.4 ) ) . § -
‘ I ST o . REREES T TR Crines of theft 2 2.5 - 89.5 : 761 :
‘ % o e R C - L : o ; \\\ S : Personal larceny with contuct 3.1 oL 2 3.4
. ' ‘ ; S o PR : : ’ N B 3 R0 Purse snatching . 1.0 R . %.0 1.8
. 1( ' . . . : . ,“ N ) » o L ‘; o - - o " Pocket PiCklts : 2.1 ‘ 2.7 . 1.6
i . . . . . LB ’ nien ’ Personal larceny without contact ¢ - 1945 86.8 72 7
" . ; : : : ' v S NOTE: Detail may'not add to total shown - - SEstimate, Hased on zero or-on about 10 or
. R ' : ) Cet : ’ g I8 R AR f because of rounding. Numbers in parenthe- - fewer sample’ cnu. is statistically
) » ‘ R ses refer to population in the group. * . unreliable, .
. L : 5 I R L : SR L .. (Criminal Victimization in the United States, 1982 23 1
22 Criminal Victimization in the United States, 1882 = = - | . L ; : S i - S t”’ L &)
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Table 4. Personal crimes, 1982:

' Victimization rates for persons age 12 and over,

. by type of cnme and age of victims

(Rate per IJOOO _population 1n each age group)

[

65 and over

. 12442

5.7
%.1

i3
B~
R

. Py
MNWONTEOO~OCO oL

Foodewrddon:

»
e o o o

12-15 16-19 _20-24 25-34 35-109 . 50-64
Type of crime o (14,533,000) (15,676.000) (21,128 000) (39 120,000) (39, 299 ,000) (33,181,000) (25,560,000)

Crimes of violence - 32.0- 71.2 " 6846 46.0 21.5 ' 10.5
Rape 1.4 2.0 14 1.2 0.5 %0.2
Robbery 10.2 119 13.0 9.1 4.6 3.7
Robbery with injury 1,5 3.8 3.6 3.4 1.5 1.3
From serious assault 2.6 1.9 2.1 . 1a7 0.7 0.8

From minor assault 2.9 1.9 1.5 1.7 0.8 0.57.
Robbery without injury 8.7 8.1 9.3 5.7 3.1 2.4
Assault : - 40,5 57.37 54.3 35.7 16.5 6.6
Aggravated assault 1047 2145 20.6 13.3. 5.3 T 2.3
With injury. - 3.2 5.4 8.6 4.9 1k 0.8
Attempted assault with weapon 74 16.1 ©12.0 8.4 3.8 1.6
Simple assault ' . 29.8 35.8 33.7 22.4 11.2 L4d3

. With injury . 10.4 11.3 9.2 49, 2.9 0.7
Attempted assault without weapon  .19.5 o 2445 2445 1750 - Beb "~ 3.6
Crimes of theft 127.4 ' 1279 132.1 98.3 73.5 &7.7
Personal larceny with contact 2.1 3.6 3,9 3.5 2.2 3.2
o Purse snatching . %0.1 1.2 1.0 1.2 0.5 . 1.1
G Pocket picking ) 2.0 2.4 3.0 2.2 1.7 2.1
Personal larceny without contact 125.3 128.1 94.8 71.2 444

NGTE:
rounding.
Zroun,

hetail may not add to total shown because of
Numbers in parentheses refer to population in the

”Estfi’:ate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is
statistically unreliable. .

Table5. Personal crimes, 1982:

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

(Rnte per 1,000 population in each’ age group)

[

Crimes Robbery , __Assault Crimes  Personal larceny
of ! with Without Aggra~ Y OF With ~  Without
. Sex and age violence Rape Total injury . injury Total vated Si\nple “'theft. contact céntact
Male . ) . ’ Y
12-15 (7,410,000) 63.0 8.2 14,9 2.3 12.6 47.8 14.0 33.8 136.5 3.8 132.7
16~-19 (7,857,000) 89.3 %.,2 15.6 5.1 10.5 73.6 30.9 42.6 133.6 3.7 129.9
20-24 (10,388,000) 86.3 2.2 16.8 4.4 12.4 69.4 31.4 38.0 147.3 450 143.3
25-34 (19,279,000) 56.8 8.2 11.3 4e3 7.0 45.3 18.5 - .26.8 108.4 2.2 106.2
35-49 (19,206,000) 25.7 .2 5.2 1.8 3.5 20.3 1.3 13.0 . 72.8 2.} 70.8
5064 (15,632,000)¢ 131 %p.1 5.1 2.0 3.1 7.9 2.7 5.3 47.2 3.0 4442
65 and over (10,439,000) 7.6 %0.0 3.4 %0.9 2.5 42 1.8 2.4 24.5 1§ 23.0
Female : ) i , o . )
12-15 (7,123,000) 40.6 2.5 5.2 20.5 4.7 32,9 7.2 25.7 118.0 0,4 117.6
16-19 (7,819,000) 53.1- 3.9 8.2 2.5 5.7 41.0 12,1 ~ . 28.9 122.1 3.5, - 118.6
20~-24 (10,739,000) 51.5 2.5 9.3 2.9 b 39.7 10.1 7 29.6 117.3 .39 11334,
. 25-34 (19,841,000) 35.6 2.3 7.0 244 4.5 2644 8.2 18.2 88.5 4.6 83,8
35-49 (20,093,000) 17.5 2,7 3.9 1.3 2.7 12.8 . 3.3 9.5 7441 2.4 71.6
50~64 (17,549,000) 8.2 9.2 2.5 2,7 1.8 5.5 2.0 3.5 48.2 3.5 44,7
65 and over (15,121,000) 4 %001 2.2 0.9 1.3, 2.1 %05 1.6 22.3 " 440 18.3
“NOTE: Detail may not add to total shown because of round-. N 8pstimate, based ¢n zero or on about 10 or fewer sanple
ing. Numbers in parentheses refer to population in -the cases, le uta:ilticllly unmulble. .

group.
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e Tabiesi Borsonai crimes, 1962: e

Victimization rates for ;qersons age 1 2 and over,

. by type of crime and raco\.f vuctlms - ; .

o . . ’ .

{Rate per 1,000 gogulation _n_ge 12 nnd over\

= Wnite S Black . Other -

Type of crime s (163,488 ,0067 (20,962,000) (4,066 ,000)
cu-u of \d.olcnu 33.2 ) 43.7 . 3.8
Rape N j 0.8 ’ 0.9 - 20,0
Robbery = % i 6.0 14.4 _ " 10,9
Robbery with' !.njuty | 2.0, 3.3 . 3.7
From serious assault ! 1.5 1.8 - 82,3
From minor assault J‘ 1.0 .5 8.4
‘Robbery vithout injury v Tl 4,0 11.2 ; 7.2
Aslault : T 26.3 28.3 R 19.9
Aggravated sseauvlt - o v 8.7 14,7 6.0
With injury ! 3.0 46 R T
Attempted assault with weupon 5.7 10.1 5.1
Sisple assault ) ) 17.6 } 13.7 ) 13.8
-7 With injury /% ' 4.7 y 3.3 . 4.4
Atteaprid sssault aithcut _weapon,’ 12.9 AT 9.4
Crimes of tha , 82.5 I T 73.4
Personal larceny with contact i 248 5.0 Y545
‘Purae lnatchilns y 049 1.6 4.8
Pocket picking—=""" R W 3.4 3.7

Personsl larceny without contact / 79.8 79.2 67.9

ggtimate, based on zero or on about 10
or fewer sample cases, is statistically
unrelisble.

NOTE: Det.\il uy no: add to :ou} ‘shown’
S becausé of rounding. Numbers in-parenthe-
© ses refer to population in the group.

™

Iy

Table 7., Personal crimes, 1982 -

v >

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

(Rate per 1,000 gogulltion,ﬂe 12 and over)

N - / N Male Female °
: L N White Black ~ White N Bleck
Type of crime i (.78 710,000) (9,523,000) - (84,778,000) '(11,439,000)
Crimes of wiolemce . . . . 42.0 5647 26,9 32.8
. Rape . :.’/ - 0,1 © %02 5 L5 -
“  Robbery R 2 19.2 4.3 1045
Robbery with injury ] 247 3.7 1.4 2.9
i .. Robbery without injury ! 5.2 15.4 , 2.9 77
Assault - S 34,0 37.4 19.2. = 20.8
-~ Aggravatad ltllll}t S 12,9 - . | 21467 4.8 9.4
. Simple assault ~ L 21.1 15.9 14.4 - 11.8
. Grimes of theft (/ 9.0 95.6" 76.5 74.5
S . Personal lu;ceny with contact!l 2.4 . 5.0 3,1 5.0
‘Personal larceny without contact 86.6 90.8 73.5 69.5 : .

Spgtimate, based on about 10 or fewer
sample cases, is unti:ot!.cnly unrell-
able.

NOTE: Det;ul‘\;;\h_yl not add to total shown
because of rounding. Numbers in pu:entha—
L ses refer to populuuon in t:he group. ’
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Table' 8 Parsodial cﬂmn, 1982

" Victimization rates for persons age 12 and over,

by typo of crimo and ethnicity of vicﬂms

(Rate ger l 000 population age 12 and over)

Hispanic Non-Hispanic
'I‘ype ‘of crime -(10,883,000) (177 ,614,000) -
Crimes of violence 40.1 -
Rape . LI 1.4 .
Robbery : : N 12.3
Robbery with injury B 3.5
. From sericus assault 2.0
From minor assault i . 166 -
Robbery without :lnjuty . - B . St A
" Assault T T 264 . :
Aggravated assault.---=f7 11.9 Lo
With injury ‘\\ % " 445 - U
— Attempted assault with weapon v T N
Siﬂple asgault ' i h 14,5
With injury ! 4.6
‘Attempted assault without: weapon 9.9 .
Crimes of theit 86.7 [T :

- Pergonal larceny with contact

Pursée snatching

Pocket picking :
Personal laiceny without contact. = - ..

5.3

NOTE: Detail may not add to total shown
because of rounding: Numbers in parenthe-
..s8e8 refer to population in the group.

Tablo 9. Personal cxlmu, 1982:

: v
Victimization rates for persons age 12 and- oyar, 5 V
by race and age of victims and type of crirwie - " A
Pl
(Rate per 1,000 population 1n each 1&5@ vzcoug) T L
’ cu.u _Robbery: . . - . Crides Parsonsl larceny
. : of” ~ - With - Without® T . o " of With Without ~
.Race and age : //violenoe. Rape Total injury injury Total . /s},npie theft  contact contact
White // e . < ) o L
§2-15 (12,024 onrn 51.5 . 1.3 8.3 1.4 // 659 10,2 - 3187 130,7 1.6 :130.0
16-19 (13,0707000) 70.7 2.2 9.4 3.2 5 6.2 5)/ 21.3 T -37.8 . ~131 5. 34 128.0
v 20-24(175874,000) 68.2 1.4 Y\ 11.8 3.8 7.9 -850 19.1 e S
25-34_£33,487,000) 45,7 1.2 ) ‘B 3.3 5.7 3642 12.8 2 3.0 93,5
"38-49 (34,222,000) 20.8. 0.5 3.9 1.2 _~2.6 - 16.,/%2';”»—"1/ © 2.2 73.2
A0-64 (29.636.000) 9,9 S0, ' ilaa L AN 7. ; 2.9 44,0
65 and over (23,178,000) 5.2 . %, = 2.2 _*5.6 1.6 "0.8 2.1 23.3 2.7 20,7 ¢
\12—15 (2,132,000) 193 3607 1402 21.9 - - 115,46 . 85,3 - 110.2
13-19 (2,252,000) 19.3 49,9 = 2449 25.0°  106.7 %%.8. 101.9
'20-24 (2,761,000) 18,3 50,77 30,27 19.5 . T102.1, . .3 97,9
25-34 (4,550,000) 10.1°  45.3 19.0 . 16.2 . 12,9 7.2 : 105.7
35-49 (4,098,000) ‘ /18.2 845 T 6l 82,0 - 62,2
50-64 (3,036,000) _ 6’ 7.3 .6 ~55:7 0 5.9. - 49.8
65 and over (2,133,000)" 7.8 0 3.4 7 22308 :'5.7" 1841

NOTE: Detail n/vmot ndd 0" totnl shown because of

the group/ e

Nt-oel'! in parenthelel refer to popuht;ton in

)

'Botiute, based on zoro or:on about 10 or iewer nnpie'
cuu, is qtnt!.lticnuy unreliable.

T
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. Toblo 10. Pononol cﬂmu, 1982.

Victimization rates for persons ago 12 and ovor,
by rayo, 86X, and -age of vlctlmo and typo of crime

er 1,000 population in uch

R'n -3 g A pop 2]‘ lroug)

e klco, sex, nnd _age

Crimes of vsolonoc

- 65 and over (9,468 000)

Il:ﬂ:o : i
Male

12-15 (6,149,000) /

<16~19 (6,576 ,000)"

20-24 (8,856,000)
25~34 (16,735,000)

35-49 (16,874,000). -

50-64 (14,053,000)

1

~12-15 (3 .875 .000)

16-19 (6,493,000)
20-24 (9,018,000)
25-34"(16,752,000)
35+49' (17, 368,060)

50=64 (15,581,000)
65 and over (13, 710,000)/

Mlack e
" Male -

o

125.3

/ Tobloﬁ.

12-15 (1,063.090{ v g —
16-19 (1.10?/:000) Sy ¥ (7Y A .
20~24 (}.‘2’76,000) i) 141,1 A
- 25-347(2,062,000) T 12243
;.aJ-fo9 (1,832,000) 71.3
“'50-64 (1,336,000)" 54.8
65 and over (849,000) = _=A9.1
Female ) z
12-15 (1,065,000) 105.5 )
16-19 (1,153,000) . 99.0- . :
20-24 (1,485,000) ==L 68.7
25~-34:(2,487,000) 105.0 .
35-49 (2,2665000).. .. s 58.4 R
50-64 (1,699,000) . 5644 =
- 65. lnd over (1,285,000): « 26.9 7
“"NOTE: Numbers in parentheses refer to ‘ ‘Bpl:iut’e,’ based on about 10 or fewer
populot!.on in the group. ! Yo o sample cases, i3 statistically unreliable.
- : -
Personal crimes, 1982 K -
' Victimization rates for persons age 12 and over, o
by typo of crime and marlhl status of vlctlmo : -
: Hovor [ Divorced snd
- o =" married Married ‘Widowed - _. separated ,
'rypc of crilo (55, 748.000) (104,344 ,000) (12,733.000) (15,303,000). -
‘Crimes of v!.olne- 61.7 18.2 - BeS 64.3
" Rape : 1.6 = 0.2 %3 L 24
‘Robbery . .. . 12,9 " 3.4 £ 345 -14.3
. ~Robbery with i.njury o 3.6 1.1 1.3 5.2
o From serious nunlt : > 2,0 .5 %.7 2:4
- From uinor ssssult 16~ - & 06 ‘856 2.8
. Robbery without lnjury 9,3 T i 243 T 263 930
~ Assavlt - 47.2 16.6‘ . S 47.7
Axguvntod assault - 17.1 5.1 . B '3 16,1
- With gnjury o 5.8 16 .7 Tt 640
Attempted. 1t with p 11,3 " 368 T 1.2 10.1
. Simple assault 9.6 . 3.8 | 31.6
_With injury 1.7 %.9 12.0
Attempted sssault’ vi.thou: weapon 7.9 2.8 19.6
Crimas ‘of thafc ; - 6le3 C 3.4 107.5
Poreonal larceny with’ contnct 1.8 3.8 6.2
Purs¢ snatching 0.6 1.7 2.0
Pockat pi&in‘ 1.2 . s‘* 241 - &2
Personal lagceny withoue conuct <595 - 27.6 101.3

NOTE:
. ‘rounding,

Detail may not add to total shown because of .
' Numbars in parentheses refer .to populstion
in_the )group; ‘data-on persons whoss marital statué was

nol'. uoortnl.nod are excl\ﬁed.

Bzatimste;-based on about 10 or fevor n-ple cuu, %l o
kmsuue.any unrouoblo. )
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28 c}z;ﬁinal Vlctfmlzétlon ‘in th? 'U;ljéd sma,s, 1982
/oo ’ -

107 -

T -2 Attempted assault mthou: weapon...

st e e O U

) Vlctlmlzation ratos jar persoi’ns age 12 and over, .
by type of crlma/ﬁd annual faml!y mcgme of vicilms

$ 10 ,000
5143999

83 ,om
, .4913‘

}Type of ctine,

“°$15,000~-
$24,999

425,000
or more. -’

2 7_(10 697,000) €27,248,000). (45,140,000) (55 »198,000)

Crises of viﬁlzm e
Rape
Robbery
Robbery with injury
From serious asgault.- "’

¢ From minor. aeae’ t =
. ~Robbetry v!.thoul. 1njury :

) Asgault . . P ) 5

== Aggrnval:ed auault: ‘

T T nitwinjery

=~ Attempted assault with weapon

" Simple assault” o - 33

Mith injury o e

A S SR -3 v i

St

Crimes-of theft:. .
: Pe¥sonal larceny wi:h contact : -

~ . b.«"  Purse_gnatching i
= ) Pocket . pickiag - k
e:sonal lacc-ny d.lthout contnct . 8%,

27.8

el

N

-

& -

WRWPERANN OO - &
5

" & .0 &
@

°

.

.
&~

%

i3

:-Detail may not add to tot:al ‘showti“because- of- . P evel wag ot ucertn:l.ned.
rou'iding. Numbers in parentheses refer to populatlon

_.4n the group, excludes data on peraons whose .income

otatittict\lly unrel!.nble. L

/ ‘aEutilute. based on ‘about_ 0 or fewer sanple cases - is =

gtoup, excludes dltl on persons whose income level was not

l.tratv '\"‘“u;‘\\\ -

RS

Eetimate, based on zero or\on about 10 or feur snple o

=& ST . fﬁ‘ 8 . ' “
7Tabia 15, Poraonal crimes, 1962: - , L e
“Victimization rates for perscns ago 12 anﬂ over, T R L ’ e
by race and annual famlly Imome of vlct;ms - R - 7
and type of crime - B UL
\,. = .
(Rn:e ger l,OOO goguhtio agc 12 and ovet ‘ : . : : . !
P sib:e o _ Awsault / : Crinea ?ersoni 'atceng
o e ) th - thout . Agzu—- . e 311 Withoat
&ce andiincone 'l'g}.-.l' 1njur? injury Total vnted - Simple th,g.»ft,, conta_c; .congact
" White - o . ‘ ' .
_iess than $3,000 (5 102,000)_,’_ 138 5.2 8.6 S6.1 | 17.8 - 38.3
$3,000-57,499 (17,081,000) 9.0 3.4 5.6 35,0 13.2 . 21.7 10; s . 3:2
_ $7,500-59,999" (8,559,000) _ 9,5 3.2 6.4 30,5 12,30 184 2.4 .
: . $10,000-$14,999 (23 211.000) 6.4 1.7 4.7 29.2 9,5 19.7 -« 3.1
o * $15,000-$24,999 (40 »350,000) 5.5 20075, .- 3.6 23.8.  J.9 15.8 . 2467
o § s;s.ouo or more (51,145,0 s Qak 4.3 Led-7 2.8 0 23,2 . &.6 16.6 3, .5
S Less than $3,000 (2,036:000)- ' - 63, 1.5 230 %0170 4100 ; 65,6 %8 7
.-Tr $3,000-5$7,499 (4,802;000) i 5460+ - %0.8 2040 4.6 15,5 3.2 == 7023'/<5‘6J9 22:3
4 $7,500-59,999 (4,749,000) ~ = L 45.6 . 0.0 © 15,5 8.0 136 - 0. 6856 %5 64.l
o _ $10,000-$14,99Y (3,466,000) W32 M7 1250 %5 1040 30.0 . 1929, 55 ' 87.3
- \\ sns.ooo:,24.999 (3,948,000) . 33.6 B¢ 124 %209 9.6 19.2 L T84 M3,7 83.7
A E 25005 07 more(2,749,000) 2730 0.0 ‘17 W30 %70 . 19.2 184 M1.8 116.6
N(Yﬁ!. ‘Detail uy not add to ‘total shown chauu of zound- ascertatned. ‘
ing. livabers in parentheses refer to population in-the

. cases, ds. l%gtiu,.lj.‘,’—ﬂh‘;

I B L

| ) )'; h Qk\. > " e
;’ { N (;
it ~Table12. Personal crimes, 1962: ; ,
} o] “‘Victimization rates for persons age 12 and’ ovof, ‘ ) . : ;\}
) (I , by sex and marital status of victims ‘. -~ oy
fo i and type of crime . s - g )
q ; R ' “ i :
; (Rate per 1,000 population age 12 and_ over} - V' N = R i ,
: . < Criwes.- o em.<L.. . Robbery: Assault = ‘Crimes Personal lirceny-.
T .of o . With . ‘Without ; Aggra~ ,, of With Without
Sex and marital status - : violence Repe - - Total - - injury injury 'l'ot_;cl. vated Simple - theft contact contact
‘ . Male & B N o & ) = & : i ) . ’ - ‘ o '  B -
I Never married (29,714,500) 76.6 %,.2" 16.9 6.9 ;7 1261 59.5 23,9 35.6 ..~ 135,7 : 4.3 131.4
: . Married (52,625,000) 237 0.1 . 43 L6 2.9 0 19.4 7.4 12,077 62,2 - 1.4 60.7 -
: ~Widowed (1,956,000) 15.4 %0.0 9.5 RSB #5,9 0 B4 86 330007 .2n9 . 30.2°
g D:lv.orced{aepatated (5,746,000) - 65.2 ‘9.3 16.3 7630 0 10.3 68- “‘”“Zi’vvw‘ .27 3 64 l 115.3
i Femile ) s R = . - S
) R e .= Never.married (26;634,000)° ™ T 44.6 3.2 8.2 2.2 . 6.1 33.2 9.3
F Married (51,719,000). - 12.6-7 0.3 2.5 0.8 1.7 9.8 2.7
2 Widowed (10,777,000) Buh 0.6 25 B0 35 -2SE 0 20
. A P Divotced/separated 9, 557 »000) 63.7 3.6 13.0 4.8 8.3 . 41.° 12.8
f Tk "/;,?NO‘I’E. Detai) may nbt add to total shown because of round- not asczitained.
g .7 4ing. Numbers in parentheses refer to population in the - , pseivate, med ‘on. gero o: on ubout 10 or feuer eueu@\ is
o group; excludes data on peraons whose marital status gu - ltuiltically unt‘en.uble. : AN
2 S ‘v\\‘:' el // ] ‘\;\ B .
3 g‘ . = i ; 7 - .._ a k =
7 ; Tabie 13. Personal ctlmu.)%.?az
P 2
3 _ Victimization rates it persons age 12 and- aver,
) . by sex of hezd.s% household,
e relationship cf victims to head . =
o S andtypeﬂ “crime
i T » ation age 12 _and over) " _ o :
o : o T ) B e Assault " Crimes  Personal larceny-- -~ 17"
; Se/ of head of houlehold - With- Without ] ’ . of .- With—" Without
~:,,,..»:~/‘“d | relationship to head v vlcxlonce'» Rape Total . fajury injury ;.s;;/i»ré . theft. - contact contact
“~" Bouseholds headed by males — ST — i P .
Self:(63,729,000) 31,2 .1 g e ) 958 AS.2. 767 - 2.2 7445 -
:. .-Living alone (8,0864,000) R L TS P 1.7 _5ub 12.3 46.6 T19.3...0 27.5. 144,3 L Tab . 1368
b Living with others (55 6145.000), 26 %0.1 4.5 1.5 3.0 21.8 8.4 1334 ... 66.9 655 -
- Wife (49,886,000) : 11.7 0.3 2.3, 0.7 1.6 9.1 2.5 ~ 646 ’ . 57.9
Own child under age 18 S : } , e
(16,385,000) 46,1 %0.9 . 37.7 10,4 27 1.8 1277
Own child age 18 and ove:‘ R B o
- .+%13,199,000) ! 50.8. . “%0.9 40.8 23.8 7 . 9B.2 . 3.6 94,6
- Other relative (3 951,000) 36,1 ) 2601 14,0 7 5044 4.5 46.0 °
Nonrelative (3,885,000} 107.3 4.0 9.7 52.6 151.8 - . 6.1 145.7
Houscholds beaded by feme! ‘ e o . IR
‘Self (23,462,000) ./ . 4042 2.3 2% 20,6 ... 83.7 6.1 - 7767
Liviag alone (12 231,000) 25.3 1.5 .2 L1143 13,77 73.9 =6.5  67.4
Living with others {11,231, OOO) 56 3 3 L6 43.2 27.8 94.5 . 5.7 7 88.8
- Own child under age 18 : .G e, - ‘i',- . )
(4;202,000) Tl 791 - 25 17.0 58.6 17.1 . - lol.S - 13152 coodel 012740
Own child age 18 nnd over_ o ' i U R
(4,665,000} 67:% e 1Y 16.5 49,0 23.7 25.3 87.5 3.4 - 8kl
Other relative (z.ssl.ooox a4 %0.0 . 16,0 T.% 28.7 12,0 16,7 60.2 5.9 54,2
Nonrelative (2,592/,009/‘ = 7648 1 , 19.5 !0.3 s 9.3 $3.9 20.0 33.9. 1481 744 -
NOTE: Detail u/y/ngt add to total shown because of roimd~ Spacimuts, based on zero or on sbout 10 or fewer sample
w-...ing. Humbers.-fA psrentheses refer to population in the cases, is statistically unreliable, -
U grouf. R o . Sy ' Y L
& :Wv»»_:‘g,u_:ﬁ___:;}éaug“ T,

UV e e et i
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, ij 17. Pmoml crlmn, 19822 o S e - - e
- B ) Vlctlmlzatlon rates for persons age 16 and over, e T ,,/
o .1“2 o by participation in the civilian Iabor fore . o
TRy  “Table 10, Pmom m‘» 25 and over, - - ; employment status and sector, : }
g PR Vict tiona d '“’"t l ’ g ST R _ ' = - .
'ﬁ : ‘ b!"/"‘“’;m o > N i : : . ; ot tatceny Rate per 1,000 opulacion 8ge 16 and over: ; - = - - £ ’
b S typg > - ; i = e 1 Tceny d N - - g
P :%‘ e and \d over)f = R Assault - O Crimes ; %t ‘Labor force. plr:!.cipuuon : . Criges . ) Robbe T Pnrsonal larcenx
e 1 ! ’ ‘ "‘ g =l . Aggra- of . ntféct' contact cnploy-em: ‘status and : R T L WAERT Without " With Without . TS
=1 ] “Nines ) . . rvuthout - fotal - -vated . sinple theft fonract  contact scctor, and sex violence Rape Total - injury injury. _-contace contact ’
Y avel of educatiou S e wtoleﬂ:& RIP* - el ; ~ Lebor force  particircn e .
) utt.imnt: and-race T e «“'v i A g l;gﬂ* Sexes (110 025.000) 3 19,3 95,5 3. . 92,4
e T g 3.3 %9 : +152,000) il 7358 144 _ 1oy 9.9 ° a5 92.4
: : " Biementsry school - %, 2.3 . 7. .872 »000) - - 232 - T§,5 16.6 96.2 =g . gy,
e ALL zaces® (21,256,000) 13 9. - ‘
, i . White (17,529, 00‘)” C 5.8 th ‘sexes (102 +863, oooi 2.1 299 5., 4.9 3.0 9.8 ,
b . - Blagke’ {g 282,000) gl e MoZe (58,306,000) 3.8 132 - 2006 g4l 2.5 90}
L5 0% years! (4,788 000) ;;'7--2 egts i Fenale (66,557 4000y = 20.6 5.6 15.0 95.2 3.8 91.5,
4 =7 A1) racea® » T o ] : =7 . 8.3 = Co= Privn'e sector< s ) #
= White (3,515, 8%; 5 - O 5.9 02 - ws/ S ‘Both sexds (g6 s?s,ooo) 27.0 99 17,1 3.8 3.2 9676
: s “Black (1,099, = Bk 103 : : : - S Mate (50,264 4,000) 31.6 13.0  18.6 93,9 2.6, 9.3
o e e 5-:1?::2”-‘ 7 114’000) 7 c§j§ 121 c ,—co‘f:ulenéafe:tl:l:ooo) zo.] /‘7};} 7 15.0  .93.6 4.0 . golg
B 2 B . _ e T Trne; = PE e e rET R . e
e o White (5,655-3‘33; ) .~ Both sexes (i +284,000) AT 9,7 260 1007 g “98.
= e b Black (1,301, Male (8,042,000) 47,7 14,6 33.1 98,6 5.7 87.0
. - 8 years | (9355 000) Ferigle (8.263 »000) 20.1 4.9 15.2. % 102.7 2.9 99.8
© AL races® (9,355, Unemployed Sy . ’ : ) -
R (3.35903‘)’0) < Both sexss™(7,162,000) ° 2.4 270 354 03,9 - 3.5 10004
S Black (882,0 , 'y Male (3(846 ,000), 66.0 33.5 32,5 99.] 2.7 96.4
. T : * - Female (3,316,000) 58,2 19.5 38.8 1094 403 105.1
3 Bigh school . ; ¥ 7
: A;I racea® (68 »432,000 Lobor. fotce'w;eimti L : . 5 .
R - “Hpite. (60’2266%0 " Both sexes (62, 856,000) W7 3.8 16.1 5.9 10,1 48.4 3.2 45,2 ‘,
, . lla;;ﬂ—l““ ) = ~“Male (19,663,000 8 Se4 23.8 0.7 13,0 52.6 12:9 = 49,7 T
-y (] R B v 3 . . . " . . .
v ‘;‘Al’l‘. Taces w(ﬂczu‘o‘oo) " 22 5 p?::-;a (43,173 000) L2 3.0 12 5 . 37 A e(s; ) f'° 5 3w £3.1
Whtte (14, “sooogt)» ~ 4040 “®17 ““Both7a lexu {32;0 3)(@*“ 1.3 2.6 11,5 38 7.7 ThLi 27 s =
“Black (2,520, . " Male (452,000 .5 9.3 - a5 14,1 7.7 %, 60.1 23.8 363 e g
4 years 000) 2.4 0:b r.ug;,zqg,m,ooo) 1.2 2.4 11,5 38 7.7 40.9 7 3837 e
-All races® <5i'22())?~ : 20.8 0.3 8% Inaauthel . P : o e :
-ihite (65-8“033‘}7 B4 B *"'”/""Both h_zéxes (6 sas.ooo“, - M. . 6.6 31.3 S 219 - 120067 3,7
" Black*(4;628, g e e 50" : " Msia (3,284,000 0) = .5 7.9 36,9~ 13,5 - -dp3l, 136.5.. & 5 ,
College (47,422,300 e ‘g.; g-g ot 1506 ‘116. 2 Uub;:-::e “(,3254.000) v %0.9! 5.2 . 2809 "5l 2.5 104, 5.0
.. A1l races > 28.0 s, 0 ¢ . T ‘ ST o .- 4
: xuzn(az.ew%ﬂf o 32,5» 5.0 il.7 3.7 Both gexer-{(3, 740.900) 8227 6.3 9,0 4.3 4.7 24,9 ° 23,8 s
. Black (3;376,000) SN . sk - Make (22160,000) o 8.4 8.2 1ol %700 a7, Sl g
:»q_ e . , 22.3 10 7.0 3 , Pewile (1,639.000) ; %7 T T P 0.8 %7 . il //‘_2.9
Alilerace" (21'599 ,000) T 3-:1:7 L2 6.2 2. n" tived e T : e, . -
White (19-4"7-°°§’ , 3.6 - 0.0 13.2 3P - “= Both goxes t10, )922 ooo) 0.9 - 2.8 5.4 2.1 3.3 /z“ﬂ. .
£7986.000 o 08 : e L 8 et - PRI & ~Male' (8,935,000) . .= 1.1 2.8 5.7 2.4 3.3 760, 1.8
& :::?: o 23,0000, 252 :8'6 S S i L1707 €16 ““ h 1o Femals. (L,.987;000) R X I N 47 268 11l
ALl taces® (25,5 A R T YO T X 2 eg.:] ey s 2;” d S | Other R N A
te (23,195,000) ST e kg0 Sy, ~ ded or who v-t:ende _=Both saxes (9,623 +000)° 27760 35,5 15.5 " 29,0 63.6 4.4
:‘1‘:&41,333.600) . % = j‘*txnclua.a peraons vho never attende: ~ 7 Male (4,922,080) " e 85 sl g 0 63.9 " < 44
i €4l shown bacause of twﬂd'—f:?-“‘-"‘ G kindergacten onlys o, on ab, Female (6.702.000) 4 ] : 8.4 5.4 : : " 13.0 63.3 T | 0
| NOTE:  Detatl wsf-not add to mfer to population fsciie” °B-:£lltls based on zero L — - —
Augs Numbers ih parentheses re & 25 ApETIET 1 whole level .. INOTE: “Datat} N8y 0ot add to- :onl lhmm becaun of ro-.md- . Kacinte,, b;,ae,; on Eero or on about 10 cr fever sample B .
83‘0;11’. excluden dats on perlonl '8 ) ftug. ~HNumbers in Parentheses refer to Population in ‘the ‘cuu, is/czc‘atically unreliable, - . 5 A -
,‘rﬂlpc T o o .‘/M;,\\”it;%f oy %;
- = ‘J,., e
et = +
3 .
‘ Y i - g | : i i,,—:.li-;:"f; 1
- Griminai Vlctlmlzarlorglg &heUnlladSlafesnS&z 5] A
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Table 18. Personeal crimn, 1962: ) , , ' : -
Victimization rates for person age 16 and over, ' R IO . : Table 19. Personal crimes, 1962:

by participation in the civilian labor force, . . / ) - C : Victimization rates for employed persons age 16 and over, i
.empiocyment status and sector, race of victims, =~ : ’ by civilian labor force sector, type of employment of victiiw’ls
and type of crime o : : \ : and type of crime !
(Rate per 1,000 population age 16 and over) ‘l“\' _ . (Rate per 1,000 population age 16 and over) )
Labor force participation, Crimes ‘ Robbe : " Assault Crimes = Personal larceny i ' - ) Crimee Robbe = ="
enployment status and sector, of With Without Aggra- ‘of With " Without % Sector and type of th ~iTier - %ﬂ‘ﬂt Crimes Personal larceny
d ra 1ol Ra Total 1 i Total ted Simple theft tact ’ tact ! of empl t ’ gra= of with .
and race violence pe ota njury njury o vate rple e: contac contac i mploymen violence Rape Total {njury injury Total vated Simple theft cq::aé: ::::::;
Labor force participants ! : Private sector (86,578,000) 34.8 . P - -
White (96,352,000) L 38.0 07 68 25 43 305 10,5 2001 95.5 2.8 92.6 Agriculture (3,533,000) 2903 % 35 is ws 20 89 w938 32 s
Black (11,320,000) 42.7. %.5 12.8 2.8 10.0 29.4 15.9 13.5 98.2 4.0 94.1 Wage/salary (1,593,000) 45.4 Bgg 0.7 bs'e by 53'3 12.8 10.9 72.0 bl.3 70.7
Employed , _ Self-employed/unpaid (1,940,000 16,1 bo.0  bo.a  borg  bels 15.3 6.8 ae  oo8 2.1 8a.7
White (90,765,000) 35.4 0.6 6.4 2.3 4.1 28.4 9.5 18.9 94.6 2.9 91.7 Non-agriculture (83,046,000) 35.0 0.5 7.3 2.4 5.0 > 8 8.5 59.8 b,z 59.1
Black (9,890,000) 38.4 80,4 11.7 22,6 9.0 26.3 14.0 12.3 1017 4.5 F97.2 Wage/salary (75,645,000) 35.4 0.6 7.3 2.3 - 5.0 27'2 9 17.4 4.7 3.3 91.5 :
Private sector ‘ ; - _ Mining/construction (5,215,000) 45.9. Yp.3 5.8 b2 4.6 39‘3 13’3 2008 3 3.4 91.9
White (77,238,000) - 3.3 0.6 6.7 2.4 4.3 27,60 9.3 17.7  93.9 3.0 90.9 Manufacturing (20,141,000) 2.7 by 6.4 2.2 43 17.9 : 2.4 133 bas o 10,8
‘Black (7,485,000) 40.6  %0.2 11.6 3.6 10.0 28.8 1i.6 12.2 96.3 4.6 91,7 Transportation/public : : . . 6.6 . 11.3 68.1 2.2 66.0
Govérament sector . . . utilities (5,497,000) 26.4 bo,s 7. b :
White (13,527,000) 41.8 %09 446 1.3 3.3 36.3 10.5 25.8 98.4 2.0 96.4 { Wholesale trade (3,955,000) 0.1 byoo 6_2 b}'; 2'2 g'g 6.8 12.2 90.4 4e5 85.9
Black (2,405,000) 1.4 B.1 118 ®5.8 8.0 18.6 %.0 12.5 118.2 3.9 114,3 L Retail trade (15,460,000) 43.6 b1y 9.2 2.8 s 3 8.6 14.9 94.0 5.5 88.5
Unemployed _ . Finance, insurance, real * -t 33.4 11.1 22.3 109.9 3.0 106.9
White (5,587,000) 80.5 %1.8 13.6 6.2 7.4 65.1 2644 38.7  110.4 :3.9 106.6 estate (5,766,000) 36.4  Po.o 6.8 5.6 432 29.6
Black (1,430,000) 726 %p 2007 %0 167 507 29,0 217 T4 SR . 72.9 Services (19,612,000) 4. b7 7.6 2.8 8 320 1 s e s 5.9
Libor forde nonparticipants Self-employed/unpaid (7,401,0000 31.1 %.2 7.3 2.7 w1 23 8 14 are by 0
White (54,235,000) 20,2 1.0 4.1 1.3 2.8 15.1 5.1 10.0 47.6 2.7 44,9 Covernment sector® (16,284,000) 40.4 0.9 5.8 1.9 3.9 3.7 ) )
Black (7,364 ,000) S 40,0 81,2 14.9 4ok 10.6 ' 23.8 12.6 11.2 52.7 6.3 46.4 Services (B,873,000) 29.8 P2 46 1.7 2.9 2%, 9.7 . 26.0 100.7 2.3 98.4 ‘
Reeping house v “ : ‘ Public aduinistration (5,557,000) 60.9 . Dbp.g 8.1 2.9 5 52.(1) 1;:.6 19,5 113.0 p2eb 110.7 B
White (28,329,000) 14.8 9.9 3.0 1.0 2.0 10.9 3.4 7.5 40.8 2,2 38.5 . . .8 34,2 84.2 2.1 82.2
Black (3,137,000) 33.1 2.4 12.0 8.2 7.8 18.8 8.6 10.2 45,8 6.4 39.4 NOTE: Detail may not add to total shown becsuse of round- e tel
In school ‘ a : ing. Numbers in parentheses zefer to population in the gEs:;:a:ey.baa d
White (5,077,000) 397 1.2 5.8 %0.9 2.5 32.7 8.2 24.5 126.5 8.2 122.2 group, ’ ed on zero or on sbout 10 or fewer sample
Black (1,145,000) 43.6  %.0  15.6  %1.4 14,3 28.0 16,3 M1 103.6 5.5 98.0 Includes data on other “government” categories, not shown (cases, is statistically unreliable.
Unable to work ) -
White (3,017,000) 14.9° - %0.5 5.7 .8 2.9 8.7 8.3 a4 23.8 - %2.8 21.0
Black (671,000) 3.2 %.0 %09 %22 %197 M2 M %8 316 % 2249
Retired : : . =
White (10,019,000) 9.0  %.0 3.7 .0 2.6 5.3 1.8 3.5 21.0 3.2 . 17.8
Black (791,000) 11.3° %.0 4.8 %.0 23.8 7.5 2.8 8.7 27.0 %5.6 18.4
Other B
White (7,793,000) ‘ 43.8 2.4 7.0 2.5 4.5 3.4 14.0 20.3 65.5 4.0 61.4
Black (1,621,000) : 67.4 1,0 22.6 9.9 12.8 43,7 24.5 19.2 51.3 %6 46.6
NOTE: Detail may not add to total shown because of round- eEstimate, based on zero or on about 10 or fewer sample I
ing. Numbers in parentheges refer to population in the cases, is statistically unreliable. ,
group, :
~ . : = ” = .
. " 3
fi
. .
| |
;
i :
L}
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Tabie 20. Personal crimes, 1982:

Victimization rates for persons age 12 and over.
by type of crime and type of locality of resldenc’e

of victims

(Rate per 1,000 ruidentr gogulutio'n’".ge 12 and over)

All wetropolitan

areas
. y o Outside
All Central central
. areas cities cities
Type of crime , (188,497) (52,590) (75,119)
Crimes of violeace 34.3 47.0 32.4
Rape 0.8 1.5 0.5
Robbery . 7.1 13.3 5.8
Robbery with -
injury 2.2 3.6 1.9
Robbery with-
out injury 4.9 9.8 3.9
Assault 2634 32.1 26.1
Aggravated
assault 9.3 12.6 8.4
Simple assault 17.1 19.5 17.8
c:i..l of theft 82.5 101.0 87.7
Personal lerceny
with contact 3.1 6.3 2.4
Personal larceny
without contact 79.5 94.7 85,3

NOTE: The population range categories
shown under the heading “Metropolitan
areas” are based only on the gize of the
central city and do not reflect the

Metropolitan areas

Outside Nonmetro~
central politan

50,000-269.99§ 250,000-499,999 500,000-999,999 1,000,000 or more
Outside Outside Outside
Central central Central

Central central Central central

cities cities citics cities cities cities cities cities areas
(15,799) (21,920) (10,708) (17,525) (10,852) (17,836) (15,231) (17,838) (60,787)
38.6 30.7 41.6 31.9 50.9 34.0 56.6 33.6 - 25.6
1.3 2.3 2.2 %5 8.2 %0.6 1.5 .7 0.5
5.6 - 4.3 8.6 5.9 13.2 6.6 24.8 6.6 3.3
2.7 1.4 2.2 2,3 3.5 2.2 5.6 1.8 1.4
2.9 29 6.5 3.6 9.7 bob 19.2 4.8 1.9
31.7 26.0 30.7 25.5 36.5 26.7 30.3 26.3 21.8
11.8 7.0 11.6 9,2 15.7 8.3 11.8 9.2 7.7
19.9 19.0 9.1 16.2 20.8 18.5 18.6 17.1 14.1
94.2 79.0 99.0 86.6 108.1 95.6 104.4 91.6 60.1
2.8 1.4 3.5 3.2 4,2 2.5 13.4 2.9 1.1
91.4 77.6 95.5 83.5 104.0 93.1 91.1 88.7 59.0

population of the entire metropolitan

area. Nunbers in parentheses have been
rounded to nearest thousand and refer to
population in the group. Detail may not

add to total shown because of rounding.
8pstimate, based cn about 10 or fewer
sample cases, 1s statistically unreliable.
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Table 21. Parsonsl crimes, 1982:

_ Victimization rates for percons age 12 and over,
by type of locality of residence, race and sex

Table 23. Household crimes, 1962:

Victimization rates, by type of crime
and ethnicity of head of household - - =~

P

P I s e T Y

e

)

A : . (Rate per 1,000 households)
of victims, and typs of crime ispanic MoK e
. ’ e Type of crine {4,305,000) (80,905 ,000)
ghte per 1,000 resident population asge 12 and over) P 102.9 76 97
‘ Crimes . Robbery _ Assault Criwes  Perjonal larceny ‘Burglary : 39.8 23.9
, of " With  wWithout Aggra~ of With  Without Forcible entry = . . 32.0 34.5
Aree and race and gex violence® Total dinjury  injury Total vated Simple theft contact contact Unlawful.‘{exfmry!.:i:h;:tt:ryor * 31.1 18.5
; ‘ g Attempted forc : .
ALL sreas - : Household laréeny 140.9 u e
White male (78,710,000) 42,0 7.9 2.7 5.2 3.0  12.9  21.] = 89.0 2.4 86.6 than $50 64.6 :
White female (84,778,000) 269 . 43 14 29 192 4B M 765 3.0 735 b or more - 58.7 4349
Black msle (9,523,000) . 567 19.2 3.7 15.6  37.4  21.6  15.9.. 95.8 5.0 90.8 $50 or move @ ilable 6.5 3.1
Black femsle (11,439,000) 32.8 10,5 2.9 7. 208 9. 118 745 5.0 69.5 e miited 1arceny 1.1 7.9
. : .
"'2.':2‘:1?‘:1‘&::" ’ Notor vehicle theft 2.4 15.7 _
whit : d theft 16.8 10.8
e male (18,537,000) 5440 14.0 4.7 9.3 39.5 16.5 23.1  113.0 4.7 108.2 .. Completed the 7.6 4.9
:lluzi :::uis(gggsgzagoo) 34.6 7.7 2.2 5.6  24.3 6.9 17.3 95,3 6.9 88.4 : Attempted theft | :
a e (5, 0 79.7 30.3 5.6 24.7 4941 25.4 23,7  109.8 7.6 . 102.2 .
Black female (6,405,000) 42.8  15.0 3.2 11.9  25.3 1l 14,0  85.7 7.9 77.9 NOTE: Detail may not add to total shown because of rounding.
Outside central cities ] ] . ] ; Numbers ‘in parentheses refer to households in the groud.
White male (33,188,000) 43.4 7.7 2.4 5.3 35.7 12.8 22,9 94,7 240 92.7 } -
White female (35,334,000) 23.3 4.0 1.5 2.6  18.3 3.9 1444 82.0 2.7 79.4 .
Black male (2,238,000) 314 4 % B3 254 7 7.4 889 P 87.3 ?
Black female (2,597,000) 23,27 b5 b .5 bs 0 17.2 7 11.5 82.3 5.7 79.6 i
Nonmetropolitan areas o !
:hh::e\;auel(z?igszzgoggo) 324 4.0 176 2.5 28.0 10.5 17.6 65.5 1.4 64.1 !
te female (28,643, 19.9 2.1 0.8 1.3 1646 4.5 2.1 5641 0.8 5544 24, vehicle theft, 1982:
. Black male (2,191,000) 29.4 :5.7 b b;.3 22,3 . 15.7 ‘6.6 70.2 b 67.8 ; Table,24. M.otor f thefts per 1,000
Black feaale (2,437,600) 1647 % 40 b5 %.6 12.7 646 .2 36.7 9.0 36.7 ; Victimization rates on the basis of thefts per 1, ’
, : . ! heuseholds and of thefis per 1 ,000 vehicles owned,
NOTE: Detail may not add to total shown because of 37ncludes data on rape, not shown separately, i b o jected household characteristics
rounding. Nunbers in parentheses refe_r to population in the timate, based on zero or on about 10 or fewer sample yse ec,, ) \
group. cases, ig statistically unreliable, ! e a
T i pased on h holds Based on vehic]‘:a owxned e
i = Number e p
i Number of Humber " Rate per Number of
;'5 Characteristic householdes of thefts’- 1,000 vehicles owned of thefts 1,000
‘! ’
| . , ; Race of head nE how 4 gs.ou,000 1,377,000 16.2 143,250,000, Va0 N
Table22. Household crimes, 1962: | , - White 7AAl000  LIGGR 10,096,000 *245,000 24.3
Visgimization rates, by type of crime ' : ; f gtﬁ:ﬁ 1,536,000 35,000 22.8 2,361,000 43,000 18.2
and race of head of household - : o )
. ,' .o Agclszgfghud of household 875,000 20,000 23.2 941,000 zz,ggg fz.g
(Rate per 1,000 hougeholds) ' ’ 20-34 25,757,000 592,000 e 47303,000 454,000 10.2
a 420,000 . i .
All ‘races Whice Black . Other ! 35-49 ‘ f; "ng’ggg 255:000 c13a2 36 :’079:000 278,000 7.6
Type of crime (85,211,000) (74,414,000) (9,261,000) (1,536,000) ' ‘ 22_“.1 ver 17,404,000 90,000 5,2 18,795,000 101,000 5.4
s and o ’ N -
Burglary 78.2 73.4 117.2 75.9 : =
2 o - o Form of tenmure 000 6.8
Forcible entry . 24,7 22,1 46.3 22,0 ‘ : Owned or being bought 54,160,000 659,000 12.2 105 .Zg;-ggg ;;g'ogo 20.2
Unlawful encrylwithout force 344 33.9 39.0 32.6 ! Rented 9 31,050,900 718,000 23.1 37,483, ’
Attempted forcible entry 19.1 17.5 1. . '
ousehol 7 31.9 2.2 i ; . i1 not add to total shown because of the event; motor vehicle theft is the liast
Household larceny 113.9 111.4 132.0 125.9 i HOTE: Detarl Y b £ thefts based on serious NCS crime and, thus, other personal or =
Less than $50 54.1 54 .4 51.6 57.1 : ’1 of rounding. The nunher :han the correapohding household crimes occurring in conjunction with o
$50 or more 46.5 44.5 61.7 339 prioet OH:Ed 1:1 Mghz;ds because the former such thefts take pracedence in deteraining the
::ount not available 5.2 4,9 7.7 .5 figure based on :u:ad or attempted vehitle classification.
tempted larceny 8.0 7.6 11.0 %24 includes all ::-p ° ; the final classification
. . 8 O
¥otor vehicle theft 16.2 14,9 25.1 22.8 thefts, regar ® ; e
Completed theft , 11,1 10,0 20.3 1.7
Attespted thef: ‘ 5.1 5.0 4.9 11,1

NOTE: Detail may not add to total shown
because of rouiding. Nuwbers in parenthe-_
ses refer to households in the group.

fpstimate, based on about 10 or fever
sample cases, is statistically unrali- -

able, =
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i Table 25. Household crimes, 1982: , , s S o o Table 28, Housohold larceny, 19€2:
I Victimization rates, by type of crime v : kR S Victimization rates, by race of head of household,
¢ and age of head of househoid = - ' ' o : ’ ' ‘ ol annual famnly income, and type of Iarcony
,: (Rate per 1,000 households (’,‘f ) : : . . o \“ . o Rat e per 1,000 h holds) - _
N ’ / 12-18 . 20-36 35-49 - 50-64. 65 and over : o A1 household . Completed larceny __ _ Attempted
i Type of crime . o (875.000) (25,757,000)  (21,933,0003 ~ (19,241,000)  (17,404,000) ¥ Race and income - - A . larcenies® Leas than $50 $50 or wore lazceny
9 ; ; . ¢
i B Burglary | 228.4 102.4 87.2 63.0 £0.2 : ' -
: Forcible entry / 404 3.7 26,0 21.3 S 113 : : e than $3,000 (3,156,000) ~ 1280 74.4 41.5 6.0
£ Unlawful entry without forc/z 161.0 40.1 L4099 o 2649 20.9 : $3,000-47,499 (10/,385,000) . . 10046 . 52.5 37.4 542
; Attempted forcible entry ; 47.1 27.7 20.4 BT U 8.0 ‘ $7'500_$9:999 (4 ,457,000) ' < 128.5 60.8 2;'1 18'2
Household larceny ; . 218.8 155.9 126.7 92,1 54.5 ' o . $10,000-$14,999- (11,245,000) o 121§-g zel'f 461 7.9
Less than $50 93.7 75.9 517 $242 28.8 S i §15,000-524,999 (17,233,000) 1 8 Sl P 7.3
$50 or more 105.3, 62.3 ' 5640 87.9 S17.8 : : $25,000 or more (19,510,000) 1094 : ot
Amount not available 23,375 6.4 5.0 he2 4.7 - ; ¥ Black ‘ 7
; Attempted larceny o Y17 11.4 : 8.0 7.8 3.2 A Less than §%,000 (1,212,000). = - 126.1 l;;.; g:-: 2:7
i Motor vehicle theft 23.2 , 23.0 19.2 “13.2 5.2 : ‘ $3,000-$7,499 (2,386,000) : :-lzg-g HAH 20.0 bg .5
14 Completed theft 19.3 16.0 - 13,1 T9.2 3.2 i $7.500-$9.999 (746,060) . :29 3 40.9 62.3 16.9
L Attempted theft 7 %0 7.0 - 6.1 S N 2.0 , ' $10,000-$14,999 (1,437,000 : " 47.6 ; 57.8 ~ 15.0 .
5 . - ‘ | : $15,000-$24,999 (1,520,000) ‘ 127.5 o : 7% A TR
a NOTE: Detail may not add to total shown becauu . 'Eltlutg. based on about 10 or fewer sample ‘ ) ) $25,000 or more (992 .000) A 149.5 * !
; ::u::;xg:;:giﬁ g::b;::u;? parentheses refet to cases, is statistically unreliable. . . ( NOTE: Detail may not add to total shown because ) 1 ‘rcen!.:n ﬁor which the “1“,_\ of 10.. was not
L . - : £ nding. Numbers in parertheses refer to ) ,: certalned,
{ N :ouzzlll\oldssin the group; excludes dats on stimate, based on lbﬁ“t 10 or fewer seuple
¢ : : e : . ° persons whose inccme level was not ascertained. <. cases, is statistically Q“‘fﬁli'ble'
: Table 26. Household crimes, 1962; ) : ‘ ’ i Includes data, not shown separately, on : i
. Victimization rates, by type of crime o
3 and annual family income i |
(Rate per 1,000 h holds) : - o
Less than $3,000- $7,500- - $10,000~ $15,000- $25,000 ’ *
) $3,000 $7,499 $9,999 $14,999 $24,999 or more | Table 29. Motor vehicle theft, 1962:
3 Type of crime - (4,661,000)  (12,992,000)  (5,285,000)  (12,911,000)  (19,064,000) = (20,924,000) i Victimization rates, by race of head of household,
L Burglary ~ 1212 100.3 86.2 7640 66.1 70.6 * annual ‘{amily income, and WPO 0' theit
. . Forcible entry 34.8 29.6 32.0 24.6 20.0 ; 22.3
;.' Unlawful entry without force © 6l.1 45.5 33.5 30.6 30.7 30.7 ; - (Rate per 1,000 h holda)
f)‘i Attempted forcible entry 25 .4 253 20.7 20.7 15.4 17.5 B g All vehicle Completed Attempted
, Househeld larceny . 128.0 - 106.8 132.0 1227 - 1196 1111 . Race ‘and " inconme thefts - theft _ theft
. Less than $50 . . 65.8 ° : 54.4 62.4 56,0 60.3 51.1 - y
- $50 or wore 47.0 ’ 41.2 53.7 50.7 45.8 48.4 \ i White . 9.6 8.0
3 Amount not available 6.0 T 6a2 6.2 6.0 . 4.9 3.8 Less than $3,000 (3,156,000) 10.6 20 31
= Attempted larceny 9.1 5.1 9.6 10.0 ‘8.5 7.7 $3,000-87,499 (10,385,000 ig"; A ol
i Motor wehicle theft 10.1 10.7 13.3 s 19.2 17.4 $7,500-59,999 (4,457,000) T 9.3 5.3
Completed theft o8 -1 86 120 12.9 1.4 :;g 333"33’2’333 85'233’.333 17.3 11.4 5.9
v . - - £} #* . y B
Attempted theft 1.5 3.0 3.7 . 5.7 ‘ 6_'3 6.1 $25,000 or more (19'510‘000) B 16.0 , 10.3 5.7 . ) .
NOTE: Detail may not add to total shown because of wu not ascertained, ' ' ' Blaci; a4 '6 8 a 6 ’ )
rounding. Numbers in parenthescs refer to houscholds in ; Spstimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is Less than.$3,000 (l 212.000) ) ) o 1 0‘ 4 ‘ a -8
13 the group; excludes dsta on persons whose income level g statistically unrelisble. $3,000-$7,499 (2,386,000) . o 12.2 2002 %0
| , $7.500-$9,999 (746,000) 0.2. 295 a3
| : - $10,000-514,999 (1,437,000) 38.1 30-0 ‘7.8‘
: o ' : , o © $15.000-$24,999 (1,520,000 37.8 3 aps
Table 27. Housshold burgiary, 1992 ‘ , $25,000 or more (992,000) M : .
i Victimization rates, by race of head of household, : o P : NOTE: Detail may not add to total uhov: };\.1:1 w:: ng:.:;c:;t::::d;r on about 10
e annual family income, and type of burgl ) ‘ because of rounding. Nuabers in parenthe- imate,
: ua ly 8, l!d of urg ary Ij_\ . : : o ses :cfer to households in the group; ~ or fcwer ssmple cases, is ‘statistically
(Rate per 1,000 households) = . . ' : ' excludes data on persons whose income unrelisble.
B ' All . Forcible Unlawful entry Attempted )
L Race and income burglaries : entry without force forcible entry
i\ White . : R
: Less than $3,000 (3,156,000) 118.6 25.6 73.0 20,0 i
] $3,000-$7,499 (10,385,000) ) 90.9 25.8 g §2.8 22,3 =
T i ’ $7,;500-$9,999 (4,457,000) 75.8 27 .4 31.6 16,7 *
$10,000-$14,999 (11,245,000) 71.4 22.5 ‘ 30.3 18.6
$15,000~-$24,999 (17,233,000) 64.9 18.5 31,1 15.3
i $25,000 or more (19,510,000) , 68,8 21,5 30.4 . 16.9
: . Less than $3,000:(1,212,000) 125.5 5742 29.3 39,0
. . $3,000-§7,499 (2,386,000) 139.3 45.8 56.6 36.9
g e $7,500-$9,99% (746,000) 148.8 6048 43.0 45,0
% T \‘;\ $10,600-$14,999 (1,437,000) 111.8 40.4 37.4 34.2
0 $15,000-$24,999 (1,520,000) 74.9 . 35.5 ) 25,1 14,3
- ’ $25,000 or more (992,000) 116.8 44,6 37.6 3435
f : NOTIE: Detail may not add to total aﬁown becsuse of “4n the group; axcludes data on persons whole ’
E . rounding. Numbers in parentheses refer to households income level was not ascerteined. ’ . . ) ‘ . 9
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‘; Table 0. Household ciimes, 1962: - ;“1
: Victimization rates, by type of crime e - ; L B
and number of persons in household RN . Table32. Household crimes, 1962: / i
: . Victimization rates, by typa of cﬂm
(Rate per 1,000 households) . . — i i and number of units in structure occupiod by household !
; o ‘ ' 2 One Two-thrae Four-five Six or more ]
Type of crime (19,883,000) - (43,036,900) (18,761,0G0) (3,527,000) {Rate per 1,000 householdl) : ’,r;‘
: — — B e e — ‘ . Other thsn i
h;’lllgl . S Z;': . Z:'; : :Z'; 1%‘; : " oo ‘ ’ one® Two Three Four Five-nine Ten or more  housing unit -
orcible eatry . .43 . . S o3 . i : T £ crim 60,334,000 6,107,000 1,639,000 2,735,0 4,134,0 (9
el coer without force ) Prate . 317 : o sz ; | ype of crime _ (60,334,000 (6,107,000) (1, 00 ) 00) (4,134, 00)7 9,329,000) (825,000)
Attempted forcible entry 19.0 18.6 20.2 .02 - ’ Barglary _ 70.6 102,5 100.5 101.1 106.,0 80.2 177.4
- Household larceny ‘ 68.4 ) “113.7 Con 166e6: 77 19846 : Forcible entry 22.3 3642 29.3 30.8 37.5 24.5 25.3
Lees than $50 . . 36.1 54,1 . 66.3 ’ 92,7 . — * Unlawful entry without force 32,2 39.8 38.9 40.0 40.0 31.1 42.1
$50 or more : . 25.4 45,6 62.9 89,7 - Attempted forcible entry 16.1 26.6 32.3 30.2 28.3 24.7 10.0
Amount not available 3.2 . 3.0 1.2 S Al Bousehold larceny 5 1109 132.0 1444 135.2 136.4 95.4 160.9
Attespted larceny : 3.7 9.0 10.3 8.6 *'Less ‘than $50 ‘ 53.4 63.1 . _ 55.6 62.7 £7.4 43.5 65.1
Motor vehicle theft 11.0 - 167 19.0 ) 23.7 §50 or wore . 4447 5.1 gg.B ig.z a;.e : 39.4 ng
Completed theft 7.5 ) 11.2 13.5 17.4 o Amount not availsble 5,5 191 9 7 4.2 .
Attempted theft A o ‘ 3,5 5.4 5.6 - 6.3 R Tl S Atteq)ted larceny . 7.3 9.7 13.7 10.7 8.6 8.4 19.2
T " . Motor nhlcl.c tluft A ,,‘_12.27 25,7 28.6 - 21.9 25.2 27.1 24,1
NOTE: Detsil my not add to total ghown becauge- households where the number of perlons could not.- ‘Completed theft : 8.6 T ore—AB6.. 17.7 T 1545 17.3 16.9 8.3
of rounding. Ru\berl in parentheses refer to ) be ascertained, . AR Attempted theft 3.6 7.1 B U e 64 7.9 10.2 .9
households in the group; excludes data on ) : . R ' . ' = S il
— NOTE: Detail may not'add to total shown because of Yfncludes data on mobile homes. ‘not showi~se epArE IR,
: rounding. Numbers in parentheses refer to households in the timate, based on about 10 or fewer sample casii, is TR e
N group; excludes data on households where the number of units statistically unreliable.
_ in structure could not be ascertained.
Table 31. Household crimes, 1962: ) ‘ :
Victimization rates, by type of crime, form of tenure,
and race of head of household
(Rate per 1,000 ‘households) ‘ . 7 o e
: ) Owned or being bought Rergted
, ‘ All races® White Black All races® White Black
' " Type of crime ) (54,160,000) (49,390.000) (4,048 ,000) (31,050,000) (25,024,000) (5,213,000) C : T
: 61.4 58.8 95.5 107.5 102.3 134.0 st : - .
Forcible entry ' 19.1 17.2 42.9 3.4 31.6 49.0 " e e T ) ) : ’ K
Unlawful entry without force ) 28.3 28.2 - 29.2 45.1 - 45.1 46,5 ’ L ' . &
Attempted forcible entry 14.0 13.3 . 23.4 27.9 25.6 38.5 : ) %
Bousehold larceny " 98.2" 96.6 22 . a3 140.7 147.5 ' '
Less than $50 ) 46,7 47.1. 38.6 a2 68.8 61.7
$50 or more 40.1 38.6 57.8 37.7 56.1 64.9
Amount not available 4.8 ’ 4,6 6.8 5.9 5.4 844
Attempted larceny 6.6 6.3 9.0 10.5 16.3 12.6 v . : ) ] :
Motor vehicie theft 12.2 10.9 25.6 23.1 22.8 24.8 . ‘ ‘
; Completed theft 8.2 7.2 19.6 16.1 15.4 20.9 == o L
Attempted theft y ~ 3.9 3.7 6.0 7.0 . 7 3.9 “ ’
4 ’ P - . - B i} . T < .
j NOTE: Detail may not. add to total shown because of the group. i : ’ ) ; B ) 3
i rounding. Numbers in parentheses refer to households in Includes data on "other™ races, not shown separately. - ) ! - - - :
R e
: / .
9 \ B
N x i
;r’- ! . 1] A
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fi . .
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Tabie 33. Household crimes, 1962: : R Pk . = ‘ i
Victimization rates, by type of crime DR i i
and type of locality of residence - E S —— ———
Ity T Metropolitan areas ) .
. . ) 50 000-269 999 - 250,000~499,999 500,000~999,999 999 1,000,000 or more . - ) )
i . {Bate per 1,000 houscholds) ——- ST Thitetde T Outalde . Outaide . Outside Nonmetro= #
) g A11 utropoutan antrll central” Central central Central central Ceatral centrél  politan: - -
aress cities cities cities cities cities cities cities citigs  arsas }
. Outgide (7,504) (9,481) (5,003) (7,778) {5,283) (7,728) (7,377) (7 ,709) (27,345) »~
All - Centul central : . ’ m—ng - - iman
K : areas cities cities - 101.5 71.1 103.4 76.9 104.3 64.0 102.2 74.0 63.7
Type of cg‘ile (85,211) - (25,169) - (3%,697) - - 32.4 2044 37.5 29.1 40.5 18,2 40,0 22.3 15.8
Burglary © 7842 lﬂéJ 71.5. 44.9 35.4 \ 37.1 30.6  35.1 29.2 ‘33,7 29,6 34.7
Porcible entry 24.7 37.3 224 o
Unlawful eutry . . ’ 2402 15.3 28.9 17.2 28.7 16.6 28.6 22,0 _13.2
N . B . -
rlthout force Wl 4.4 38.0 31.4 156.9  105.0 1540 El1.J  149.9 . 118.6 202.0 1100 - 94.5
ety roreihle 190 2.5 176 14%.3  96.3  140.0  105.6 141.0  "109.6 92,5 101.9 89,5
kg : : y . 705  53.2  65.6 56,2 - 68.9  96.6 38,5 5044 49.1
Bousehold larceny 113.9 138.8 111.0 . 65.5 38.3 67 .3 45.7 66.3 4756 48.1 4649 36.0
: & Completed larceny® 105.9 127.4 103.0 7.7 8.6 14.1 6.1 ‘8.8 9.2 9.6 Bl 4.9
Less than $50 34.1 59.8 34:0 15.5 8.1 201 16 25.6 165 46.3 22.2 7.4
$50 or more 46,5 60.9 44.3 P
3 . 12.0 546 16,2 - 11.4 16.0 10.6 28.9 15.2 5.0
Attempted larceny 8.0 11.4 8.0 3.5 2.5 . 4.0 2.8 9.0 5.9  17.3 7.1 2.3
.Motor vehicle theft 16.2: 27.4 14.8 '
- Completed theft v 1lel 18.6 10.4 i
j o Attempted theft 540 8.8 4eb g ;
: = NOTE: .The population range categories. . . , . L ] e
: showm uadér the heading "Metropolitan ’ L . ) ) ' - : . a8 B
':_ areas” sré based only on the gize of the . . : . : P ERE R ~
central city and do not reflect the - = B
PR 8 N population of zhe entire metropolitan D ) = . ; ) B - oo
K k R " area. Numbers in parentheses have been L S : ) )
2 i o rounded ‘to nearest thousand and refer to : i )
households in the group. Detail may not e
: add to total shown because of rounding.
: #Includes dsta, not stown separately; on :
larcenies for which the value of loss was 7
not ascertained. - __ g
N
i
) J; . N
'; g S s = =
i i} s - o i 5
‘i :A\\‘; . - ’,, :
~ § g ;
% N - (l " 2 ‘
& T B
i “ e :: ; T L 2 . ‘ N
L ¢ ¢
. s
¢ s B ) B ; e N
. : = » '
g | - o e 1
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Tmaskwmlcr!monofvlohm,wea' S e e

% H / = & ¢
i 4
L | , . “Percent of victimizations involving strangers, -
4 Pl " by sex and age of.victims and type of crime ; :
'ii o - Teble 34, Houuho!dcrlmn,im o et Zhaich ot it t
4 - : E o i - # ¢
W L - "Victimization rates, by type of locality of residonce, P SR o= === Robbary . .- - : ansault
AT B race of head of household, and type of crime o s T Cmes of L T Without ™ ;
; i : _ Sex and age ’ - violénce . Rape “Total -~ ~ injury . injury . Total Aggravated ;. Simple : [
6 E B »(hte Eer 12000 household ) i - — s - S :
R A R - - Both: sexes ° 77.5 .. -83.6 . 58.7 63.7 568
R e, ‘ 12-13;_.,,; SR T 4747 57.7 4442
D Lol : //1;6-'1' 85,1 54,2 . 57.2 5244 . ‘
T | . Area and race 7%.2 626 708 57.7 -
Sl e L WX ereas 88.0 ., 61.7 " 6544 59.5 E
A R White (74,414 ooo) , : B7.3 . -59.8 628 584
' ~ Black (9,261,000) g 13240 34.7 L 59 . 52,7 62.9 .
; A e 4ol 718 7 70.5 72,5
Metropolitan areas : ] ST e - Hale Rh9 - 6643 - £9.5 642 o
. Central-cities - ... ) T N . . 71.1 . 490 60.0 4h o4 :
_White (19,224,000 LEeT ' 93,0 . 0 136.0 . =Ty 16-15 90.9 i 60.4 59.9 60.7 .
Black (5,27 @oo) S 142.0,_/—-“, 149.4 : - ' 2 * :

4 20-24

! s :
" Outside centrai’siities T ERR 76.5 /7 72.3 77.8 . . 67.8

g e e p e § o 25<34 ¥3.2¢ 7 71.0 72.8 69.7 T T
white (30,002,000) - . : 69.9 ~ 11046 . . 35-49 3,}/.««/6 661 66.0 6.2 e
1

Black (2,055,0(50) ’ © C 94T PO § Y2y 2
: e o

N “\jonmetropclitan sreas’ - T T S R R
‘White (25,188,000) T - A
Black (1, 935 000) . e T R 73-6 o 100.0

50-64 B0 3 713 “62.2 7640 - Lo =
65 and over 85.3 %o 923 *%00.0 /89.7 93 82.2 78.0 . -

Femsle e 53.2 62.4. 6.9 607 Bl =864 50.1 46.9
1215 .0 5005 . - 56,9 77.3: :,‘31.0 ST 8243 45.8 53,1 43.8

Lo = = . \ ) R . 47.7 T 62,9 =59 T 8399 76.2 - 43,0 50.2 40.0
o een-NOTRE Nt-bers 1n pnrenthelea refer to houneholQ: in the sroup. T T e 20=24- 51, M 9 . 65.8 56.3 .. 73.5 46.3 497 45.1
e . ®Egtimate, pased on about 10 or fewer snple cﬁea, is : - 25434 o =T 5303 56.2 79.C 75.8 - 80.6 46.3 49. \ : 44,9
- statiztically unreliable, - . ) Ce - IS=49 ... =T w7 5749 272.1 80.7 77.2 82,3 o 5042 56 48.1
s ‘ : S - , . ..50=64" s S 6.6 ‘66 7 100.0 2100.0 -, 100.0 46.0 %].8 45,2 -
e ! o "~ 65 and over ) 100.0 %20 100.0 %100.0 100.0.. 100 0 2100.0 100.0 - -
2 e i - . o - . . 8 i i .
= . ' | R e Sy A - 2ggtimate, based onzerc or on about 10 or fewer sample e . . : A - e
» /,/ S RS Gl S e . cases, 18 stathtically unreliable, et : : B 5

"ﬂumbarofuctlmlzahon,,andvh;*,!mlzatuonrates k E S SR SRR " ‘ T o SRR R oL

37—~ forpersons age 12 and over, by type of crima ‘ L . : : ; : T e
S B andwctinroﬁencier relaﬂonshlp , R BT o S ;  Table 37 ,sm, c,,m,,o,m,m, 1962 : R ’ B , P
' _Bl_t_e_.es.r..l.;ggu_e.gon' age. 12 and °ver) R RS : o S ST = | ~Percent of victimizations Involving strangers, . s N i
. ~ : - ) v _Invelving strsngérs Involving nonstrangers P S R by sex and race of victims and type ofcrime o ‘
R Iype of ctiue a7 Number -7 Rate’ - Number ~ - Rate R o . Rk v » : N : i o :
Crimes of uﬂ.m ) . B - . i y L s . . L : ’ . S i ( ] Robbery g 7 _ Assault © 5
Rape 0‘ o ‘.:gg.g{%) - 23.: 2.322‘&”&;;"” - ‘gg ) ’ : AR ' L - . Crimes of = . Wich® Without . : . - ;
Completed rape = s 31:000 T 0.2 ) 5{@’00 ~0: 1 A : R [ SR ‘Sex and race : . violence Rape Total  injury injury Total Aggravated - - Simple - &
Attempted rape ‘ S 69,060 . .. 0.4 "’/}n,oaa ' R R . - ” = N B O - - — IR |
Robbe oy w1089 ) TG, . . Both Sexes. ; ‘ ) ) E - - RN ;5
Robbrﬁy:ty with 1njfly S .’32L:%ﬁ 5,73 " ;‘3'333 . White’ e 63,5 . 62,7 80.3 79.2.. . 809 59.6 65.8 . 56.6 3
L Frow serious assault . - ~ _=174,000. 0.9 | 39,000 - Black e 6235 7 Bk2 | 85,1 - 75.0 88,5 50.2 55.2 44.8 :
T T oFronsednge.asgault T 7 T 147,000 0.8 " _--54,000 . Male o T ’ - p B ’
Robbery without injury T A 768,000 41 7 151,000 o White - . T705 0 10040 -84.8 82.5 7" 6744 715 6448
“Assault A 2,920,000 15.5 - 2,053,000 . Black s 67.3, %100,0. 80.6 90.% 5644 60.0 51.5
= Aggravated usault 1,117,000 5.9 ) 637,000) > _— . . & . L SR ‘ ‘
S uith-dngury o ~ 349,000 © 18, 238,000 - JNemale T e T e . S : ;
“Attempted uuult with weapon ¢ -f'768i’000 LT 309 ,000»,3 . White . 52.6 . '.3’9'6‘- ’ . 68.9 78.7 . 40 31 - g?'f ‘ i }
‘Simple agssult - 1,802,000 7 9.6 . .1;416,000 Black ... :1!, 7 ;55 0 %8309 .68.6 85,5 © - 40 . 45.9 . :
With fajury- - -399,000 f 2l 46,000 . e = - - , . 1
Attempted ult w.u:h L = A { Est:ilnte based” ou about 10 or. fewer caaple cne-, : N 5 ) . : s i
cupted assa out vupon 1,403,000 : 7‘ 3 95».990 = 18/“““;1“11” unreuable. PR A o o » ‘
. _NOTE: Detail may not edd to total, shown because of rounding. o — ' N ]
P LN " T —— ﬁ’, e = N . - - e . L . ‘{
’ s 3 ~
\ 3 ’ )
4 Id
¢ ) = Dk #
. ' S/ , : . ‘ R 2
b . ’ v
= s i . : ':—:-j ) i <. - ’ .
= ‘ } 2 P
w” . e 1 : n; :
[F g - S 3 LI .
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Tabi> 38, Personal crimes of violence, 1962:

Percent of victimizations involving stfangérs
S

by sex and marital status of victim

and type of crime
Crimes of Robbery
Sex and marital gtatug v:lolenc:’ Ra with Without —Assaule
pe Total inju; i
Both sexes : i injury Total Aggravated  sigple
Never married ’ 2
64.3
Married y 62.5 80,9 74
; . .6
Widowed . 33.2 ,-‘3§-° 90.3 914 §3~§ 59.8 66.8 55.9
Separated and divorced 48,1 " 66 -;) 88.9 3.8 89 °3 64.9 65.9 i
Nale . 68.8 62.5 7208 203 5.8 64.6
Never married ot 48.0 3.
Married '752-; sloo.o 81.7 80.0 i
Widowed %07 133-0 89.5 92.1 gg-f 64.8 70.9 60.7
Separated and divorced 07 ol .0 100.0 20000 aoed 69,6 68.4 §0.7
Pemsle -0 84.1 74.3 89.6 '22'3 ' #50.0 %9
Never married ‘ 64.3 60.6
Married ot o244 78.6 60.9 84
Widowed 63.7 ‘65‘9 91.9 89.7 93'? 49,7 54,9 47,7
Separated and divorced 36.0 645.3 81.8 4.0 &g '0 22'4 58.7 54 '2
. . 57.5 N 7 26,7 80,
aBstim—, based >33 39-8 %7.8 : 2ot
on zer g . 31.
is Statistically unreu:b;:.on about 10 or fewer sample cases, ° 264
;able 39. Parsonal crimes of violence, 1982:
b;l;:%r;t orwlchmlzations involving strangers -
| and annual family income of victims \
and type of crime
Race and anngzl
- Cri : Robber:
fantly incone violence  mape gy ViH T WIEow frgeule
- p Total injury in .
A).Il‘. races Jury Total Aggravated  gimp)
e8s than $3,0 — e
33:000"5,‘.7,296 % gg.f bgé'ﬁ 7.2 59,2 85.7
$7,500-$9,999 : o5 79.2 X . 54.8
$16.000°915 990 g:,s 5000 aas g;o? 85.6 47.9 gg-; 48.2
$15,000-$2¢ ,999 o -8 59.0 - 73.0 732 88.4 564.2 56.9 ;‘5'9
$25,000 and over e -(1) 72.1 84.7 82.5 gi-z 52,7 58.9 43’,{
Vhite 72.1 85.3 92.4 81.4 523 52.5 62.2
Léss than $3,00 ) ' 6.2 6L.6
$3,000-57,499 0 gzg P63.6 74.0 60.8
$7,500-$9,999 ey b, 5544 75.2 62.0 M 2346 68.9 4
$10,000-514,999 S6. 00.0 81.8 72.7 ol 48.7 51.5 7o
$15,000-$24 999 5.8 podeS 70.7 77.2 et Shdd 57.0 A
. $25,000 and over A 66.0 83.8 8304 a2 33.9 63.2 iah
s . 72.1 84,9 93,7 80,6 o 64.1 63.1
Less than $3,000 X 76,6 '61.3
$3,000-$7,499 2f-f bb51.6 80.4 bss,7 : )
$7,500~59,999 €50 lgg-o 84.5 77.6 ae s 57.3 63.3 51,7
$10,000-$14,99g 54.0 byoo O 93.4 b100.0 -3 46.0 50.7 oY
$15,000-$24,999 63.7 00.0 80.6 63.6 3240 51.8 54.8 . s
325,000 and over 69.1 4.4 89.4 b83.2 34.6 1.2'0 42-6 bf:A
. .0 84.5 b5’6 bog 2 is.0 b3.8 45.6
. .1 79.0 52.
- .7

a
b;:g:udes data on “other” raceg,
wate, based on zers or on ab

is statistically unreliable,

not shown Beparately,
out ‘10 or fewer sample cases,
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Table 40. Personai crimes of violence, 1982:

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

Perceived £ x of offender

ot known and

Type of crime Total Male Female not available
Crimes of violence (4,434,000) 100.0 87.1 12.6 29,2
Rape (119,000) 100.0 160.0 %.0 9.0
Robbery (659,000) 100.0 93.6 6.2 %0.2
Robbery with injury (197,000) 100.0 92.2 7.8 %0.0
Robbery without injury (462,000} 100.0 94.1 5.6 %5.3
Asgault (3,656,000) - 100.0 85.5 14.3 8,2
- Aggravated assault (1,171,000) 100.0 87.9 11.5 20,6
Simple assault (2,486,000) ~100.9 84.5 15.5 %.1

3ggtimate, based on zero or on about 10 or

NOTE: Detail may not add to total showp
because of rounding, Number of virtiwi-
zations shown in parentheses.

fewer sample cases, is statistically
unreliasble,

Tabie 41. Personal crimes of violence, 1982:

Percent distribution of single-qffender victimizations,

by type of g:rime and perceived age of offender

- Perceived age of offendes

Under 12-20 21 and  Not known and

Type of crime Total 12 Total 12-14 15-17 18-20 over not available
Crimes of violence (4,434,000) 160.0 0.5 27.2 4.0 9.5 13.6 70.0 2.4
Rape (119,000) 100.0 2.0 16,5 8.3 2.4 %1.8 81,1 4
Robbery (659,000) 100.0 8.4 29,3 3.7 8.7 16.9 63.6 6.7
Robbery with injury (197,000) 100.0 %0.0 30.8 3.7 %.0 21.1 59.4 9.9
Robbery without injury (462,000) 100.0 8.6 28.6 3.7 9.8 15.2 65.4 5.3
Asgault (3,656,000) 100.0 0.6 27.1 4.1 9.9 13.0 70.7 1.6
Aggravated assault (1,171,000) 100.0 .5 26.1 2.4 9,0 14.8 71.4 2.0
Simple assault (2,486,000) 100.0 %0.6 27.6 5.0 10.4 12.2 70.4 1.4
8Egtimate, based on zero or on about 10 or fewer

NOTE:
rounding,

Detail may not add to total shown becsuse of
Number of victimizatfions showm in

sample cases, is statistically unteliable.

parentheses,

Criminal Victimization in the United States, 1982 47
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Table 42. Personal crimes of violence, 1962;
Table 44. Persona! crimes of violence, 1982:

‘ Percent distribution of sin i
, i gle-offender victi T,
! by type of crime and perceived race of oﬂeﬂ:'i;::ions, CT ' ’ . diatribution of i fander victimizati
: v ’ " Percent dist n of single-offender victimiz ions,
of crime, race of victims,

by
Type of crime Perceived race of offender and percelved race of offender
Total White " Not known
i Black and .
chabe ‘(,fl;ig(l);;m (4,434,000 100.0 69 Orfien ot avallanle ) ’ . perceived race of offender )
2 ° -3 . 2642 - Type of crime ; Not «nown and
R°g!;§:§r§63;gog) 4 (197 :gg‘g zg'; 27.9 lg'g .:.? . and race of victim Total © White Black Other not available
njury 600) N . 47.5 * . - -
R 2 : . . ; .
pobbery without tojury (462,000 - e 47.3 i1 e o8 Crines of violence :
ot (1,17 ' : 100.0 42.2 48.5 5.8 3-8 ; " White (3,816,000) 100.0 78.0 17.8 3 o
‘ 1,000 o /3. . . . . ~plack (537,000 100.0 9.6 86.6. 1.8 .0
: Simple assault (2 ,486:000)’ ) igg'g 68,5 3 f 3'8 0.9 i lulpe\\ (5374 . ) .
ﬂ : 7644 . . 1.4 White (107,000 100.0 75.5 21.9 2.6 2,0
NOTE: Detail may wot add t 20.0 3.0 0.6 ; : apy ajg. : a0
because o total shown a - R . Black (13,000) 100.0 11,3 78.5 2.0 10.0
: 2ations :fm::u'ilﬂing- Number of victimi- c*‘:"tm\te. based on about 10 or fewer sampl Robbexy,
parentheses. ses, is statistically unreliable anpte white (528,000) 100.0 ‘.’50.7 40.4 .3.3 .2‘6
* _ Black (108,000) . 100.0 10.4 83.7 0 9
Robbery with injury
; White ¢165,000) 100.0 51.7 40.2 4.5 23,6
¢ Black (22,000) 100.0 2.0 92.5 %.0 2.5
: . ) Robbery without injury
$ T ’ . : White (363,600) 100.0 50,2 40.5 5.6 :3.7
i abic 43. Personal crimes of violence, 1982: Black (85,000) 120.0 23,2 8l.4 5.8 1.6
o3 Percent distributi : i Assault :
by typet g;str_ubutlon of sunglg-offender victimizations white (3,181,000) 100.0 82.6 13.9 27 27
’ d ‘crime, age of victims, ' Black (417,000) 100.0 9.3 87.6 1.6 1.5
i and perceived age of offend : Aggravated assault
i enaer s
: ' White (946,000) 100.0 80.8 14.5 3.3 1.4
; plack (209,000 100.0 10.3 85.9 2.3 8.5
: simple assault B
’ Type of crime Perceived Wnite (2,236,000) 100.0 834 13.6 2.5 %.5
age of offender Black (208,000 100.0 8.3 89.3 2.9 1.5
8pptimate, baeed on zero or on about 10 or fewer

' and age of victims Uﬁder
! . . Total 12 oot 172-20 .
. 12-14, - 21 and  Not k 5
cu.;;_“ violence® - 15-17 18-20 over not a::gaﬁgg E NOTE: Devail may not add to total shown because
* 20_;2 (1,211,000 100.0 of roundimy. Nusber of victimizations shown in gamplz cases, is statistically unreliable.
(2,318,000) . 1.3 59 .4 12.5 6.0 : parenthese’.
35-49 (589,000) 100.0 bo.2 15.5 0 26,0 21.0. 37.0 »
50-64 (216,000 1000 P2 1209 by 3.4 1.3 82,5 2 ; :
65 and over (100,000) 100.0 bg.0 10.5 bl' b3‘l‘ 8.3 84.0 . LS f
Robbery 100.0 b4 27.2 1,0‘3 ple3 7.9 854 bf.{li :
12-19 (148,000) * o 6.9 20.3 62.10 A
gg-z; 5324:000) : igg-g %-9 50,1 0.3 19.9 G i
e 100.0 0.0 2.2 8 505 Do e b4.1 Table45. Personsl crimes of violance, 1962:
65 and over (13,0000 100.0 P00 P32 bitS gl W2 63 bed Percent distribution of muitip::oﬂendor victimizations,
: : . 44.1 bg.0o  bi3o . 75.8 by, by type of crime and perceived sex of oftenders
12-19 (1,029,000) . 13.0 1.1 b, 11.1 _
. .6 b .
20~34 (1,930:000) 100.0 b 4 61 17.9
- . 2 2.9
35-49 (485,000) 109.0 Ba,2 14.9 6 27,5 20.8 35.3 2 perceived sex of offenderS
30-64 (155,000 100.0 :‘8-3 1907 b, 3 1.2 83.5 2.0 e mr_ taleand —Hot Wmown and
and over (57,000) 100'3 50'8 bo* 8.9 bl'g bg'g 87.3 51'7 Type of crime Total male ferale female not available
. : . 14.6 by’ B 90.1 ’ .
fgﬁémgeta;;:&y not add to total shown because of .0 2.3 b12.3 ‘83.1 gg'g Crimes of violence (1 ,928,000) 100.0 79.7 .-(7).1 .11.5 .;.7
. er of victimizations sh 81pcludes d : Rape  (32,000) 100.0 79.9 .0 13.8 3
parentheses. shown in pincludes data on rape, not shown separately. Robbery (662,000) 100.0 89.5 2.9 6.0 8.6
sample cases, is on zero or on about 10 or fewer Robbery with injury (214,000) 100.0 89.4 %39 85.1 :1.5
+ is statistically unreliable. Robbery without injury (449 ,000) 100.0 89.6 5.4 6.5 1.6
i Assault  (1,234,000) ‘ 100.0 74,0 9.8 14.6 1.6
Aggravated agsault (525,060) 100.0 79.7 4a1 14.2 .1
gimple assault (709,000) 100.0 7044 13.3 14.9 2.3
&ggtimase, ‘based on zeroc or on about 10 or fewer

ot add to total ghown bccause

r of victimizations shown in cally unreliable.

NOTE: Detail may u
of rounding. Numbe sample cases, i{s statistl

parentheses.

48 Criminal Victimization in the United States, 1482
A Criminal Victimization in the United States, 1882 49

AR

o RTINS AT SR

>
TR B TR



T e i

Y

B ks £ e badean

.

'50 Criminal Victimization in the United States, 1982

Criminai Victimization in the United States, 1982 51

T o ot ‘ 1982 Table 48. Personal crimes of violence, 1982;
. Persone imes of violence .
sbie ’ Percent distribution of multiple-offender victimizations, .
Percent distribution of muitiple-offender victimizations, by type of crime, age of victims,
by type of crime and perceived age of offenders and perceived age of offenders
Perceived age of offenders
- Perceived age of offenders -
. ' ALl . Ald All 21 Mixed Not known and Type of crime All All All 21 Mixed Nat known and
: 1 der 12 12-20 d over ages not available
Type of crime Tota under and o 8 and age of victias Total under 12 12-20 and over gges not available
Crimes of violence (1,928,000) 100.0 3.7 36.5 34.1 - 24.9 3.8 Crimes of wiolenmce® :
Rape (32,000) 100.0 2.0 8.4 830.4 30,4 %10.7 12-19 (639,000) 100.0 %7 63.9 10.8 22.6 b2.0
Robbery (662,000) 100.0 %0.2 37.4 35.4 21.6 atd 20~34 (889,000) 1000 b.7 22.2 47.2 26.4 3.6
Robbery with injury (214,000) 100.0 %.,0¢ 31.3 41.8 20.7 6.1 35-49 (236,000) 100.0 :o.s 20.8 41.8 30.4 6.4
Robbery without injury (449,000) 100.0 %9.3 40.2 32.3 22.0 5.2 50-64 (122,000) 1000 1.1 28.2 46,1 1.8 b7
Assault (1,234,000) 100.0 %9 36.2 33.5 26.6 a2 2,5 and over (41,000) 100.0 b.0 b32.7 40.2 .6 0.6
Aggravated assault (525,000) 100.0 1.1 28.7 38.8 28.7 2. ry
Simple assault (709,000) 100.0 %.8 41.8 29.6 25.0 2.8 12-19 (186,000) 100.0 m.o 6942 8.1 20.2 2.6
20-34 (302,000) . 100.0 bO.S 26.7 46.0 22,1 b 447
NOTE: Detall may not add to total shown because of ®Estimate, based on zero or on about 10 or fewer ] gg::z Egg.gggg :.ggag "o.g b;g-l; gg.: Zg.z 2.2
rounding., Number of victimizations shown in sample cases, is statistically unreliable. €5 ond ov;r (26,000 . 100-0 "0.0 %1.9 539 H 6:1 b22:7
parentheses. Assault . . ) .
: 12-19 (435,000) 100.0 b0 62.5 11.8 23.3 b4
] 20-34 (577,000) 100,0 :c.a 20.3 47.7 28.5 2.7
3 35-49 (147,000) 100.0 1.0 21,7 . 41.0 32.1 5.3
7 \ E 50-64 (58,000) 100.0 L 34,0 36.5 5@.1 b5.0
_ %F’ 65 and over (15,000) 100.0 N.0 B37.0 b35.8 .0 bi9.2
‘ Table 47. Personal crimes of violence, 1962: :
; ’ § NOTE: Detail may not add to total shown becsuse of &Includes data on rape, not shown separately.
. Percent distribution of multiple-offender victimizations, 3 rounding. Number of victimizations shown in timate, based on zero or on about 10 or fewer
7 by type of crime and perceived race of offenders qj parentheses. saaple cases, is statistically unreliable.
i . T4 -
i Perceived race of offenders j
t All All All Mixed Not known and %
; Type of crime Total white black other races not available g
. Crimes of violence (1,928,000) 100.0 53.2 34.6 3.9 a 6.0 2.4 - E Table 49. Personai crimes of violsnce, 1982:
: Rape (32,000) 100.0 64.8 2.8 %1 18.3 %.0 -
; Robbery (662,000) 100.0 25.8 61.1 3.5 7. 2.4 : Percent distribution of muitiple-offender victimizations,
j Robbery: with injury (214,000) 100.0 33.1 56.8 3.5 7.3 2.3 by type of crime, race of victims,
Robbery without injury (449,000) 100.0 22.4 63.2 - 4.5 7.1 2.9 and perceived race of offenders
£ Assault (1,234,000) 100.0 67.6 20,8 4,1 5.1 2.4
¢ Aggravated assault (525,000) 100.0 63.0 24.0 4.7 5.6 I
Simple assault (709,000) 100.0 70.9 18.5 3.7 4.6 2.3 Type of crine T T lmiv_ed___ﬁce___*mmg::; R TTTw T
l . . [s] wWh Al
: NOTE: Detail may not add to total shown because of 8ggtimate, based on zero or on about 10 or fewer and race of victims Total white black other races not available
i roulnd::g. Number of victimizations shown in sample cases, is statistically unreliable, Crimes of violence®
H parentheses, White (1,521,000) 100.0 63.3 24.8 4.2 6.0 1.7
; . Black (365,000) 100.0 13.6 74.9 b .8 5.0 47
f Robbery
white (450,000) 100,0 35.1 5046 paet R b6
Black (192,000) 100.0 945 85.4 1.1 549 b2 1
Assault '
White (1,045,000) 100.0 75.5 14.0 b4'2 bS.l b .3
Black (167,000) 100,0 20,5 64.7 2.7 4.1 1.9
NOTE: Detail may not add to total showm because of AIncludes data on rape, not shown separately,
] rounding, Number of victimizations shown in Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is
* : parintheses. statistically unreliable,
: §
; f
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Table 50. Personal crimes, 1962: : _ .: ; . oL ; ; Table 52. Personal crifes of violence, 1982:
Number of incidents and vlctlmlzations e = . Number and percent distribution of incidents,
and ratio of incidents to victimizations, v . : : ; by type of crime and victim-offender relatiorship
by type of crime , ‘ o o ,
- = Pes—— — —— ——ALL tocidents - lavolving strangers |  Invoiving nonstrangers
Type of crime : Incidents Victimizations ° ratio Type of crime Number Percent Number Percent “Number Percent
— T 301,000 T 6.459.,000 11,17 Crimes of violence ) 5,501,000 100.0 3,454,000 62.8 2,047,000 . 37.2
Rape 162,000 ~ 153,000 ‘ 1:1.08 Rape . 142,000 100.0 91,000 63.9 51,000 36.1
Completed rape 45,000 . 46,000 1:1.03 Robbery : 1,149,000 100,0 936,000 . 8L.4 213,000 18.6
Attempted rape : 98,000 106,000 1:1.09 g ( B Robbery with injury ’ 357,000 100.0 278,000 77.7 80,000 22.3
Robbery 1,149,000 1,334,000 1:1.16 : ; : ; From serious assault 175,000 100.0 145,000 82.9 30,000 17.1
Robbery with injury . 357,000 . 414,000 © 1:1.16 v From minor assault 182,000 100.0 132,000 72.7 50,000 27.3
From sefious assault 175,000 213.000 v 1:1.22 : S Robbery without injury 792,000 100.0 * 658,000 83.1 134,000 16.9
From minor assault 182,000 202,000 1:1.11 . Assault 4,210,000 100.0 2,428,000 57.7 1,782,000 42.3
Robbery \d.thout injury 792,000 919,000 1:1.16 ‘ Aggravated assault 1,381,000 100.0 868,000 62.3 514,000 37.2
. Assault 4,210,000 4,973,000 1:1.18 » with injury 494,000 - 100.0 286,000 57.8 208,000 42.2
i Aggravatied gsaun; 1,381,000 1,754,000 1:1.27 . . Attempted assault with weapon 887,000 100.0 582,000 65.6 305,000 344
, With fijary 494,000 587,000 1:1.19 . Simple assault . - 2,829,000 100.0 1,560,000 55.2 1,269,000 44,8
Attempted assault with weapon - . 887,000 1,167,000 1:1.32 With injury 759,000 100.0 335,000 44,2 624,000 55.8
Simple- sissault 2,829,000 3,219,000 1:1.14 Attempted assault without weapon 2,070,000 100.0 1,225,000 59.2 845,000 40.8
; With injury 759,000 859,000 1:1,13 :
H Attempted assault without weapon 2,070,000 2,360,000 1:1.14 . NOTE: Detail may not add to total shown because of rounding,
: Crimes of theft ~ 15,377,000 15,553,000 1:1.01 -
: Personal larceny with contact 565,000 577,000 1:1.02
. Purse snatching 175,000 177,000 1:1.01
H Completed purse snatching . 129,000 131,000 1:1,02
2 Attempted purse snatching 46,000 46,000 1:1.01 -
Packet picking 391,000 399,000 - 1:1.02 -
4 Personal larceny without contact 14,812,000 14,976,000 1:1.01 Table 53. Personal and housahoid crimes, 1982:
g —— T o s — Percent distribution of incidents,
} NOTE: Detail may not ade o tots o o . by type of crime and time of occurrence
; ‘ ‘
i . —
A ’ = . Daytime Nighttime Not known
E 6 a.m.~ 6 pemo— Hidnight- Not and not
? » Type of crime Total 6 p.m. Total midnight 6 a.m. known available
D ‘ Table 51. Personal crimes of violence, 1982: All personsl crimes 100.0  48.2 39.7 23.4 10.3 6.0 12.1
¥ Percent distribution of incidents, v Crimes of violence 100.0 47.6 52.1° : ’ ‘
_ 36.5 15.2 0.4 0.3
by victim-offender relationship, type of crime, & gggger }ggg 2;6 67,4 3.1 32.2 2.1 2.0
K tim : y . .3 52,5 36.7 15.5 2.3 .3
)f and number of victims ; . Robbery with injury 10040 40.2 59.8 37.3 22.4 2.6 2.0
v . , : From serious assault 100.0 32.6 67.4 8.8 28.6 2.0 %.0
i Dot of vietims . : _From minor assault ‘ 100.0 47,5 52.5 35.9 16.5 %0.0 . %0.0
23 : —~— —_ Four or : Asl;zg:ecry witliout injury igg.g 20.4 49.2 36.4 12.4 2.4 0.4
) : . 8.2 51.5 36,5 14.5 o .
P Relationship and type of crime Total One Two Three  nore Aggrevated assault 100.0 0.7 591 399 1578 '8.A -:g.g
E AlL incideats v with injury 7 100.0 33.7 66.3 41.4 2446 20.4 3.0
! Crimes of violence . : 100.0 88.6 8.4 1.9 1.0 Attempted asgault with weapon 100.0 44.6 55.1 39.1 15.5 0.4 0.3
{ Rape ; 100.0 94.8 2.3 80 .0 Siople assault 100.0 519 47.7 34.9 12.4 2.5 0.4
: Robbery 100.0 92.0 6.5 a5 85 With injury 100.0 46.6 93.1 38.2 14.9 %9.0 204
! Robbery with injury 100.0 90.7 . 7.5 %% % Attempted assault without weapon 100.0 53.8 45,7 33.7 11.5 %0.6 %.5
b Robbery without injury 100.0 925 6.0  *L1 % Crimee. of theft loo.0 48 4 35.2 18.6 8.5 8.1 16.3
I Assault 100.0 87.5 9. - 2.2 1.2 Personal larceny with contact 100.0 64.2 34,1 28.2 5.2 %0.8 2.6
i Aggravated agsault : 100.0 82.8 13.7 3.4 2.2 purse enatching 100.0 69.4 30.6 - 27.4 23,2 %0.0 %0.0
! Simple assault 100.0 89.8 7.9 1.6 0.7 ockeb plck.ng 100.0 61.9 35.7 28.5 6.1. 1.1 $2.4
; . X Personal larceny without contact 100.0 47.8 35.3 18.3 8.7 8.3 16.9
L Involving strangers ’ . . ’
e Crimes of violence ; 100.0 88.2 8.8+ 1.8 1.2 ALl household crimes 100.0. 27.3 45.3 14.3 7.3 138 - o204
3 Rape 100,02 93.2 5.3 ™. %.0 Burglary 100.0 35.1 344 " 15.8
{ L e 0. . o - . 11.8 . R
i Robbery ~ 100.0 92,7 5.8 8.0 %0.6 Porcible entry 100.0 39.3 378 19.0 10.8 3.3 ;g.a
b Robbery with injury ~ 100.0 91.4 7.0 80,8 %0,9 Unlawful entry without force 100.0 36.0 29.2 12,9 10.6 5.7 34.8
¥ Robbery without injury 100.9 93.2 5.3 81,0 .5 Attempted foroihle-a utry 100.0 28.2 39.4 16.8 15.4 7.5 32.4
§fi Asscult 100.0 = 86.3 10.1 L 2.2 1.5 Household Larcenv-~— == 109.0 22.1 50.0 12.1 19.8 18.1 27.9
ok Aggravated assault 100.0 22.0 1246 3.0 2,5 ‘Less £ian §30 : 10650 22.2 45.8 11.0 | 15.2 19.5 32.0
W B Simple assault -300.0 88.7 8.7 1.7 .9 izp az mo:e {Labl ‘ St . igo.o 22,5 52,7 13.1 23.5 16.1 24.8
b Yavolving nonstranger: ’ ount not available : ' 0.0 28.9 32.4 9.0 9.4 14.1 : 38.7
X Crines of viclence - 100.0  89.3 7.8 2.1 0.8 Actenpted larceny 100.0 14.3 74.3 15.6 36.1 22.7 11.3
i Rape 100.0 97.5 s 2.0 2.0 Motor vehicle theft ‘ ) 100.0 25.4 64.8 23.3 26.5 15.0 9.8
8 Robbery 100.0 88.9 9.4 a’s 2.4 Completed theft . 100.0 27.9 63.0 25.0 26,9 1.1 9.1
1 Robbery with injury 100.0 88.5 2., 2 a3 Attempted theft 100.0 19.8 68.8 19.6 25.6 23.5 11.4
: Robb ithout i ) 100.0 89. &, s. %, - '
: A.n:ul:ry without injury 100.0 33 ,} 7,: ;,g 0,3 NOTE: Detail may not add to total shown beclule of 2gatimate, based on zero or on about 10 or fewer.sample
Aggravated assault 100.0 86.2 10.1 4,0 - 3.6 rounding. : cases, is statistically urreliable.
. Simple assault 160.0 91.1 6.8 1.5 %.6

NOTE: Detail may not add to total shown

because of rounding.
8Estimate, based on zero or on about 10 or

fewer sample cases, 17 etatistically
unrelisble.
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Table34. Personal robbery and assault -

by armed or unarmed offenders, 1882: -

Percent distribution of incidents, by type of crinie
and offender and time of occurrence

Daytime Nighttime
Not known
: 6 a.m.~ b 6 petie—- Midnight- Not .and not
Type of crime and offender Total 6 p.m. Total midnight 6 a.n, known available
Robbery

By armed offenders 160.0 39.1 60.6 38.9 21.3 .4 %.3
By unarmed offenders 100.0 5444 45.4 34,7 10.4 .2 .2

Asgsult’ ' oy
By armed offenders 100.0 41.4 58.5 39,5 18.5 %0.4 2,2
100.0 51.2 48.4 35.3 C12.7 .4 %0.4

By unarmed offenders

‘Esthute, baged on about 10 or fewet unple cases, is

NOTE: Detsil may not add to total shown because of
statistically unreliable.

rounding,

Tatle 55. Personal crimes of viclence, 1982:

Percent distribution of incidents,

by victim-offender relationship, type of crime,
and timé of occurrence

Daytime Nighttime
’ Not known
6 2.8 6 pume- Midnight~ Not and not
Relationship 2and type of crise Total 6 pol. Total midnight 6 a.m, known available
Involving strangers ‘ . .

Cri--3 of violence 100.0 44,5 55.2 38,2 © 1645 0.5 %.3
Rape 100.0 32.8 67.2 28.5 37.0 8.7 2.0
Robbery o 100.0 47.1 52,5 36.9 15.3 5.4 2.3
Asgault - 100.0 43.9 55.7 39.1 16.2 %.5 .4

Invoiving nonstraogers . ' ’

Crimes of violence 100.0 52.8 46.9 33.6 12.9 %.3 %.3
Rape 100.0 32.3 67.7 44,1 . 23,6 %0 %.0
Robbery 100.0 47.8 52.2 35.6 16.6 2.0 %.0
Assault 100.0 54,0 45.6 33.1 12.2 %.5 4.3

8Egtinate, based on zero or on about 10 or fever sample

NOTE: Detail uy not add to total shown because of
cages, is statistically unreliable,

rounding,

Table 56. Selected personal and household crimes, 1982:

Percent distribution of incidents, by type of crima
and place of occurrence

On street
or in psrk,
- : <. playground, -
Inside Near XIoside non- schoolground,
E owm own residential Ingide and parking
Type of crime Total home - home building school lot Elsewhere
Crives of violence . 100.0 12.7 11.6 15.2 '4,9 41.9 13.7
Rape 100.0 29.0 %10.5 8.7 1.5 38,1 13.8
Fobbery 100.0 10.9 11.1 9.3 © 3d 58.1 7.5
Robbery with injury 100.0 11.3 . 16.8 7.8 %.8 . 58.6 10,7 .
Robbery without injury 100.0 10.7 11.3 10.0 o7 42 57.8 6.}
Assault ' 100.0 12,7 11.8 17,0 5.5 37.7 15.4
Aggravated assault 100,0 12.2 13.2 12.6 2.7 42,1 - 17.3
Simple assault 100.0 12.9 1141 19,2 . . 649 35.5 l4.4
Personsl lerceny with coantact 100.0 £2.0 2,7 48.1 L 36 3.5 9.1
Motor vehicie theft 100.0 2.1 35,5 3.3 " %90 53.1 Tl
Completed theft 160.0 % .6 34.8 4,0 9,0 53.8 5.9
Attempted theft 100.0 .0 37.0 4.9 %.0 51.5 9.6

Sgstimate, based on zero or on about 10 or fewar sample

NOTE: Detail may nct add to total shown becsuse of
: cases, is statistically unrelisble,

rounding,

54 Criminal Victimization in the United States, 1982

Table 57. Personal robbery and assauit '
by armad or unarmed offenders, 1962:

Percent distribution of incidents, b
and offender and place of oocur’rer?cteype of crlme

B On street
J or ia park,
R 1 N
) . 21,3:1de Near Inside non- ’ Ecﬁfﬁfg:ﬁﬁ,;d‘, -
E »

Type of crime and offender Total ~'home t‘:::e ::;.:g::;"‘l ::n:ide - and parking - |
mobbery p chool 1ot Elsewhere
By arsed offenders 100.0 i . '
By unarmed offenders * 100.0 ' :g'g :g:é g’z *0.8 62,2 6.8
Assanlt . 5.2 5444 8.2

By armed offenders 100.0 : '
. 11.5 .
By unaraed offenders 100.0 13.2 10:8 o 23 329 17.0
: . -8 35.4 14.6

NOTE: Detail aay not add t
rounding. Y 0 total shown because of

3
Estimate, based on about 10 or £
statistically unreliable. CWer sanple cases, is

Tablo 58. Personai crimes of violence, 19682:
Percent disiribution of incidents,

by victim-offender relationshi
and place of occurrence T type of crime,

On street
" or iwn park;
1
Relationship and Inside Near Inside non~ gcl:gg;:::::t;d
£7p8 oF oribe Total :::e :Hn :eeidential Inside and parking ’
ome uilding school
— — 00. lot Elsewhere
Crimes of violence 100.0
Bace . . . 3.1 9.9 i7.6
Rape 100.0 22.4 519 L% 53 9t 9.3
Aoopery wg:g 2.(5) lg.; 10.5 2.2 g 65:7 ‘:g
favolvtug vonat - » . "20.8 " 3.3 49.0 12.7
c:;::: of violence 100.0 25.6 14.5 11.0 ) 8.2 4
o O - A
sault . . . . :
_ ~ 100.0 23.8 14.7 11.8° i 2 :92'3

NOTE:
rourdt ngf“u may not add to total shown because of

Py .
Estidate, based on zero or on about 10 o

r £
cases, is statistically unrelisble. cer aanple

Griminal Victimization in the United Statey, 1982 55
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2 7 B o -Teble 62, Personal crimes of violence, 1982: g
i E Table 59. Personal crimes of violence, 1982: Percent distribution ?; llncld:'ms, ¢ e
1 ! . by victim-offender relationship, type of crime, =
i L Percent distribution between stranger and nonstranger and number of offenders
i # incidents within place of occurrence, by type of crime 3
¥ Relationship Four or Xot known and -
i On street and type of crime Total One Two Three more not available
;’ or in park, - -
| playground, All incidents : o ’ Sy
: Inside Near Inside non- scheriground, Grimes of violence 100.0 70.7 .13.3 58 7.1 2
- Type of crime and R own own residential Inside and parking Rape 100.0 8l.1 101. 1 3.1 8.6 - 1.0
victin-offender relationship - home home building school lot Elsewhere Robbery 160.0 50.6 23.8 14,0 9.8 1.8
, Robbery with injury 100.0 47.1 . 26.7 14.4 3.; :32 .
Crimes of vioclence 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 . Robbery without injury 100.0 52,2 22.6 13.8 . .
; Stranger . ¢ 25,1 53.6 73.1 37.8 80.1 50.0 Assault 100.0 75.8 10.6 4.9 6.5 2.2
f Nonstranger 74.9 46.4 2649 62.2 19.9. 30.0 Aggravated assault 100,0 69.8 11.9 5.2 8.8 4:2
E Rape 100.0 - #100.0 #1000 %100.0 - 100.0 100.0 Siaple assault 100.0 78.7 9.9 4.8 5.4 1.2
2 Stranger 49.2 32.6 :41-.1 '128 0 SB17 :43.1 Iuvolving straugers
g Nonstranger - 50.8 7.6 52.9. .0 18.3 #856.9
: Robbery 100.0 ° 163.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 Crimes of violence 100.0 62,2 16.3 8.9 9.4 22
- : Ra 100.0 81.6 7.7 8.4 5.7 1.6
1 Stranger 37.1 75.6 92.4 56.7 +92.1 68.5 pe .
f 2 ’ o Robbery 100.0 45.4 26.2 15,5 i0.9 2,0 =
: Nonstranger 62.9 2444 %7.6 43,3 7.9 31.5 5 %
ult Robbery with injury 100.0 40.0 30.4 15.6 11.2 .8
T Assault 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 ry a
y Robbery without injury”™ 100.0 41.7 26.4 15.5 10.7 1.7
! Stranger 20.4 47.3 70.6 34.3 7541 47.7 -
’ Nonstranger 79.6 52.7 "29.4 -~ 65.7 24.9 52.3 . Assauit 100.0 67.9 12.9 6.6 8.9 3.7
g : ' ' ' Aggravated assault 100.0 61.6 14.0 6.5 111 6.7
NOTE: Detail may not add to total shown because of 85gtimate, based on zero or on about 10 or fewer sample Simple assault ) 100.0 71.4 12.2 6.6 7.7 2.0
| rounding. cases, 1s statistically unreliable. Involving ncastrangers . . -
{ ' Crimes of violence - : 100.0 85.0 283 2 3.4 0.2
- Rape , . 100.0 80.2 VG5 6 Ha %.0
Robbery 100.6 <7344 13.6 e 2 5.3 %.7
‘ Robbery with injury 100.0 71.7 12,5 0 Tree=B5 Do
¥ o Ro:;ery without injury igg-g ggog 1; g ; ‘g's ,é';‘ —
. . J Assault o . . - 3.2 . = . )
: Tale 0. Larcaes ot o e st me  mr w3 o =
: victim-offender contact, 1252: : : :
4 Percent distribution of incidents, by type of crime MOTE: Detail may not add to total shown because of ‘Eltiuate, :“:S o:a::::j.::lin ::::ﬂ:&:t fever -
d and place of occurrence rounding. dample cases, 18 8 y *
. |
L Type of crime and " Percent within Percent of et
TR place of occurrence type total 5
i Total 100.0 :
Bousehold larceny 100.0 39.6 Table 63. Peracnal crimes of violernce, 1082: . X
3 L i
g Tnalde oW mome i s Percent of incidents in which offenders used weapons,
£ e by type of crimo and victim-cffender relationship
3 Personal larceny without contact : e = 000 60.4
5 Inside nonresidential building ©17.8 10.8 -
¢ Inside school - 7.3 10,5 Involving Involving -
" On street or in park, playground, - Type of crime i#}e;tdontl strangers nonstrangers .
3 schoolground, and parking lot . 47.1 28.4 . - e
; Elsewhere . 17.8 10.7 Crimes of violaace " 3.4 3.8 .zs.o
" . - Rape w1746 21.5 106
L 3 NOTE: Detail may not add to total shown because of rounding. g,,gb“y 46.8 49 .8 33.3
% - +ss Represents not applicable,. Robbery with injury - "41.8 . 460 27.3 v
L Robbefy without injury 49.0 sl 3.9
L Assault 30,3 33, . B}
L Aggravated asssult 92.4 R 94.5 88,7 ;
§§ 2ggtinate, based on atout 10 or fewer brngéludes date on simple assault, i
-\ o sample cases, :l.l stztistically unreli- which by definition does not involve :
§ ~ Teble 61. Larcenies not involving able. the use of a weapon, . i
i victim-offender contact, 19682; - i
Percent distribution of incidents, by type of crime, A
- place of occurrence, and value of theft loss :
- =Y 3 il .%
Type of crime and . Lees than §50 Amount not Attempted - "
place of occurrence . $50 or more available larceny e
Total 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 )
Household larceny 40,2 39.8 45.5 4.0 AN
Inside own home 4.5 6.7 9.3 3.1 T
o Near own home 35.7 33.1 36.3 40.8 ’ ‘
’ Persousl larceny without contact 59.8 60.2 54.5 56.0
, L Ingide residential building ' 11.8 10.4 1244 8.8
B Inside school 17.7 3.5 7.5 2.2
On street or in park, playground, . .
schoolground, and parking lot 21.3 33.8 23.1 38.0
Elsewhere 8.9 1246 116 7.0 N
NOTE: . Detail may not add to total shown becwuse of rounding. ® . . o ‘/ : .
| Criminal Victimization in the United States, 1982 57,
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'fable 66. Personal crizaes of violsnce, 1982:

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

~ Table®4. Personal crimes of violence, 1962:
Percent distribution of types of weapons used
in incidernits by armed offenders, by victim-offender
relationship, type of crime, and type of weapon

t

&
£
5

; : 2 ; _Robbery : Assault
; y ) : ] ) . . Type ) Crimes of * With Without
E Relattonlhilp and ‘t_:ype of crime » Total Firearm Knife Other “unknown Characteristic violence Rape - - Total injury injury Tota/l,z—f " Aggravated Simple
All fucidents o R B " Sex ' ]
cr:;: of viclence 1000 32.0 30:0~ . 34.5 3.4 g Male , 74.8 5.0 60.8 72:4 . 55.5 78.6 81.5 76.7
Robbery 100.0 ®37.9 251.0 1.1 %.0 4 Female - 7765 - BBL2 66.8 79.8 60.9 78.2 7.5 78.4
:  Robbery with fnjury l00.0 3.2 %.7 21,9 3.3 g Race : \
Robbery without injury 100.0 8203 2.8 e 3-8 2 White ] 76.5 . 88.6 66.4 75.8 61.6 78.4 8l.3: 77.0 :
: Agg:a;.::g assault 100.0 2972 6.8 s 3-2 3 Black 69.6 82.8 52.1 71.4 46.5 78.1 75.7 80.7
H t ury ) 100.6 17.5 20 P 0 . . % “ »
; . . . 55.8 5.9 Ao i ‘
Attempted assault with weapon . 10040 34.6 29.% . 33.4 2.5 s 12-19 75.6 86.4 i 6647 80.3 62.4 77.3 79.7 76,0
H Iovolving strangers : - ;:3 20~34 77.3 90.5 64..5 74.2 59.7 30.1 81.5 79.3
Grincs of violence 100.0 31.7 30.3 36,8 ’ , 35-49. 71.6 4.3 58.9  © 79.8 48.6 74.8 76.3 7441
: Rape 100.0 Cd o3 S ,35 4 5 50~64 70.6 8746 55.9... 70.67 47.6 78.7 80.3 77.8
i zbb.ty ] 100.0 0.3 e . 199 90 65 and over 65.4 #100.0 550 %1.8 51.6 74.2 78.9 71.8
T ggravated assault o 6 - ) e o i 2 - ety
100.0 26.7. 26.1 S 7 % | 3.1 8Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases
Involving nonstzcogers . b . ’
. . _ e 1is statistically unreliable.
Crimés of violence ) 100.0 32.8 29.3 33.7 4.2 ; ] e
Zoube 100.0 #54.0 C &6,7 . 49,3 %0 7 &
24 100.0 23.4 38.3 35.8 8.5 4
Aggravated ls.gult 100.0 33.9 28.0 3.6 4.5 ’:"Ej
: S
gt‘lic'ﬁunzlf:au l:i' not add to total shown :l discuseed under “Use of ﬂnpon-." f‘ .
tclpondenur:::e :g;e :::u::e':::nr : f::t-.:u'lb‘“d . e ogion sbout 10 or 5*; Table 67. Personal cimes.of violence, 1962:
s 4
x veapons outnumbered incidents, unreltabin.. e 18 statistically £ "L Percent distribution of self-protective measures employed
' ) £ - by victims, by type of measure and type of crime
Ei ' ﬁbbety Assault
- IS Crimes of ' with Without Aggra=~ :
e : > . S e %‘ ’ Self-pretective measure L violence Rape Total . injury injury Total vated Simple
~Tabie©5. Personal crimes of violence. 1962 S o RS hi - - -
Percent of vietimt atlo“ , nce, 1962: T : 3 Total 100.0 106.0  .100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
measures, by % of n:i n which victims took self-protective 2 Used or brandished firearm or knife C L9 8.0 1.7 2.5 a8 2.0 3.4 12 _
4 y type of crime and victim-offender relationship 1 Used physical force or otlier weapon 25.9 16.9 29.3 36.2 24.6 25.6 24,2 26.4
i Trivd to get help or frighten offender - 1847 29.3 25.6 30.0 22.6 16.8 . 17.5 16.4
¥ Threatened or reasoned with offender: = 18.9 19.5 14.3 11.4 16.3 19.8 17.3 21,3
Type of crime A1l Invalving Iavolving ) Nonviolent resistance, including evasion 30.1 29.0 25.7 18.4 30.6 31,1 2.3 30,1
; ‘ oL ¢ victinfzations _strangers nonstrangers } Other & . . ) 4.4 85,4 E: 1N 2.6 4.0 4.6 4.7 4.6
= ) - i * s :
( . crm-h” of 7iolence 75,5 74.2 i " 117 NOTE: Detail may not add to total shown because of izations, as discussed under “Victim self-protection.”
3 Robbery : ) : g;': 87.1 89.5 g rounding. 'Becduse some respondents gave more than one 9Estimate, baced on about 10 or fewer sample cases;-fs. . ] C
Robbery with injury '75:2 gg:: . ;;~g o ] L answer, self-protective res out red victim statistically unreliable, . e -
From serious sssaulit 69.5 68.1 7509 e &
Frou minor assault 81.1 78.0 - " 89.6 B e
: Assault . . 78.4 78.9 77.8 : (
i Mg:n:ated agsault 80.3 79.7 ~ 81k - 3
tk injury N Gl ; i :
i Attempted assault with veapon : Zg g ;g'g :i'z L % Table 68. Peraonal crimes of violence, 1962:
7 W * . . i . .
N S te ke . 4 A T6a o ; Percent distribution of self-protective measures employed
Attempted assault without weapon %0 i ;;:; g;: ;o o : : Tk by victims, by se,lecte,_drchargcteristlcs of victims )
* /' ) = ] Sex . . Race
ftf i Self-protective measure : ‘ ! Both gexes- - - Male Female “White Black .
4 : Total : L ~ 10000 100.0 100.0 1000 - 100.0
e 1 i g Used or brandished firearm or knife S e 2.7 “0.8 - 1.7 . 3.2
Used phyeical force or other. weapon i 2549 31.8 1747 - 26.3 . 23,5
5 3 Tried to get help or frighten offender \ 18,7 12,7 27,2 & 18.3 : 21.7
s ¢ oy Threatened or reasonéd with offender : 18.9 ’ 20.2 17.1 ; 18.9 17.6 .
5 i Nonviolent resistance, including evasion 30,1 28.4 328 30.0 31.8 s
¥ - ‘ Other 4.4 4.3 © 4.6 4.7 2.2
't b : ; . - o ‘ : .
i ! NOTE: Detail may not add to total shown because of rounding. ot
o | : - | &
: i ; / . '
i;: R i ! ‘V“ ’
i o . A
e !
i
s , 3 .
i 58  Crinsinal Victin ‘ ‘ "
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‘Tabie 69. Personai robbery and assault, 1982;

Percent of victimizations in which |
injury, by selected characteristics ‘gfc?imct?nsl: sat:‘i'n:yl:’gl;yfsg'a':m o )

g

Characteristic oy
and assault
= Robbery Assault
g:{.h gexes 29
" o5
rate 26.0 510 272
- 32.0 ’ 31.4 32:3
12-15
1215 29,7 |
i i3 |
202 31.9 28'0 T ?
25-3 29.2 37.0 23
35-48 , 27.5 32.8 %0
65 and over 27,1 35:9 ;; .0'
o 2.5 32.9 22
White .
Black Faat >
o 25.9 23 ‘Z ' e
ctim-offender relationship | i
Strangers
Nonstemmers 26.7 29.5 25.6
r— 34,4 38.1 34 :0
;;agogh:;l $3,000 35.3
1000-57 453 . 32.
$7,500-59.999 N 3 s
§10,000—$14,999 ‘ 20 A 2
S15s000 1,999 26.7 25.7 373 o
$25,000 and over 227 . 3
Not available §7 v e | 3;&3
0.6 " a1,
%Estimate, based on ’ . — =
about !y or s |
ie statiséically unren:bl:: OF fower smple canes: |
;able 70. Personal crimes of violencs, 1982:
a:;g:’;te ts)f ;ictimizatio_ns in which victims incurred medical
oxp , by selectad characteristics of victims ‘
nd type of crime | ’
{
Charactaristic ey ‘
violence® :
p— Robbery Assault
All racesP 6
White 3 |
o
' ‘ . 5. . .
ictin-of tender relaticaship 1 ¥ e
Strzagers . .
Nonstrangers : 7 .t it /‘ ‘ 'i
| . 5.1 7 ;
NOTE: Daca include onl. : y : - = | |
Y those victimi- A ‘ :
zation t I ‘.
taiu:y’tﬁckggi! c:;.c::;:n‘k::w ':::hicu- 4 g;:;ir;:::yéa“ on “other" o
. : » incurre. “cess not
::: ::::ntn::,’::hu::;e;ble to estimate, ::::ni-:::‘ t;::eld, bou .
. sed, . atat.
Includes dete o rape. mat shown sumple cascs, is luuu:c:fl;ru:::i.;nble
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Table 71. Pbrsonal robbery and assault, 1982;

Percent of victimizations in which injured victims
incurrad medical expenses, by selected characteristics

of victims and type of crime

Rotbary
Characteristic and assault Rebbery Assault
Race
All races® 20.3 22,0 19.8
White 20.7 b24.0 19.9
Black 18.7 13.2 21.0
Victim-offender relationship
Strangers 23.0 523°8 22.7
Nonstrangers 16.7 15.9 16.8

NOTE: Data include only those victim-
izations in which victima knew with cer-
-tainty that medical expenses were incurred
and also knew, or were able to estimate,
the amount of such expenstes,

%1ncludes data on “"other” races, not

hown separately.
stimatc, based on about 10 or fewer
sample cases, is statistically unreliable,

Table 72. Personal crimes of viclence, 1982:

Percent distribution of victimizations in which injured
victims incurred medical expenses, by seiected characteristics
of victims, type of crime, and amount of expenses

Characteristic and Less $50~- $250
type of crime Total than $50 $249 or more
Race
All races®
Crimes of violence? 100,0 15.9 50.1 34.0
Robbery 100.0 17.9 46,0 36.1
Assault 100.0 15.5 51,1 33.4
White
Crimes of violence® 100.0 16.0 50.2 33.7
Robbery 100.0 €18.5 42,0 39.5
Assault 100.0 15.4 52,5 32.1
Black - ‘
Crimes of violence® 100.0 €13.5 47 .6 38,9
Robbery 100.0 €18.7 €%4,0  C17.4
Assault 100.0 €13.4 €42.8 43,8
Victim-offender relationship
Iavolving strangers
Crimes of violence 100.0 13,2 48,5 38.3
Robbery 100.0 €15.6 47,0 37.4
Assault 100.0 12.1 49.5 38.4
Involving uonscnngega
Crizes of violence 100.0 21,1 53.0 25,9
Robbery 100.0 ©29.8 €40.9 £29.3
Assault 100.0 20.5 53.4 26,1

NOTE: Detsil may not add to total shown
because of rounding. Data include only
those victimizations in which victims knew
with certainty that medical expenses were
incurred and also knew, or were able to
estinate, the amount of such expenses.

81ncludes dota on “"other” races, not

ghown separately. :
Includes dats on rape, not shown
separately,

CEstimate, based on about 10 or fewer
casep, is statistically unreliable.
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Table 73. Personal crimer of ﬁfﬂﬂom, 1962:

Percent of victimizations in which injured victims
had health insurance coverage or were eligible ,
for public medical services, by selected characteristics

e s e e R TI

of victims
Characteristic Percent covered
Race
" All races® 72.1
White 71.0
' Black 75.9
Annusi family income
Less than $3,000 6l.1
$3,000-57,499 68.9
$7,500-89,999 76.4
$10,000-$14,999 65.2
$15,000 or more 78.3

NOTE: Data include only those victim-
izations in which victims received nmedical
attention.

2Includes data on "other” races, not
shown separately,

Table 74. Personal crimes of viclence, 1982:

Percent of victimizations in which victims
received hospital care, by selected characteristics
of victims and type of crime

Crimes
Characteristic of violence® Robbery Assault
Sex
Both sexes 7.3 8.0 6.7
Male . 7.5 8.9 7.0
Female 7.0 6.6 6.3
Age
12-19 5.2 6.8 b4
20-34 8.4 8.1 8.3
35~49 6.0 5.9 5.9
50-64 jo.1 b 8.3
65 and over 8.1 b3.1 b3.7
Race
White 6.8 8.6 6.1
Black . 10,3 6.0 11.8
Victim-offender relstionship
Straugers 7.6 8.1 6.9
Nonstrargers 6.7 8.0 6.5

21ncludes data on rape, not shown separately,
Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample
caseg, is statistically unreliable,

62 Criminal Victimization in the United States, 1982
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Table 75. Personal robbery and assault, 1982:

Percent of victimizations in which injured victims
received hospital caro, by seiected characteristics

of victims and type of crime
Robbery
Characteristic and assault Robbery Assault
Sex
Both sexes 23.8 25.9 23.2
Male 26.6 28.8 25.9
Female 19.8 21.0 19.5
Age
12-19 16.4 28.1 14.3
20~34 27.1 24 .6 27.8
35-49 21,5 418,0 22.8
50-64 34.8 231.7 37.7
65 and over 833.3 39.9 1.9
Race
White 21.8 25.6 20.9
Black 38.0 26.7 42,7
Victim-offender rzlationship ‘
Strangers 27.3 28,2 26.9
Nonstrangers 19.4 20.9 19.2

2ggtimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample

cases, is statistically unreliable.

Table 76. Personal crimes of violence, 1982

Percent distribution of victimizations in which
injured victims received hospital care, by sslected
characteristics of victims, type of crime,

and type of hogpitel care
In_gatienr. care
Characteristic and Emergency 1-3 4 days Not
type of criae Total room care Total days or more available
Sex
Both sexes

Crimes of violence® 100.0 82.8 17.1 8.4 8.4 By.3
Robbery 100.0 81.0 19.0 b0 12.0 %.0
Assault 100.0 82.9 17.1 8.7 7.9 5.4

Male

Crimes of violence® 100.0 7844 p2Le6 pllel 0.4 :o.o
Robbery 100.0 80.5 19,5 10.0 .5 0.0
Assault 100.0 77.6 22,4 1.6 10.9 bg.0

Female b

Crimes of violence® 160.0 90.3 b3+ 3.9 b"s.o b.8
Robbery 100.0 82.3 gn :o.o L;J :o.o
Assault 100.0 92.8 o2 3.5 o5 1.2

Race '
White -

Crimes of violence® 100.0 84.3 15.7 8.1 7.2 Bo.4
Robbery - 100.0 82.8 b7.2 5.9 by 4 Bg,0
Assault 100.0 84,1 15.9 8.0 7.3 %.5

Black -

Crimes of violence® 100.0 76.0 24,0 b19.2 b13.9 by.0
Robbery 100.0 8.4 b3).6 .0 b31.6 By.0
Assault 100.0 77.9 22.1 81,7 %10.4 8.0

Victim-offender relationship ’
Involving strangers

Crimes of violence 100.0 82,3 17.7 488 p. 89 5.0
Robbery 100.0 :80.0 20.0 3.5 11.5 0.0
Assault 100.0 82.7 17.3 8.5 8.8 b9.0

Involving nonstrangers )

Crimes of violence 100.0 84.0 p16+0 b 5"7.:. :o.9
Robbery 100.0 85.7 14,3 b0.0 4.3 20.0
Assault 100.0 83.3 16.7 by 0 6.6 1.1

NOTE:
because of rounding.

'Includes data on rape, not shown separately.

Detail may not add to total shown

bEu:itute, based on zero or on about 10 or
fewer sample cases, 15 statistically
ungeliable.
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Table 77. Personal and household crimes, 1062:

Percent of victimizations resuiting in economic loss,

by type of crim@ and type of loss : .
Theft 1 Danmage losses
ALl ALL i ALl =4
economic theft Wich Without damage With Hithout
Type of criae losses lossesn damage damage losses theft theft
All persocal crimes 76.1 70.4 8.0 62.4 13.7 8.0 5.7
Crises of violence 27.1 14,2 2.8 11.4 15.7 2.8 - 13.0
Rape 29.8 18.2 27.0 11.2 18.6 %7.0 11.6
Robbery 73.6 66.5 12.6 53.9 19.7 12.6 7.2
Robbery with injury 81.1 72.8 28.8 44,1 37.1 28.8 8.3
Robbery without injury 70.2 63.6 5.3 58.3 11.9 5.3 6.6
Assault 14.6 .o .o “eee 14.6 aee 14.6
Aggravat. i assault 19.8 aece sen sen 19.8 ees 19.8
Simple assault 11.7 see sen ees 11.7% wes 11.7
Crimes of theft 96.5 93.8 10.2 83.6 12.9 10.2 2.7
Personal larceny with contact 92.2 92.0. .0 91.0 1.2 2.0 8.2
Purse snatching 75,0 74.3 %0.0 74.3 %0.8 2.0 2.8
Focket picking 100.0 100.0 1.4 98.6 8.4 2.4 20.0
Personal larceny without contact 96.7 93.9 10.6 83.3 13.3 10.6 2.8
All bousehold crimes 920.2 79.6 12.8 66.8 23.4 12.8 10.6
Burglary 83.2 62.4 19.9 42.5 40.7 19.9 20.8
Porcible entry 93.8 78.7 56.2 22.5 71.3 56.2 15.1
Unlawful entry without force 85.8 83.7 3.8 79.9 5.9 3.8 2.1
Attempted forcible entry 64.9 3.0 1.9 1.1 63.8 1.9 61.9
Household larceny 95.1 93.0 8.0 85.0 10.1 8.0 2.1
Completed larceny 100.0 100.0 8.6 . 91.4 8.6 8.6 Y
Attempted larceny 2044 eee see ves 30.4 .se 30.4
Motor vehicle theft 89.4 68.8 12.5 56.3 33.1 12.5 20.6
Complated theft 100.0 100.0 18,1 81.9 18.1 18.1 voe
Atteapted theft 66.0 ces ses cee 66 .0 66.0
NOTE: Detail may not add to total shown becaize economic losges.”

of rounding. Because both theft and damage losses
cecurred in some victimizations, the sum of
entries under "All theft losses” and “All damage
losses” does not equal the entry shown under "All

»ss Repregents not applicable.
8ggtimate, based on zero or on about 10 or fewer
sample cases, is statistically unreliable.

Table 78. Personal erimes of violence, 1982:

Percent of victimizations resulting in economiic loss,

by type of crime, type of loss, \
and victim-offender relationship
“ Theft losses Danage losses
All All : All
econoaic victimi~ Involving Involving victimi- Involving Involving
Type of crime lozses zations strangers nonstrangers zations strangers nonstrangers
Crimes of wiolsace . 271 14.2 18.0 7.4 15.7 14.9 17.2
Rape 29.8 18.2 16.6 1.2 18.6 20.0 815.8
Robbery 73.6 66,5 66.5 66 .2 19.7 18.2 26.5
: Robbery with injury 81.1 72.8 74,7 66.4 37.1 36.5 39.2
: Robbery without injury 70.2 63.6 63.1 661 11.9 10.6 18.7
Assault 14,6 vee car .o 14.6 13.4 16.2
B Aggravated assault 19.8 ves “es e 19.8 18.9 21.4
i Simple assault 11,7 see res ves 11.7 10.0 13.8

NOTE: Because both theft and dsmsge lossed occurred in

some victimizations, the sum of entries under each "All

victinmizations” category does not equal entry shown under

“All economic losses.”

e»s Represents not applicable. )
3Est{imate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is
statistically unreliable,

84 ermina‘l Victimization in the United States, 1982

ST I

e T

L i Y AT

e B

ASSRTIIR

Table 79. Personal anc househald crimes, 1 982:

Percent distribution of victimizations resuiting

in economic loss, by race of victims, type of crime,
and value of loss
. Not knewn
No Less
- d not
monetary than $50 $250 an
Race and type of criwe Total value 30 $10~$49 $249 or more available
a .
a “m personal crimes 100.0 1.3 15.0 32.5 30.0 }:Si.z 1;.575
Crimes of v!.olence‘ 100.0 7.6 11.1 26.1 25.9 22.0 11.1
Robbery 100.0 1.9 10.2 23.6 31.2 26.0 13'8
Robbery with injury 100.0 €.8 10.2 19.2 §§.g 20.0 9:7
Robbery without injury 100.0 €2.0 10.1 25,9 . 6'8 g
Asgault 100.0 15.3 12.2 29.1 19.2 6.14 17‘-7
Aggravated assault 100.0 10.2 11.2 30.3 %2.2 7.2 l7:l
Simple assault 100.0 20.0 13.1 28.0 30.5 13.5 I
O emonad larc 100:0 00 ] 9t 29.3 9.6 15.3
Personal larceny with contact 100,90 0 ;'6 33.2 22 e 2
personal larceny without contact 100.0 0.6 15. . ’
All housshold crimes 100.0 3.4 10.9 25.8 27.4 23.(7) lg.:
Burglary 100.0 1.7 6.3 17.2 23.2 :;(l).5 14:0
Forcible entry 100.0 47 3.; zg.i ;2.7 28:8 e
Unlawful entry without force 100.0 0.9 ;.9 20.3 “:5 8 ot
Attempted forcible entry 100.0 29.2 . 33.7 3 o 7
Household larceny 100.0 1.0 15.0 . 32.1 e -
Completed larceny 100.0 0.6 iS.1 34.0 7.9 °6.l o
Atteapted larceny 100.0 18.1 é(l).o lz.; io.a 71.0 2.2
Motor vehicle theft 100.0 2.4 6 . "O. 2.8 88.9 i
Completed theft 100.0 %.0 %.0 .8 $ 88.9 R
Attempted theft 100.0 10.5 €2.6 17.6 3s, .
White All persoval e{llu 100.0 1.3 15.1 3;.(3) g:.g g.g lZ.tl)
Crimes of violence 100.0 8.2 10.9 27 . 2.1 13 1.
Robbery 169.0 € .8 9.7 25.7 37.l 20.0 10.7
Robbery with injury 100.0 "3.3 11.2 2; .; 55'1 26.6 1.9
Robbery without injury 100.0 1.5 8.8 28, . 8.0 o
Assault 100.0 15.5 11.9 28.0 ;g.: 6.7 s :6
Aggravatec assault 100.0 9.2 10.2 29.8 11..1; 7.1 18.2
Simple aasault 100.0 20.9 13,3 26.5 3 .l 13.5 A
Crimes of theft 100.0 0.5 lg.g g:;.g 3(0):8 10:9 S
Personsl larceny with contact 100.0 0 5.8 33.8 o 192 2
Personal larceny without contact 10¢.0 0.6 15. . o
All housebold crimes 100.0 ;.g l;.: fg.f :Z.:; :f.g 12:2
1 100.0 . o . . . 2
lu;gr:gh entry 100.0 5.0 ;.8 zs-g g(z):z gg.g 12.9
Unlawful entry without force 100.0 0.9 ll.l v 20.7 2. 8. K
Attempted forcible entry 100.0 28.4 . 36'0 2.2 o 2
Household larceny 100.0 0.9 16.1 36.3 31.2 1.2 e
Completed larceny 100.0 0.5 16.2 . 16"1 & o
Attempted larceny 100.0 18.5 13.6 22.: 11.0 72:2 o
Motor vehicle theft 100.0 2.4 +6 °0. 3.0 2.2 a
Completed theft 100.0 0.0 0 S5 2 1.4 e
Attempted theft 100.0 10,1 o4 17.5 . .
Al1 perscual ¢ 1 100.0 1.1 :lzo.g g.z gg.g ;:.g 1:::
O oy e 109:0 ciio 12.0 17.8 28.6 287 2.9
ao:gry with injury 100.0 €.0 €.2 °;gug ggg 23.2 32
Robbery without injury m.g c‘g.g cig; 20.3 2.3 2.8 zxes.s
. . L] - c ‘1
”:::::nted assault 100.0 €13.2 €16.3 33.7 ::xg.g ‘_33 °ils;.z
Simple asgault 100.0 €10.4 €g,2 4444 ’ ;3.3 o 14:2
Crimea of theft 100.0 .3 ;;; ﬁ'; 3.2 2 Ay
Personal larceny with contact 100.0 0 4.3 30.2 S 1303 7
Personal larceny without contact 100.0 3 14, - . . o
A1 boussbld crtoas S B SN SR S QR 1
100.0 . B . . ' oe
'“?51231. entry 100.0 Al °;g l;g ;g::; gi:g it
Unlawful entry without force 100.0 1.3 %. 20.2 A &% 0.2
Attempted forcible entry 100.0 32.0 ol 31.5 o .8 o4
Household larceny 100.0 cl~°7 8.5 32.0 s e 8.9
Completed larceny 100.0 1.0 87 2 12 el o
Actompted larceny 100.0 €19.1 cg.é g.g 6.6 10.4 22,2
Motor vehicle theft 100.0 €2.6 cO.s o3 o 673 a2
Completed theft 100.0 €0.0 f.0 1. e A i
Attempted theft 100.0 €16.1 4,8 12.0 .

NOTE: Detail may not add to total shown because of

rounding.

8y cludes data on “other™ racss, not ghown separvately.

brncludes data on rape, not

shown separately.

¢ on about 10 or fewar
Estimate, based on zero or on
sample ‘cl;ea, is statistically unreliable.
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3 Table 80. Selected personal crimes, 1962: Table 82. Psrscnal and housshold crimes, 1962:
Percent distribution of victimizations resulting . . Percent distibution of "'cﬂmiza:i;.:% by type of crime
§ in theft loss, by race of victims, type of crime, ; in which thelt losses were reco y
and valve of loss and method of recovery of loss :
, » 2250 . Other Both in:ur- MzthOd
: No Less ot method ance an n
- ‘ ) monetary than $10- $50- $100~ or avail- 1 ]o;::i;rance only other method available
: Race and type of crime Total value S10 $49 $99 $249 . more able Type of crime Tota =
; - 63.9 1.6 .
All races? All personal crimes® 100.0 32.6 by 4 by,
: Robbery b 100.0 .8 12,3 22.1 13.8 20.2 22.5 8.4 Robbery 100.0 pl2+7 gg-; b0 LY
: crimes of theft 100.0 0.2 16.0 34.7 5.2 15.3 13.2 4.3 P otbary with injucy mo,g "%'; 8.2 by b o
White 'Robbery without injury 100'0 4:2 62.3 1.6 bl 8
Robbery 100.0 0.9 1.9 23.4 13.7 21.3 20.0 8.9 Crimei of theft 100. 57 90.8 by 2.3
Crimes of theftP 160.0 0.2 16.1 35.4 15.7 15.3 13.3 4,0 personal larceny with contact 100.0 35‘6 60.9 1.7 1.8
Black personal larceny without contact 100.0 ) 59.8 6.6 | P
Robbery b 100.0 0.6 13.2 19.7 13.5 17.6 28,4 7.0 All household crimes 100-g 2;; 47.5 2.8 1.9
Crimes of theft 100.0 .2 15.6 31.0 19.8 15.6 12.3 5.6 Burglary l°°-o 2802 68.5 1.7 bé°6
b Household larcedy 100'0 18.5 58.7 22.4 o4
NOTE: Detail may not add to total shown because Includes both personal larceny with contact and Motor vehicle theft 100
of rounding.; geraonal larceny without contact. v definition does not {fnvolve thcft,
3Includes data on “other” races, not shown Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample NOTE: Detail may not add to total shown bggrimate, based on zero or on about 10 or
separately., , cases, is statistically unreliable. because of rounding. fewer aam;)le cases, is statistically
; " 8yncludes data on rape, not shown separately, unreliable,
: but excludes data on assault, which by
Table 81. Personal and household crimes, 1962:
Porcent disrbution of uctimizations esuling Tl . Howtsod e, 96
i L SPTIY
and proporti,on of loss recovere’d ’ Pefce!\t distribution of Vlctln:lzatifoll:)sss
resulting in theft loss, by value 0
and type of crime
Some recovered
Less -  Half Pro- Not 1 : Motor
Race and type None re-, than or portion . . All re- avail- All hold Household vehicle
of crime Total covered /'  Total half more unknown ' “‘tovered able househo 1 larceny : theft
- - Value of loss crimes Burglary
All races® 00.00 100.00 100.00 100.00
ALl personsl crimes® 100.0 8L.5 11.5 3.7 4.1 3.7 6.6 0.3 Total 100. 6 3.9
, Robbery 100.0 75.8 14,2 6.7 4.2 3.3 9.5 0.5 value 0.5 %0.2 92 30
; Crimes of theft 100.0 81.9 11.3 3.5 4.1 3.8 6.5 0,3 No “‘"“:‘“;’10 11.7 5.6 15.a o
: Personal larceny with contact 100.0 76.9 18.2 10.5 3.5 4.1 4u6 0,5 Less ho 27,3 17.2 342 a0,
Personal larceny without contact 100.0 82.1 11.1 3.2 4.1 3.8 6.5 . 0.3 2;3:299 13.2 1.1 : 15.5 0.4
All household crimés 100.0 76.4 13.7 3.5 5.2 5.0 9.6 0.3 $100-$249 . 112'2 125:1, 9.1 16.5
' Burglary 100.0 74.8 18.4 5.5 8.7 4.2 6.5 - .3 $250-$999 ‘8 18.0 2.3 75.2
' Household larceny 100.0 82.7 10.3 2.4 2.6 5.3 6.7 0.3 $1,000 or more s 4.5 4.9 47
Motor vehicle theft 100.0 23.1 25.9 6.0 14.3 5.6 50.9 0.1 Not available *
- " istically
White ral shown fewer sample cases, is stat
All personal crises® ‘ 100.0 81.1 11.8 4.0 4.3 3.6 6.7 0.3 NoTE: enggatiu:gngot add to total s unrelisble,
Robbe 100.0 73.6 15.6 7.7 4.7 3.2 10.3 €0.4 ecaus . .
: Crimes of theft 100.0 81.5 11.7 3.8 4.3 3.6 6.5 0.3 ®ggcimate, based on zero of on about 10 OF
I Personal larceny with contact 100.0 74.9 . 19.5 12.9 442 €2.5 4.9 0.7
: Personal larceny without contact 100.0 81.7 = 1l.4 3.5 4.3 3.6 - 646 0.3
i All hocsehold crimes 100.0 75.9 13.8 3.6 5.5 4.7 10.0 0.3
- Burglary  ° 106.0 73.1 19.6 '5.8 9,7 5.0 7.0 €0.3
: Household larceny . 100.0 82.3 10.2 2.4 2.8 5.0 7.2 0.3 ’
5 Motor vehicle theft 100.0 ’ 22,2 24.8 6.1 14.5 6,2 52.8 0.2 :
; Black .
5 All persounal crimes? 100,0 83.9 9.3 2.0 2.4 4.8 6.3 0.5
i Robbery 100.0 80.7 *11.3 €4.5 €2.9 €3.9 7.2 0.8
3 Crimes of theft 100.90 84.3 9.0 1.7 2.4 5.0 6.2 €0.4
Personal larceny with contact 100.0 83.6 ©13.4 .0 €1.5 “€11.8 €3,1 .0
Personal larceny without contact 100.0 84.4 8.7 1.8 2.4 4,5 6.4 €.5
All household crimes 100.0 78.3 13.9 3.5 3.4 7.0 7.7 €0.1
Burglary 100.0 81.8 13.4 4.3 3.9 5.2 bt 0.4
Household larceny 100.0 84.7 11.4 2.5 1.3 7.5 3.9 4.0
Motor vehicle theft 100.0 27.3 30.4 €6.4 13.4 10.7 42.3 .0
. NOTE: Detail may not add to total shown because of excludes data on assault, which by defiriltion does not
i rounding. . involve theft, .
3Includes data on "other” races, not shown separately. CEgtinate, based on zero or on about 10 or fewer sample _
Includes data on rape, not shown separately, but casep, i statistically unreliable, &

I,
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Table 84. Personal and househoid er!mn,'ﬁBz:

Percent of
by tyme ) ::Ic"t::ﬂzaﬂons resylﬂng in loss of time from work,

Type of crime

. Percen

All personsl crimes o t
Crimes of violence : . ) "

Rape
Robbery ig:;
g::::ry with injury 260
with

Aseaultry out injury 2;:::
Aggravated assault i
Simple asgault 0
Crimes of theft e
Personal larceny with contact o
Personal larceny without contact e
All household crimes o
Burglary -
Forcible entry 23
Unlawful entry without force 33
Attempted forcible entry gy
Household larceny 4
Less than $50 i3
$50 or more ;oo
Amount not availsble s
Attempted larceny "
Motar vehicle theft 20
Completed theft AN
Attempted thefe N 2
5'7

3 -
Estimate, based on about 10

or fewer
8ample cases, is statistically unreliable,

Table 85. Personal and househsid crimee, 1982:

Percent of victimizations re.
by type of crime and race ogl‘l'llgun';nisn loss of time from work,

Type of crime )
, " White BL
All personal crimes i ‘ 6 =
Crimes of violence : X .
Rone 10.8
Robbery ] x
Assault o s
Cr;.nes of theft ] g.g
ersonal larceny with contact p ;
Personal larceny without contact 2 ’65 .‘:::
All household crimes ) v
gt 5.2 7.0
Houschold larceny i
Motor vehicle thaft l;ng z.?
X .
. 18.3

a
Estimate, based on about 10

or fewer
Sample cases, 1g statistically unreliable,
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Table 86. Parsonal crimes of viclence, 1962:

Percent of victimizations resulting in loss of time from work,
by type of crime and victim-offender relationship

- A1l Involving Involving
Type of crime victimizations . strangers noanstrangers
Crimes of violence 10.5 10.6 10.7
Rape 17.5 18.5 25,7
Robbery . 13.2 12,5 '16.5
Assault 9.5 9.3 9.9
SEstimate, based on about 10 or fewer
wample casee, s statistically unreliable.
Teble 87. Personal and housshold crimes, 1232:
Percent distribution of victimizationoc resulting in loss of time
from work, by type of crime and number of days lost
; ’ Less Not known
than 1-5 6 days and not
Type of crime Total 1 day days or more available
All personal crimes 100.0 46,1 43.6 9.2 1.2
Crimer of vicicnce 100,0 28.8 52,8 17.5 %1.0
Repe : 100.0 ®21.9 ®32.4 1.1 *4,7
Bpbbery 100.9 24.8 58.8 8.2 %0.0
fissault 100.0 30.7 51.6 16.5 8.2
Crimes of theft 108.0 62.3 35.0 8.5 .3
Perscnal larceny with contact 100.0 73.1 826.9 £3.0 4.0
Personal larceny without contact 100.0 61.9 35,3 2.5 8.4
All household crimes 100.0 48,1 47,0 3.8 2.1
Burglary 100.0 4644 47.7 4.5 8.3
Houschold larceny 100.0 62.6 34.8 *.8 %0.8
Motor vehicle theft 100.0 31,7 62,0 5.0 .2
fewer ssaple cases, is statistically

NOTE: Detail may not add tc total ahown

because of rounding.
SEstimate, based on gero or on about 10 or

unreliable,

Table 88. Personal crimes of violence, 1962:

Percent distribution of victimizations resulting \» loss of time

from work, by number of days lost and victim-oficnder
relationship :

All Involving svolving

Number of days lost victimizations strangers _ nonstrangers
Total 100,0 100.0 100.0
Less than 1 day 28.8 29.8 27.0
1=5 days 52.8 49.9 57.5
6 daye or more . 17.5 19.3 y.b
Not known and not availsble .0 .0 1.1

NOTE: Detail may nct add to total shown
because of roundiag.

Sgatinste, based on about 10 or Fewer
saaple cases, 1is statistically unrelisble.
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Tablo 69. Personal and household crimes, 1962:

Percent distribution of victimizations

from work, by race of victims, type of crime,

and number of days lost

resuiting in loss of time

Less Not known
% than 1-5 6 days and not
Race and type of crime Total 1 day days or more available
White .

All personai crimes 100.0 46,7 42.9 9.3 5.1
Crimes Jf violence 100.0 30.1 51.3 17.6 8.0
Crimes of theft 100.0 62.0 35.2 e WY 4.2

All household crimes 100.0 51.8 43.1 4.1 8.0
Burglary 100.0 47,7 46,1 4.9 4.3
Household larceny 100.0 68.0 28.8 0202 % .0
Motor vehicle theft 100.0 36.8 57.1 5.4 %.7

Black

All pergonal crimes 100.0 41.4 47.7 3.8 .1
Crimes of violence 100:0 20.8 61.1 26,6 8.5
Crimes of theft 100.0 64,4 32.8 %.0 .8

All household crimes 100.0 31.7 641 2.5 8.7
Burglary 100.0 40,77 54,3 8.4 2.6
Housekold larceny 100.0 34.7 65.3 %0.0 %0.0
Motor vehicle theft 100.0 210.1 82.5 8.5 3.8

NOTE: Detail may not add to total ‘shown

because of rounding,

aEati.mat:e, based on zero or on about 10 or

fewer sample cases, is statistically

unreliable,

Teble 90. Personal and household crimes, 1962:

Percent distribution of victimizations, by type \6f
crime and whether or not reported to the police

Sector and type of crime

Regorted to the police
Total Yes! No

bon't know
Personal sector '

Crimes of violence 100.0 48.2 1 49,2 2.6
Rape 100.0 . 52.8 45,3 €2.0
Robbery 100.0 56.2 41.5 2.3
Robbery with injury 100.0 67.1 29.3 €35
From serious assault 100,0 71.5 23,7 €47
From minor assault 100.0 62.5 35.2 2.3
Robbery without injury 100,0 51.2 47.0 1.8
Assault 100.0 45,9 51.3 2.7
Aggravated assault 100.,0 57.6 38.8 3.6
With injury 10040 67.9 29,1 3.0
Attempted assault with weapon 100.0 52.5 43.6 3.9
Simple assault 100.0 39.6 58.2 2.3
With injury 100.0 49.7 47.1 3.1
Attempted assault without weapon 10¢.0 35.8 62.2 1.9
Crimes of theft 100.0 26.9 71,2 1.9
Personal larceny with contact 100.0 32,7 66.0 ©1.3
Purse snatching 100.0 43.8 54.4 €1.7
Completed purse snatching 100.0 57.2 40.4 ©.a3
Attenmpted purse snatching 100:2 %5.9 94.0 %.0

Pocket picking 100.0 27.7 71.2 .1

Personal larceny without contact 100.0 26.7 71.4 1.9
Household sector :

Burglary 100.0 49.3 49.4 1.3
Forcible entry 100.0 75.6 24,0 %0.5
Unlawful entry without force 100.0 39.3 59.2 1.5
Attempted forcible entry 100.0 33.4 64.7 1.9

Household larceny 100.0 26,8 72.4 0.8
Conpleted larceny 100.0 27,0 72.2 0.8

Less than $50 100.0 13,0 86.7 .3

$50 or more 100.0 44,0 55,0 1.0

Attempted larceny 100.0 23.5 74.6 € .8

Motor vehicle theft 100.0 72,4 26.3 1.3
Completed theft 100.0 88.6 9.7 1.6
Attempted theft 100.0 36.7 62.7 €0.6

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

Figures in this column represent the rates
at which victimizations were reported to the
golice, or “"police reporting rates,"”

Includes data, not ghown separately, on

larcenies for which the value of loss was not

ascertained,

Eatimate, based on zero or on about 10 or

fewer sample casas N
unreliable,

is statistically
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Table 91. Personal ciimes, 1982:
Percent of victimizations reported to the police,
by selected characteristics of victims
and type of crime
All personal Crimes of (c:;:zs of
Characteristic crimes violence
e 48,2 26.9
.1
hare S0 g?.a 44.2 25.?
i’iiile 34,7 Shaob 28.
27.4
meem 33.2 47.8 274
:1a§lec 33.2 50.7
20.6
E":’f:;:ﬁ{c 3303 I 27.3
Non~Hispanic 33.
Table 92. Personal crimes, 1982: )
Percent of victimjzations reported to the police,
by type of crime, victim-offender relationship,
and sex of victims
All victimizations Involvwrs Bo:hlnvolvigx_rmgms___
e Male Female
::::u Male Female sexes ‘Male Female sexes
e 44.9 37.6 52.7
48.2 44,2 Sk 50.1 47,3 :2? .9 g 32
e o Tiotance 52.8 %50.5 53.0 55.4 %50.5 s6.1 a7 30 LA
Robb, 56.2 49.6 67.4 56.7 50.7 6.8 53.9 3.4 o
“oe s thoe I e prags 89.1 73.6 5041 100,0
A A 1 71.5 64,6 91.8 71.1 £5.5 8.1 736 S0 0.0
seon shaor sssante 62.5 47,4 77.7 63.3 . 1.0 S04 20.6 153
Ebory without Inte 51.2 45.9 60.4 52.1 46.7 62.0 s 1.2 33.6
haone ) Vithoue dnduy 45.9 42,7 51.1 47.4 46.0 307 L8 3.2 313
i 7.6 ot i 9P o 72.2 69.2 6744 1.6
e toquy ¢ 67,9 66.3 71.8 67.0 . 12.2 892 674 7.8
e o A ae a0 B 7.2 6.4 27.5 4.2
e aay | eapon 39.6 35.1 45.6 42.0 . 4.2 6.4 2.3 B
il iniiey Y ot o A ggf 6.2 30.3 25.1 36.5
:t::m:?:je:riichou: weapon 35.8 32.1 41.7 39.6 . » ! 2
. 28.1 ot s i’
R gg'? gg 39.5 33.3 23.8 Zz.g 50 :g e 24
Personal larceny with contact 43:8 64 e e ;2.8 36:3 oo o0 2o
Focks sn:t::‘m 27.7 23.5 34.3 28.2 .
roonas Taceans 5
Perzgngl ll’an:eny without contact 26.7 2%.8 27 v e
t appliceble. The dis- because victims rarely see the offender. e
Represents not ap .

tinction between stranger and nonstranger
is not made for the noncontact larcenies

2ggtimste, based on zero or on about 10 or

unceliable,
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Table 93. Personal crimes, 1982:

Percent of victimizations reported to the police,
by type of ciime, victim-offender relationship,

~ and race of victims

All victimizations

Iovolving strangers

Involving nonstrangers

Type of crime = White Black White Black White Black
Crimes of violence S 47.8 50.7 50.2 49.9 43.6. 52.1
Rape T 50.8 %67.1 54.2 %1.6 45.0 *#100.0
Robbery Sag 57.8 51.2 58.4 51.8 55.4 48.1
Robbery with injury 69.2 61.3 69.6 59.6 67.5 266.3
From serious assault 75.0 58,1 73.5 55.9 83.2 857.3

From minor assault 63.3 65.3 65.2 %65.1 57.8 855.6
Robbery without injury 52.0 48.3 52.8 49.8 48.7 #36.6
Assault 45.4 49.9 47.5 47.6 42.2 52.3
Aggravated assault 57.2 58,5 56.1 56.0 59,5 61.6
With injury 65.6 79.2 64.9 78.0 66.7 81.0
Attempted assault with weapon 52.9 49.1 52.1 44.8 5445 54.0
Simple assault 39.5 40.7 42.6 36.5 35.5 44,2
With injury 48,2 66.2 48,7 70.2 47.8 63.8

"~ Attempted assault without weapon 3.3 32.8 40.8 27.9 29.4 37.0
Crires of theft 27.4 24,2 coe cee oo eoe
Personal larceny with contact 34.5 27.5 34.5 30.3 %33.1 #10.6
Personal larceny without contact 27.1 23.9 ven soe coe e

«se Represents not applicable, The distinction
between stranger and nonstranger 18 not made for

the offender,

®Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is

the nonrcontact larcenies because victims rarely see

statistically unreliable,

Table 94. Personal crimes, 1982: . .

Percent of victimizations reported to the police,
by type of crime, victim-offender relationship,

and ethnicity of victimg

All victimizations Involving strangers Involving nonstrangery

Type of crime Hispanic Non-Hispanic Hispanic Non-Hispanic Hispanic Non-Hispanic
Crimes of violence 51.0 48.0 59.2 50.1 53.5 444
Rape 435.8 54,7 83,8 57.1 £0.0 50.4
Robbery 57.6 56.0 58.6 1 5644 844.3 54.3
Robbery with injury 76.5 66,2 75.6 6644 2100.0 65.4
From gerious assault 71.1 71.6 71.1 71.1 %.0 73.6
From minor sssault 83,2 60,6 %31.8 6l.1 2100.0 59.4
Robbery without injury 50.0 51.4 14 52.2 35.3 47.2
Assault 48 .8 45,7 44.9 47 .6 55.8 43,1
Aggravated assault 58.1 57.6 49.5 . 56.7 76.2 59,0
with injury 66.2 68.0 57.4 67.8 78,7 68.3
Attempted assault with weapon 53.2 52.4 &5.7 51.7 73.8 53.6
Simple assault 41.3 39.5 4046 42.1 42.2 36.1
“With injury 55.8 49.4 %47.6 50.7 64.9 48.2
Attempted assault without weapon 34.5 35.9 38.0 39.7 8.2 30.4
Crimes of theft 20.6 27.3 cee ses “os sos
Personal larceny with contact 82,7 35.9 2.7 35.7 %.0 1.0
Personal larceny without contact 2141 27.0 S ese .o veo

«ss Represents not applicable, The distinction
between stranger and unonstranger is not made for the
noncontact larcenies because victime rarely see

the offender,

'Eathlte, based on zero or on about 10 or fawer

sample cases, is statistically unreliable.

e s
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Table 95. Persona! crin;_es, 1982:

Percent of victimizations reported to the police,

by type of crime and age of victims

T T D T T R S

e A FHE s

RS AR OO NS

: ) . 65 and
Type of crime 12-19 20-34 35-49 50-64 - over
All personal! crimes 21.2 36.1 39.7 39.5 35.1
Crimee of violence 37.0 50.1 58.7 63.1 53.5
Rape 58.4 44,2 854 .4 £100.0 2100.0
Robbery 41.6 57.0 67.9 70.8 62.4
Robbery with injury 54.6 67.8 67 4 83.9 <725
From serious assavlt 58.9 75.7 60.2 84.2 :69.6
From minor assault 50.8 58,7 73.1 233.4 75.3
Robbery without injury 37.4 51.7 68.2 63.5 57.4
Asgault 35.3 48.5 56.3 57.8 44,5
Aggravated assault 46.7 61.0 50.6 74.3 a 68 .6
With injury 60.5 69.4 - 6807 79.3 160.0
Attempted assault with weapon 41.7 55.6 57.6 71.9 54,7
Simple assault " 29.6 41.1 54.3 48.9 32.4
With injury 39.4 51.6 6%.6 . 69.5 :42.6
Atteapted assault without weapon 24.8 37.7 49.0 44.9 29 .8
Crimes of theft ! 13.6 29.3 3.2 34.3 30.6
Personal larceny with contact 2)0.0 35.0 45.1 33.2 337.1
Purse snatching 222,2 50.8 %59,6 837.8 39,7
Pocket picking 5.4 27.9 40.7 30.7 35.1
Personal larcen without contact 13.7 29.1 33.8 34.4 29.6
8Zstimate, based on about 10 or fewer saample
cages, is statistically unreliable.
Table 96. Psracnal crimes of violence, 1982:
Percent of victimizations reported to the police,
by age of victims and victim-offender
relationship
All Involving Involving:
Age victimizations strangers: nonstrangers
: All ages 48.2 50.1 44.9
12-19 37.0 38.7 34.9
- 20-34 50.1 51.1 48,1
35-49 58.7 61.2 54.0
50-64 63.1 63.6 61.7
65 and over ; 53.5 52.6 57.1
Table 87. Household crimes, 1882! -
Percent of victimizations reported to the police,
by type of crime, race of head of househpid,
and form of tenure -
All households® White. Black
Both Both . Both
Type of crime forms Owned Rented forms Owned Rented forms Owned Rented
All household crimes 38.8 409  36.5  38.6  A0.8 . 35.9  40.6  42.2  39.7
Lutg. ey .3 - 525 46.1 49.0 52.2 45.3 51.6 54.4 50.0
erreible entry 75.6 - 8040 7L.3 76.0 80.3 71.3 74.2 c77°6 71.8
Nothing taken 53.8 57.9 49.9 54.4 58.9 49.8 50.9 48 .9 52.2
Something taken 81.5 85.9 77.1 82.4 86.4 78.0‘ 78.6 83.0 75.6
Unlawful entry without force 39.3 40,3 38.2 38,7 404 36.6 43.0 36.0 46,4
- Attempted forcible entry 33.4 39.8 27.8 34.6 40,7 28.3 29.3 34.6 26.8
Bousehold larceny 26.8 29.5 23.5 27.4 30.1 23.7 22.8 22,7 22.8
Completed hrceny" 27.0 29.7 23.8 27.8 30.5 24.1 22,5 . 22.3 22.6
Lega than $50 13.0 15.1 10.4 13.2 15.3 10.2 11.4 11.2 11.6
$50 or more 44,0 47.5 39.6 46.0 49.6 41.1 32.8 c29'9 36‘ N:]
. Attempted larceny 23,5 26.7 20.1 22.2 25,2 18.6 25.6 28.1 2402
Motor vehicle thoft 72.4 739 71.0 71.0 72.9 69.2 83.0 81.9 84.0
Completed theft 88.6 91.0 86.5 87.6 90.4 85,1 -92.4 c94.3 e91.0
Atteapted theft 36.7 38.2 35,2 37.5 38.9 36.1 43.9 41.6 4648

Cggtimate, based on about ?10 or fewer sample cases, is

&1acludes data on “other” racel,k not shown separately,
‘ stutisticelly unreliable.

Includes data, not shown saparately, on larcenies for

e _ which the value of loss was not ascertained.
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Table 98. Household crimes, 1982: Table 100. Personal and household crimes, 1982:
Percent of viptimizations reported to the police, Percent distribution of reasons for not reporting victimizations
by type of crime and annual family income to the police, by type of crime
Less than $3,000- $7,500- $10,000- $15,000~ $25,000 Not Nothing Police Too incon~ Private
Type of crime $3,000 $7,499 $9,999 $14,999 $24,999 or more available could be Not would not venient or Reported Other
done; lack Jimportant want to be or time personal Fear of to some- and not
A11 household crimes 32.4 34.1 34,2 38.4 40.1 43.6 39.3 Type of crime Total of proof enough bothered consuming rmatter reprisal one else given
Burglary 37.9 42.5 48.6 50.9 52.8 55.2 50.4 All perconal crimes 100.0 15.0 26.1 6.3 2.6 8.6 1.2 15.9 24.3
Forcible entry 61.4 68.4 127 75.3 79.5 87.5 69.0 Crimes of violence 100.0 7.7 20.9 6.5 2.6 27.2 4.9 10.6 19.6
Unlawful entry without force 26.3 32.1 37.5 43.6 46.3 41.8 41.9 e Rape 100.0 85 3 8y, g 2.0 24.3 83,2 g 6.2
Attempted forecible entry 33.6 30.9 29.4 32.9 30.8 37.6 37.2 ] Robbery 100.0 18.5 12.3 9.4 3.9 16.0 4.3 7.3 28.3
Household larceny 24.3 22.3 21.1 25.8 27.8 31.7 25.5 A Robbery with injury 100.0 21.6 28,2 28.4 5.1 18.2 %.3 10.8 21.4
a 8 26.4 L Robbery without injury 100.0 17.7 13.4 9.7 3.5 15.4 3.8 6.4 30.1
Completed larceny 23.§ 23.0 21.8 26.0 28.0 31.4 . o Assault 100.0 4.9 23.5 5.9 2.4 20.0 %.9 1.4 17.0
Less than $50 11.2 12.3 10.5 13.0 14.6 13. 11.6 b Aggravated assault 100.0 7.5 17.8 7.0 2.8 29.4 4.6 8.9 22.1
$50 or more pi1.6 b36-3 p37+! 40.4 46.8 51.2 41.4 i Simple assault 100.0 3.9 25.6 5.5 2.3 30.2 5.1 12.3 15.1
Attempted larceny 30.9 19.2 11.7 24.0 24,9 29.1 15.6 fj" Crires of theft 100.0 17.0 27.> 6.2 a§.7 3.5 ‘8.2 17.4 25.6
. T Pergonal larceny with contact 100.0 25.8 12.7 4.9 .8 4.8 9 15.4 32.7
Motor Ie?ﬁi:leht;left ?g-g gz-g g:-; ;;g ;?-: ;g"'l’ ;’2'; A Fersonal larceny without contact  100.0 16.6 28.0 6.3 2.6 3.4 0.2 17.4 25.4
Complef:ed theft . . . . . . . 4
Attempted theft bss 7 bys 4 b3s5.8 26.9 36.8 47.8 big.5 i ALl household crimes 160.0 17.4 28.5 8.6 1.7 7.3 0.6 4.1 31.8
> Burglary 100.0 17.5 20.2 8.6 2.0 7.8 2.6 6.6 36.7
2Includes data, not shown separately, on larcenies for Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is Forcible encry 100.0 14.4 14.2 12.9 2.8 10.3 a9.3 5.6 9.0
which the value of loss was no: ascertained. statistically unreliable, Unlawful entry without force 100.0 20.3 20.2 7.4 2.0 9.9 0.8 6.3 33.2
Attempted forcible entry 100.0 14.4 23.1 8.7 1.5 3.0 9.3 7.5 41,5
Household larceny 100.0 17.5 33.2 8.7 1.4 6.9 0.6 2.9 28,8
Completed larceny 100.0 18.0 34.0 8.8 1.5 6.9 0.6 2.9 27.3
; Attempted larceny 100.0 11.8 22.1 7.8 9.3 5.6 20.5 2.7 48,1
Motor vehicle thueft 100.0 13.2 15.7 7.1 4,2 12.5 .7 2.7 42,9
Completed theft 100.0 21,5 .3 %0.0 %.0 35.1 2.8 85,6 50.7
Attempted theft 100.0 16.8 19.3 9.2 5.5 5.6 %.0 3. 40.6
Table 99. Household crimes, 1882: s NOTE: Detall may not add to total shown reasons outnumbered victimizations, &8 8Estimate, based on zero or on about 10 or
Percent of victimizations i'epor'ted to the pO'ice, because of rounding. Because some discussed under "Reporting crimes to the fewer somple cases, is statistically
by ‘Jall!e Of |OSS and type Of crime I respondents gave nmore than one answer, police.” cnreliable,
All Hotor ; "
household Household vehicle ! -~
Value of loss® crimes Burglary larceny theft o
All losses 40.0 56.4 27.3 89.0 Table 101. Personal crimeg, 1982:
Less ¢than $10 10.3 21.8 8.4 bb°'° g ; o Percent distribution of reasons for not reporting victimizaiions
$10-349 15.9 20,5 14.8 61.3 / to the police, by race of victims and type of crime
$50-5249 39.5 43.7 36.9 42.7 . 4
$250 or more 79.2 82.3 64.1 80.6 !
; i Nothing Police Too incon- Private
2The proportions refer only t& losses of bEstimat:e, baged on zero or on about 10 or ’ : could be Not would not  venient or Reported Other
cash and/or property and exclude the value fewer sample cases, is statistically | B 4 done; lack ioportant ‘;“‘“ to be or tize peroonal F““'i“l to vome- and not
of property damage. unreldisble, ! ; Race and type of criue Total of proof encugh othered consuning natter reprisca one else given
thite
A1l peroonal criceo 100.0 14.6 27.1 6.0 7.6 8.6 1.2 15.9 26,1
§ Crices of violence 100.0 6.8 21.8 5.8 2.6 28.3 5.1 10.5 19.1
. ; Rape 100.0 B14,5 93,7 8.3 %.0 24.8 2.0 ®3.6 36.1
; et Robbery 100.0 17.5 13.4 7.6 3.7 19.8 4.2 7.4 264
: . Asgsault 100.0 4.5 24,0 5.5 2.5 30.1 5.2 11.1 17.2
; k Crines of theft 100.0 16.7 28.5 6.0 2.6 3.4 2.1 17.3 25.4
: N Personal larceny with contact 100.0 25,2 12,4 4.8 83,4 ) %5.8 1644 32.6
H ‘5_ A Personal larceny without contact 100,0 16.4 29.0 6.1 2.5 3.3 .1 17.4 5.2
: Dlack
i e All percoanl criwnp 160.0 17.3 19.6 8.6 3.1 8.4 1.4 15.5 26.0
i Crines of violence 100.0 12.3 16.8 10.7 8 21,2 4.4 10.4 21.6
i g Rape 100.0 ©23.4 %0.0 %.0 %.0 %18.8 %20.7 %.0 %37.0
; Robbery 100.0 22,0 9.5 13.9 2.8 8.2 85,2 %.2 31.2
Apoault 100.0 6.4 21.4 9.0 2.7 29.3 8.5 13,¢ 15.6
Crines of thefe 100.0 19.0 20.5 7.9 3.2 4.3 80,4 17.2 27.5
i Peroonal larceny with contact 100,0 32.0 %10.2 %.4 1.6 *7.6 9.6 8.5 32,1
¢ Pergonal larceny without contact 100,0 18.1 21.2 8.0 3.3 41 %.3 17.8 27.2
' NOTE: Dotail may not add to total shown ressono outnumbercd victmlza‘ttoun, as ®gstinate, based on zero or on abput 10 or
becouse of rounding. Bocause cowe diocucoed under "Ruporting crimes to the fover sapple cases, is statistically
reopondents gave oote than one answer, police.” unrels . le,
3
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Table 102. Psrsonal crimes, 1982:

Percent distribution of reasons for not reporting victimizations

to the police, by type of crime and annual family income

$7,500~ '$10,000- $15,000~ $25,000 Not

Type of crime and reason Less than $3,000~
for not reporting- $3,000 $7,499 $9,999% $14,999 $24,999 or more available
All personal crimes 160.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
Nothing could be doue; lack of preof 17.5 16.5 15.6 . 1646 14.3 17.3 13.3
Not important enough 25.3 23.2 25.2 25.3 26.1 12.2 22.7
Police would not want to be bothered 6.7 7.7 5.9 6.5 6.1 6.6 7.8
Too inconvenient or time consuming 3.0 2.3 3.5 2,7 2.5 3.4 2.3
Private or personal matter 10.8 10,2 10.3 10.9 7.3 8.4 10.1
Fear of reprisal 31.5 2.3 2.0 1.4 1.3 0.7 20.6
Reported to someone else 10.9 11.1 12.8 15.0 17.1 22,5 16.7
Other and not given 24,3 26.8 24,7 21.4 25.3 28,9 26.5
Crimes of violence 100.0 100.0 160.0 100.0 100.0 100.9 100.0
Nothing could be done; lack of proof 11.4 7.7 11.3 6.7 6.6 7.1 7.8
Not impnrtant enough 21.1 16,5 15.4 19.6 21,5 28,1 13.3
Police would not want to be bothered 6.7 9.0 25.4 8.6 6.1 4.1 6.0
Too inconvenient or time consuming 8.6 %0.8 83,4 3.7 2.6 2.4 .2
Private or personal matter 25.1 26.4 29.8 30.7 27.5 23.9 30.8
Fear of reprisal 8.0 7.6 8.4 4.6 6.1 3.1 2.8
Reported to someone else 7.0 6.9 7.5 10.5 12,1 12,5 13.7 -
Other and not given 22,0 25,1 19.9 15.6 17.5 18.8 21,5
Crimes of theft 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
Nothing could be done; lack of proof 20.5 20.1 17.2 19.8 16.0 15.5 14.8
Not important enough 27.3 26.0 28.7 27.1 27.1 28.7 25.4
Police would not want to be bothered 6.7 7.2 5.7 5.9 6.2 5.6 8.3
Too inconvenient or time consuming 3.2 2.9 3.6 2.4 2.5 2.8 1.8
Private or personal matter 3.8 3.4 3.3 4.6 2.8 3.3 4.2
Fear of reprisal 20.3 8.1 20.4 80,5 .3 2.0 %0.0
Reported to soreorie else 12.9 12.8 14.7 1644 18.2 19.5 17.5
Other and not given 25.3 27 .4 26.5 23.3 . 27.0 2.5 28.0

NOTE: Detail may not add to total shown because of
rounding, Because some respendents gave more than one
answer, reasons outnumbered victimizations, as discussed

under "Repor:ing crimes to the police,”
aEstimate, based on zero or on idout 10 or fewer sample
cases, is statistically unralilabje.

Table 103. Personal crimes of viclence, 1982;

Percent distribution of rcasons for not reporting victimizations
to the police, by victimofferdsr relationship and type of crime

Nothing Police Too incon~ Private .
Victim~offender could be Not would not venient or Reported Qther
relationship done; lack important want to be or time personal ¥ear of to some~- and not
and type of crime Total of proof enough bothered consuming matter reprisal one else given
Involving strangers
Crimes of violence 100.0 11.8 22.2 7.3 3.7 19.2 3.1 3.7 24.0
Rape 100.0 23.3 %5.7 .8 %0.0 %13.8 8.1 %10.5 37.8
Robbery 100.0 22.3 10.8 10.1 45 11.2 3.5 7.0 30.6
Asgault 100.0 7.9 26.7 6.5 3.5 22.1 2.8 9.2 21.4
Involving nonstracgers
Crimes of violence 100.0 1.1 18.8 5,3 %.0 39.8 7.8 13.5 12.5
Rape 100.0 8.7 %.0 8.7 %0.0 839.5 1.1 43,9 %34.0
Robbery 160.0 .3 18.8 8.4 e B9 36.5 2.9 8.6 18.4
Assault 100.0 2.0 19.4 5.1 .1 40,2 7.7 14.3 11.3

NOTE: Detail may not add to total shown
because of rounding. Because some
respondents gave more than one answer, police,”

rezsons outnumbered victimizations, as
discussed under "Reporting crimes to the

®Estimate, based on zero or on about 10 or
fewer sample cases, is statistically
unreliable, .
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Table 104. Household crimes, 1982:

Percent distribution of reasons for not reporting victimizat.ions
to the poiice, by race of head of household andvtype of crime

All Motor
Race and reason household Household vehicle
for not reporting crimes Burglary larceny theft
Hite Total 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
Nothing could be done; lack of proof 17.3 17.4 17.4 13.8
Not important encugh ' 29.5 20.9 34.3 16.1
Police would not want to be bothered 8.4 6 8.4 7.8
Too inconvenient or time consuming 1.7 9 1.4 4.8
Private or personal matter 7.4 1 6.8 Lg.ts
Fear of reprisal 0.7 7 0.7 . «8
Reported to someone else 4.1 9 2.8 3.9
Other and not given 30.9 6 28,2 40,5
Black Total 100.0 100.0 100.0 120.0
Nothing could be done; lack of proof 19.0 19.9 18.9 a 7.3
Not important enough 22.0 15.8 25.8 ig.l
Police would not want to be bothered 9.5 9,2 10.0 .C
Too inconvenient or time consuming 1.7 .7 1.7 .‘0.0
Private or personal matter 7.0 6.0 7.3 g{z;./.
Fear of reprisal 2.2 .3 2.1 .0.0
Reported to someone else 3.7 4.9 3.2 .0
Other and not given 36.9 42,2 33.0 6442

NOTE: Detail may not add to total shown because
of rounding. Because some respondents gave more
than one answer, reasons outnumbered victimi-

zations, as discussed under "Reporting ciimes to

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

Table 105. Household crimes, 1982:

Percent distribution of reasons for not reporting victimizations

to the police, by annual family income

. Less than $3,000- $7,500~ 510,000~ $15,000~ $25,000 Not

Reason for not reporting $3,000 $7,499 $9,999 $14,999 $24,999 or more available

Total 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
']'ioching could be done done; lack of proof 19.2 18.8 18.5 16.8 17.7 15.4 g.g
Not fmportant enough 24.1 24.3 26.7 27.5 31.7 32.4 .3
Police would not want to be bothered 7.7 8.9 g.1 8.8 8.3 8.1 10.7
Too inconvenient or time ccnsuming 2.2 2.0 1.8 1.9 1.6 1.5 ;.5
Private or personal matter . 10.7 8.2 8.3 7.6 6.5 '3.2 ‘0.5
Fear of reprisal .7 1.0 ° 2.9 0.7 2.4 3.3 5.1
Reported 0 someone else 7.5 4.3 3.6 3.6 3.6 . 31.7
Other and not given 28.9 3z.% 1.0 33.1 30.3 33.0 .

NOTE: Detail may not add to total shown because of
rounding. Because some respondents gave more than one
ansvwer, reasons outnumbered victimizaticns, ac

discussed under “Reporting crimes to the police.”
8pstimate, based ebout 10 or fewer sample cases, is
statistically unreliable,
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Table 106. Household crimes, 1982:
Percent distribution of reasons for not reporting victimizations

to the police, by type of crime and value of theft loss
. Appendix 1l
L, .2
| Nothing VP ———— Survey instruments
Type of crime and :::td :: k got would not venient . or Reported h
value of loss® Totsl of P'roofc e:gz;;ant :":‘; to be or time - personal Fear of to some- S:de:o: 3
ALl bouschold crimes othered  consuming  matter teprisal one else given i

Less than $50 ‘ -0 187 30.3 8.6 1.6 7.7 0.6 3.4 29.0

A A A - S A N m—
Burglary 100.0 20.7 s 6.4 b1 15.0 b s 4.8 i

ol 100.0 18.2 s 753 17 83 s 9% 250 A basic sereen questionnaire
3250 o wore 100.0 .2 1 10.5 b2 12 3 :é'o 5.2 38.5 (Form NCS-1) and a crime incident

Less than §$50 10000 18.2 34.1 8.8 1.4 7.0 o6 i 46.3 report (Form NCS-2) are used to

gfgafggw 100.0 2.1 ’;33 gg 1.1 5.7 G.5 2.2 i’lé elieit information on the relevant

Sa00-5249 re 120.0 23.8 11.1 9.5 23 ’3 :‘1"3 2.4 36.2 crimes committed against the house-
Motor vehicle theft 100:0 i:g 5;'; 50'3 bi.2 13.0 bz:z 2:? Zg'z hold as a whole and agamSt any of its

$250-89%5 " 100.0 PLi.L By 5 b0 :88 bagte ,',3-9 bs.9 50.8 members age 12 and over. Form

1,000 or more 100.0 .0 By.0 b.0 by'o 51.2'; w0 5.0 :49.8 NCS-1 is designed to screen for all

. 100.0 %.0 b3.0 Y%.0 By.0 12.8 ui-f bb°'° 49,6 instances of victimization before

NOTE: Detall may not add to total shown . e 101 3-8 details of any specific incident are

discussed under "Reporting crimes to th .
o £ne collected. The screening form also

because of rounding. Because some olice.” gf property damage.

is used for obtaining information on

respondents gave more than o Estimat by
reasons outnumbered victimiz:ii:::‘:e:; ca:: ap;‘:[;:;ti:ns r:fer :nly ;o Lonmes o feverm:.:;le.:::e:? ::r:t::‘i::’-:::;; 10 o
property and exciude the value unreliable th iati
: e characteristies of each household
and its members. Sereening ques-

tions are asked of all members age
12 and over. However, a knowledge-
able adult member of the household
serves as a proxy respondent for 12-
and 13-year-olds, incapacitated per-
sons, and individuals absent during
the entire field interviewing period.
Details about the method of inter-
viewing are given in Appendix I0,
xnder "Data collection.”

Once the screening process is
completed, the interviewer obtains
details of each reported incident.
Form NCS-2 includes questions con-
cerning the extent of economic loss
or injury, characteristics of offend-
ers, whether or not the police were
notified, and other pertinent details.

The basic screen questionnaire
and incident report underwent revi-
sion in January 1979, and the re-
worked instruments were used to
collect information on incidents
committed in 1982. Pacsimiles of
the revised questionnaires are in-
cluded here. Readers should consult
previous annual reports, 1973
through 1977, for copies of the orig-
inal instruments. The revised inei~-
dent report was expanded to colleet
greater details about series vietimi-
zations, crime characteristics, and
reporting to the police. Analysis
based on these new data elements

will be performed in the future.

-

e
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U.S. GEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE Code 42, Section 3771). At identifiable information will be used only by 2 2 4] r 25 26. 21. 2. a.
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PINTERVIEWER: Enter unrecognizable business only

:z [ No--SKIP o
1 38

HOUSEHOLD SCREEN QUESTIONS

(dgcl’fmcm/bomo), garage, or another
building on your property ?

—— {42, How many DIFFERENT motor vehicles

(cors, trucks, motorcycles, atc.) were

mentioned)

51. Did anyone TRY to attack you in some

(T3 No ~ SKIP to Check Item F
C1 Yes — What happ!ncd?’

S e e gy e e s e gy a e g

’ 3 AN .' . ““-A a i S Proie " . R LTTT TRET
k]
q
1
i
° )
37¢. (Qther thon the . . . business) does onyone in this household operate o business from this address? :@ “
b. What kind of busi is thot? 1 ; PGM 6 Form Approved: 0O.M.8, No. 43-R0587
ind of business is that? W[ Yes-Ask b J Line number Notes NOTICE — Your report to the Census Bureau is confidential by law (U.S.
! Code 42, section 3771). All identifiable information will be used only by

persons engaged in and for the purposes of the survey, and may not be
disclosed or relezsed to othary for any purpose.

®

Screen question number

38. Now I'd like to ask some quastions aboyt ' i
0 1] Yes—How mand 41. Did anyone take shi i o
crin. Toey el iy 1o e I § morbe- | 'ﬂ R LT N SR R R
H rom o pla h ' i . "
between ____ 1, 19___ond S .{D No hmpor:ril;.s::y?;;,’::c;’:t.: f:i.on"d's or i) Ne g i AME INCIDENT REPOR
i[n)::::g ?:,' ';" 6,;';”“;; , did anyone breok relative’s h; "’ol?ﬂ hotel or motel, or H i Incident number CRIME INCIDENT REPORT
mehow illegally get into your 2 vacation home ——m ‘

i ‘ NATIONAL CRIME SURVEY

rorm NCS-2
1279 U.5. DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE
BUREAU OF THE CENSUS

Has this person lived at this address for 6 months

4a. Did this incident happen inside the limits of o city, town,

]
1
i
T
i :
L d ! 0 N - r‘
39. (Do':ih" Qh:n the incident(s) just mantioned) I[C] Yes—How this hw:.{.":,ll‘;;;’i‘z:x:"::?::;"h’? H Ds,(t;npe to 45 g or less? (If not sure, refer to Item 30, NCS-1.) village, etc.?
°,' “y;:“:"d @ door ;"“""A'#:',EAIA‘:#E‘B"’": ! tmes? Ol : CHECK ] Yes (item 30 ~ 6 months or less) — Read @. 1+ [ Outside U.S. ~ SKIP to 5
 other signs of on h g Ask |
break in? I No 1232 ; ITEM A 2] No — Ask 4b
i b33 : [ No{ltem 30blank or more than 6 months) — Reod @ . Yes — Whot is the name cf that city/town/village?
! —— 14 (3 4 or more i SKIP 5 20 3 [ Seme city, town, village as
! . Did T N present residence — SKIP t0 5
N T - Did anyone steal, TRY to steal, or usa I Yes - : - (R iat o [7] Different city, town, village from
40. :l';s‘ ian.y;!lmrgh:' all ml’nl.n thuod is I:b.p' I Yes-tewa (it/ony of them) without permission? :D o u:::?;v ! :;::: L‘u:l;:;o(r’rg;‘i):gd::.crli;::o?! :;:'r';;ve).( efer to appropriate . present residence. — Specify;
ur home, or happened to be -~ Hmes? I No i
left out, i ! § 5
h:scwor l’::: 7:. q‘oblcyfz.;ho garden :D Ne 4 n A ' 1. 'Did (thiz/the first) incident happen while you were living @
any ineid ropre: lother than ! 44. Did anyone steal or TRY to steal parts ] Yes ~ ke ; here or before you moved to this address?
y incidents olready mentioned) ! citached 1o (it/any of them), such as a H .‘".:':-y : : If not sure, osk:
| battery, hubcaps, tope-deck, ate.? }D No x @ 1 {7} While tiving at this address b. In what State and county did it occur?
: i : 2 [7] Before moving to this address
INDIVI i State County
45. The following questions ref ) : T IVIDUAL SCREEN QUESTIONS : 2¢. In whotmonth did (this/the Heat) insidont heppen? (Show calend
thot happ.n.g pagn :lu lr';n Iy to things 0 Yes—-How meny] 5. Did you find ony evidenze that someone ] Yes-Howm : if necessary. Encourage respondent to give exact month.) If not sure, ask:
6 months — wring e fost ICINe "™*Tg|  ATTEMPTED 1o staal something that Onast g ¥ <. Is this the some State and county as your PRESENT RESIDENCE?
! belonged to you? (other the I 4 : * 4 :
b ! e ey n any N 1 [7] Yes
D.-:iw“n— 1, 19 _and ) 10l ! incidents alrecdy mentioned) LINe : Month  Year 2] No
snarshady " YoV (Pocket picked/purse : k : Is this incident report § o of crimes?
. | o — i l s this incident report for o series of crimes
" d — 5. Where did this incident take place?
i

@ 1 [J At or in awa dwelling, or own attached A

46. Did onyone take somethi { irec ] . - 1 ] Yes — Ask 2b (Note: series must have
from you by using ‘;:','“,";%é; ::)b‘:":"ﬂy :DY”-:}:;I! 56. Did you call the solice during the last 6 ; CHECK @ 3 or more similar incidents which
stickup, mugging or threat? 1C] No ? months to report something that happened ¢ ITEM B respondent can't recall separately. garage (Always mark for break-in or
i :B:gg :::::lzou thrlugho :’vus aﬂclrimn? ; ; Reduce em;y in screen question if attempted break-in of same)
ny calls made 1 . ary. . e
i —_— police concerming the incidmo:yo; ) ; 2 [ No - &7;9150532’ 2 [} At or in detached buildings on own }Q:k
47. Dida TRY N have just told me about,) ' : _ property, such as detached garage,
. nyene to tob you by using force 103 Yes—How mam ! i b. Altogether, how many timas ¢lid this hoppen during the storage shed, ctc. (Always mark for
or threatening to h ? {71 No - SKIF 10 57 1 ¢ ' Y PP 9 p .
any ;,,c;d,nr:ar":;" you: h";" than 'll:l No """'; . ! : last six months? break-in or attempted break-in of same)
y mentioned) | [Z] Yes — Whot hupponcd?’ ' i Number of incidents 3 (] At or in vacation home, hotel/mote!
! E : - 4 [ Near own home; yard, sgdewalk,ddriveway, 9
5 Di T <. In what month ths did these iucidents toke place? carport, on street immediately adjacent
46. Did °'."y:"' beat you up, attack you or hit 1] Yes=How man Dj I'f' mor‘:: than onoe' :J‘:J';ter involv:d.. a;;'g pee to own home, apartment hall/sterage area/
(yot;‘ Vl"l somﬂlllng., such as a rock or bottle? ﬂunr? H . ths)? laundry room (does not include apartment
other thon ey incidents olready mentioned) O No ¥ I I l ow many in {name months parking lots)
P INTERVIEWER: Enter number for each quarter as appropriate. s (] At, in, or near a friend/relative/neighbor’s
I_LJ If number falls below 3 or respondent can now recall incidents fiome, other building on their property, yard,
sidewalk, driveway, carport, on street

separately, still fill as a series. If alf are out of scope, end

immediately adjacent to their home,

49. Were you knifed, shot t, ta wi
some other weapon by Z,,Y:',,: ﬂ,‘:ﬁg ('::hh" O Yes-l:’aw -’.y Look at 56, Was HHLD member [ Yes-Nowsm incident report.
than any incidents already wentioned) ) No et 4 CHE 12 + attacked or threatened, o times? apartment hall/storage area/laundry room
Tews  [p-v2s something stolen or an N T Number of incidents per quarter & [ On the streex (other than immediately
;a;tempt made to steal something Q4 Jon.. Fab April, Moy Toly, Av Oct.. Nov adjacent to own/friend/relative/
- _ that belonged to him/her? ¢ " 4 ’ Ve AUGe, " o neighbor's home)
50. Did anyone THREATEN to beat you up or '3 Yes-m 57, Did - - n—— or March or June or Sept. - or Dec.
:'25'5:.1;5" Y:duof'_if_h c:i Ix;"c, dun, or some : tl:':n?’ "6 ',,,o:';z:h',?ﬁ:: ;ﬁ:n,:‘:ul‘:? ::s":“c'!".l"" Q. ) (Qtr. 2) Qu. 3) (Qur. 4) 7 [ Inside restavrant, bar, nightclub Csﬁ’: k‘°
pon, including telephone 'CINo A . crime, A o )
threats? Pt 1 but did NOT report to the poli s ] inside other commercial building such
reats? (other than any incidents alroady ] then any incido':nan unoc;yp;l::iz)z:g)l" @ @ @ as store, bank, gas station :::8':?:4
s [J On public transportation or in station

P INTERVIEWER: If this report is for a saries, read:
The following questions refer only to. the most recent

(bus, train, plane, airport, depot, etc.)
10 {0 Inside office, factory, or warehouse

N VOOE N

-V0TIMIV —~{42MO0OT0O2~

]
i
i
;’:‘n"'l::‘:);’) {other than any incidents already ‘:D Yes—u:;;, i
}D No : incident, 11 J Commercial parking lot
; I| ED 3a. x::d':n‘znhy:g’:;:g?dmk outside when (this/the most recent) 120 Noncommercial parking lot
52, ’Dhlfrig r’:u l:slt 6 months, did anyone steal ;D Yeseow many S ' [ Light 13 {7] Apartment parkinF l.ot
ca'rnr‘"m:'k :onhqod to y:u from m:id. ANY ! N luu!’ ! 2 7] Dark 14 7] Inside school building
vch as ; i
' packiies or clothing? ED ° P 1 > £ Dawn, almost light, dusk, twilight 12 0 O schoal property (school parking area,
‘ L 4 ] Don’t know — SKIP to 4a ‘e oo
PR — — '1 Look at 57. Was HHLD member 1T Yes tow many D - R " e Isrlhaozlark. field, playground other than
. nything stolen from you while you ] Yes—Howa CHE 12+ attacked or threatened, or ! ulur' b, About what time did {this/the most ) incident happen? .
iw".f;‘"y from home, for instance at work, :g: N ﬁun’ ITEMC‘E( Wtas something stolen or an I No During dey 17 (] Other ~ Specafy;
n a the 3 ate i i S
o ar etstns, o il hnving? E1M0 Bt s o sl somming | LBl et oo :
l ! 2 ] After 12 noon=6 p.m. Notes
N I
— Do any of the screen questions ; 3] Don't kirow what time of day ‘
" mnvone v ey o e T Ve G N s or o may e At ight
se a , — F: y
stolen from you during the last 6 months? ED No ¥ ITEM F ’ g ;:s_ l;;izgr‘:m:eir:c’zﬁz;)ﬂepons. 4[] After 6 p.m.—12 midnight
! End interview if last r’:se;;?:tr’::lrent. 5 ) After 12 midnight—.& a.m.
T T 1 —L o;[:] Don't know what time 'o! night
E age
7 ] Don't know whether day or night
Page 13
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Rt et . .
oo D the oliondests) v arer e CRIME INCIDENT REPORT ~ Continued R :“' ,%;& " CRIME INCIDENT REPORT ~ Continaed
| 6e- nder(s) liv th : RN = . :
(here/there), such os : .u::: or ..':).”";r:::::“?’m 1o be 74, lhl‘:w were you threstened? Any other way? Oa. A( the time of the incident, were you cevored by | 110, Was fhe crime committed by 'Mh!_"" or mors than ene persen?
' [ Yes — SKIP ! rk all that opply : ony medica! insurence, or wers you eligible for 1 [ Only one 2 [ Dor't know 3 £7] More than one
to Check Item C
v bonofits frem any other typs of health benefits SKIP to 12 16
2[JNo 1 [ Verbal threat of repe ) togrow, such as Medicaid, Veterans to 120, page 1O
s ] Don't know . 2 E_][ xerbal threat of attack ether than rape Administration, or Public Welfare? b. Was this persen male or 5. How many persons?
L] eapon present or threatened *
b. Did the offende:(s) actually get in or just TRY to get in the with weapon resene @ = fomele?
(hovss/apt./building)? A . 2[3No
. “a 4[] (fgeempted suack wnl; weapon | sKiP + £ Don't know SKIP to 9 () CMale x L Don't know
ctually gotin - xample, shot at to 10a 2 [7] Female
2 [ Just tried to get in s [ Object thrown at person page I5 b. Wh i Ware they male or female?
. B} . What kinds of health insurance or benefit .
3 {T] Don’t know s g zot:luwm;. surrounded ' progroms were you covered by? Any others? ? 3 Don't know @ ! g ::: """el
. 7 ther — Specify Mark all that appi . How old would 2 emale
N o rids, s ke ok e ’ o Piogm i B ld e o v 1 P p—
force his way in) the building? way in. to J @ 2 [] Medicaid 1 [ Under 12 4 [ Both male and female -
o] No o. What actually happoned? Anything else? 2 [ Megicare . @ 2[] 12-14 'J’ or more in | Ih, Ask:
* Yes — What was the svidence? Aaything else? Mark all that abply s VA, .CHAMPUS s 1517 n:'.'.f,"::...".:?:;" male or
Mark all that apply 1 [[] Something taken without permission s ] Public wel'lr.e a4 []18-20 @ s [ Mostly male
Window \ 2 [} Attempted or threatened to take something s Othe" ~ Specify —meme——r s [J21-29 & [ Mostly female
1 ] Damage to window (include frame, s Hara.ssed. argument, abusive language 7 ) Don't know ¢ )30+ 7 [J Evenly divided
Sglass broken/removed/cracked) <O f :"r“b'feheﬂ"Y/or attempted forcible . Was o cloim filed with any of these insuronce 7 [ Don't know s ] Don’t know
y of house/apt.
. g Lock '::: Zﬂ:iﬁilﬂreixmmd s (] Forcible eﬂ:¥ :rpattemmed entry of car Pi:'lpaa ool your medicel & oman et ol er d. Was th parson semaons you
with in some way , s [] Damaged or destroyed property page 15 pa o| E}“"r :s cal expenses pa i --..'z stranger you had j+ How old weuld you say the youngest was?
¢ [] Other — Specify ¥ LA :!uumpted or threatened to damage or 2 No never seen before? @ 1 [JUnder 12 s(D21-29
estroy property SKIP 10 9f @, ] Known 2{0] 1214 ¢ ] 30+ — SKIP
s [] Other — Specify 3 [] Don't know } ° s[]15-17 to 1A
b 7 2 [ Stranger sKiP _ )
e SNIF to J d. Did insuranca or any health benefits program s [ Don't knowJ t° g +[318-20 7 [ Don’t know
s gm:g:rzzoto;ﬁgsg‘;e frame, glass P,C!hedé Ry pay for oll or part of the total medical exp ? k. How old would you say the oldest was?
em » How e person(s) ottack you? Any oth ? 1Al ‘| e How well did you know the Under 12 i 21-29
: g ﬁf::r; d:mu:d/removed Mark all that apply y ofher way @ 2 g Part person — by sight enly, ‘"g" @ ‘; EE]] |;_|r4 : % 30+
i sot:no: Wa‘nyt!le damaged/tampered @ + [ Raped s [ Not yet sertted P ﬂcqulﬂn'mc? or wall knewn? [ 15-17 7 7] Don’t know
s [ Other ~ Specifyv * 2] Tried to rape 4 [ None ) to 9f @' [ Sight only }tiK'P «[] 18-20
: 3 (] Shet 2 ] Casual
- & [ Knifed o. How much did insurance or a health benefits acquaintance) /€ | 1. Were any of the perscns known to you
9 [] Other than window or door -rSDecifY; s CJ Wit with sbiectheld in hand f-':cf:s"ar';q? Obtain an estimcte, I 3 [ Well known :'-m':.'r:i:::.:'?"""" you hed
& [] Hit by thrown object : ‘ -
J - 7 [] Hit, stapped, knocksd down : i @ s m f. What was the person's 1 [J All known
o - . s ) Grabbed, held, tripped, jumped, pushed, et . § o . ralationship te you? 2 (7] Some known
. How did the offender(s) (get in/TRY fto get in)? Mark one only s [ Other — Specify ' . ) ets, 3 Don’t know For example, o friend, ) 3 [ All strangers } SKIP w0 1lo
*[Jletin ¥ “ o s “AIl"* marked in 9d? coutin, ste. + ] Don't knaw
2 % g:’fend': Push:’d his way in after door opened | B f,!‘EEMCg [J Yes - SKIP to 10a @9 E] ZP"““ m. lbi:"lw';" did you knaw 'htcro'f;w(-) -
rough open door or other . - b No— A k 9 2 X-spouse sight only, casuol asqu ntance or
4 [T} Through unlecked door or w?:::::n‘ 8a. z::‘: :I.{:h the injuries you suffered, if ony? Anything else? : ONo- A% s ] Parent well known? Mark all that apply
. at cpply : f, Whot was the total smount of your medical . 1 [7] Sight onl
Theough locked d CJ Sight only
ocked door or window o [ None — SKIP to 10a, page IS : expenses resulting from this incident, 4 [} Own child % 2] Casual acquaintance(s)
5[] Had key * 1 []Raped ¢ (INCLUDING anything paid by insvionce)? s [ Braiir /sister "
. H s {T] Well known
& [] Other means (picked lock, used credit 2 [ Attempted : ; Snclude hospital and decter bills, madicine, « (] Other selative — .
card, etc.) : E_] Knif:ui::u r:pe : ﬁu;‘cpyl, braces, and eny other injury-related Speci{‘yy ! - 1= well knows'* marked in 11m?
7 ] Don't know nds " medicai expenses. CHECK _ )
a3 [ Don't know . 4 £J Gun shot, bullet wounds » INTERVIEWER: Obtain an estimate, if necessary e |ivemE [ Yes - Ask I in
» ] Other — Speci s [ Broken bores or teeth knocked out — (] No - SKIP to I 1o
er — Specify 7 ¢ [T] Internal injuries o ] No cost 0O g:-ybf:y?r'ideﬁed n. What (was/were) the well known person's
O :nocked UNCONSCious : s « (] Girlfriend/ ;-iloﬂ‘omhipgl) Oo“ymﬁu :or' r::n:pl;i’ |
3 — [ i . | . " ricnd, coustn, etfc. rk a at apply
CHECK "':":::p:ndno or any other member of this househuld ’ = Or:::res..blad:‘ey & cuts, scratches, swelling, chipped testh ‘ x [ Don't know ex-girlfriend ' Y +[]S ;use 7 [} Boyfriend/
ITEMC P hen this incident sccurred? If not sure, ASK O Specify 7 : » [ Friend/ex-friend ) 1 E0P - Yb friend
v ] Yes — Ask 7a i 10a. Did you do anything te pretect yourself cr . 2 [] Ex-spouse ex-ooy rien
@ 2 0] No — SKIP to 13, page 16 _ i yout property duri T Includ, o [[J Other nonrelative — 3 ] Parent o () Girlfriend £
. Poge b. Were you injured 1o the extont that yoi received ! getting away from the offender, yelling for Seecify g 4 7] Own child ex-girlfriend
7a. Did the person(s) have o weepen.zich es & care ofter the attack, includi 1§ ¢ jpcelvac eny medical ' help, resisting in any way. s [] Brother/ s [ Friend/
or something he was using as a ,:'i. a ":"' or knife, @ ’ 9 8¢ ' H ' e e [ Bra ex-friend
bottle or wreach? ' weapan, such as ; [ Yes ¢ i @ 'O Yes Sar o [ Other
1 1 No 2 ] No - SKIP 0 10a, page 15 é 2[)No—-SKIP to I la 9 Was ho/hsho Vhi;t, Black, or s 2‘:'.‘;:“ _ nonrelative —
. some other race? ) :
* 2 [ Don*t know c. Where did you receive this care? Anywhe : b. What did you do? Anything else? ' Whit Spec:!y; Spea{y;
ywhere olse? [ White
Yes — What was the weopon? Anything else? Mark all that apply ¥ Mark all that apply Black
Mark all that apply | 1At th 240 1 ] Used/brandished a gun 20 SKiP
s H : 3 & scene : Oth o |0. Ware the offenders White, Black, of
[J Hand gun (pistol, revolver, etc.) * 2] At home/nei . . 2 [T] Used/brandished a knife O ) “Mork o '
h [ e/neighbor's/fri . th ? W !
4 [ Other gun (rifle, shotgun, et 1818 riend’s Used/brandished 5 th Specnfy7 120, some cther race? Mok ail that apply
s ] Knif. g gun, etc.) 3 [7] Health unit at work, scheal, first aid station,’ 30bs andished some SEBr weapon page 1 [ White
e . at a stadium, park, etc. ’ o [T} Used/tried physical force (hit, 16 / 8
& [} Other — Specify 4[] Doctor's office/ i chased, threw object, €tc.) —— ¥ 2[]Black
; s office/health clinic . 4 [ Don't knoW 3 [ Other — Spacif;
b. D 5 ] Emergency room at hospital/, ini s (] Tried to get help, aturact atention, (2] Other ~ opcily
« Did the person(s) kit you, knock you down, or actucl!y attack 6 [] Other (doé incl P emergency clinic scare offender away {screamed, yelled, [Notes 4 ) Don't know race of any/some
you in any woy? s not include called police, turned on lights, etc.) :
' 3 Yes - SKIP to 7f - :Iespital) ~ Specify O Th d, argued 4. ete CHECK Ts more than one box marked in 1o?
- 7 ospital P : ' . ] Yes - Ask tp
N 7 with offender ITEM F
S R Did you stay overnight in the h ’ 7 [ Resisted without force, used evasive (] No — SKIP to 12a, page 16
¢, Did the person(s} threaten you with harm in eny way? @ t JNo * hospiel < :ct;onr(ra‘)/g':ue;edaw'?y& hc'lge'dhe'd p- What race wers moa? of the offenders?
: ? : & roperiy, lo or, ducked, : i
1[0 Yes 23 Yes ~ How meny days did b shield;d self, etc.)’ v [J Mostly White -4 ] Evf""
2 [ No — SKIP to 7¢ y doys did you ""?3 R + [ Other — Specify 2 [] Mostly Biack divided
) ¥ s [} Mostly some S {7) Don't
FORM NCB-2 (102479) @ e Number of days %{z R other race know
Page 4 ’ ] 8 FORM NC8:3 (te2e30) - Page 15
“Rle
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CRIME INCTIDENT REFORY - Centinve

Ya. At the time of the incidens,
any medical insurance, or ware you cligible for
“bansfits from any other type of health bonefits
progrem, such as Medicoid, Yetszans :
Administestion, or Pyblic Welfare?

1] Yes

23 %o .
s [] Dont knnw} SKIP to 9¢

L. What kirds of health fasvrance or benclit
progroms were you coverad by? Any cthers?
Mark all that apply

t ] Private plans

2 [} Medicaid

? 3 [} Medicare
4 ] VA, CHAMPUS
s ] Public weifare
s [] Dther - Specify
7 (O] Don’t know

¢ Ws o claim filed with an§ of these insurance
componins of progroms in order to get all oc
port of your medical expenses paid?

7)) 1 [xVes
2[JNo
3 [} Don't kriow } SKIP to 9f

d. Did insvrance or uny sealth benefits projram

?

y coverad by | 110. Was the crime committed by ‘onl‘ one or nm;

@'t‘DOnly smz

2 {71 Uen't know-’

en one parsen?
3 21 More than on
SKIP to 7o, page 16 /_’

b. Was this perscn mole.or
female? .

@ 1 [ Mate
2 {7 Female
3 1 Don’t know

b, How mony persens? .

|
x ] Don’t know

i Were they male o female?
1 ] All maie

¢, How old would
the person was

@"i" £ Under 12

2 12~14
3] 15-17
4] 18-20
s 32129
6330+

7 ] Don't know

;w say

2 ] All female
3 ] Don’t know sex of any offenders
« [T] Both male:and female -
if3 or more in | ih, Ask:
Yers they magily male or
: mostly femate?
@ s ] Mastly male
6 [} Mostly femele
) 7 [T Evenly divided ~
* s [7] Don't know

é. Was the jierson someone you
knew or o stranger you had
never seen before?

1 [ ¥nown
2 [T] Stranger
3 (] Don't know,

v[JUnder 12 2 [21-29
2] 12~-14 6330 ~ SK;P
T I5-17 = tolld
SKkip 4[718-20 7 [ Don’t know

tofig

j. How old would you soy the youngest was?

k. How old would you say the oldest was?

pay for all or part of the total medicol vipe

@) 1 [ AL

3 {7 Not yet settled
4T TNone - } SKIP 1o 9f

o« How much did insurance or o health bensits
progrom pay?.. Obtain on estimate, if
necessay. A : ; .

s . ?f} B f ‘.Vl;et wnktho perscn's

... teloVianship ts yau?
Firexomple, o friend,

* {71 Don't know

Is “AIl"* marked in 947
g‘ﬁich ] Yes - SRIP to 100
{T] No - Ak 9f

f» Whai wr.: the tota! amount of your madical
exponces resulting from this incident,
(INCLUDING anything paid by iksusonce)?
Include hiospitel ai? “reter bills, medicineg,
theropy, brades; ans -y other injury.related

* - -medicel axpenses.
PINTERVIEWER:Obtain an estimate, if necessary

o [} No cost

S
K[ Don'tknow...... . - _

100. Did you do aaything ‘,ts;iﬁhﬁ"youruif;é}:
yourZieperly duziig the ixcident? Includs®
getting away from the offendes, yelling for
help, resisting in any way.
3 []Yes
22[jKe—SKIP to Il

b. Whot did you do? Anyihing else?
Mark il that apply .
@ 1 [] Used/brandiskied a gun
2 [7] Used/brandished a knife
3 [] Used/brandithed some other weapon
&[] Used/tried physical force (hit,
chased, threw object, etc.) .
s [7] Tried to get help, atract attention,

e How woll did yéu know the + [} Under 12 s [(328~29
person ~ by sight eﬁlypcesgal . 2 5 1214 | & S 30+
i or well & ? : |
[ 15-17 7.C] Don't know
i D‘Si‘ht only SKiP a EDJ 18-20 [:]
2 [J Casual ﬁ
acquaintanc & | 1. Were any of the persons known fo you
» [ Weli known or wers they ail strangers you had

nover seen before?

cousin, «te,
| [ Spsuse

2 [TEx-spouss

s {1 Parent

4 7] Own chitd

s {1 Brother/sistar

6 {] Other relative —
o Seecilyy

7 [7] Boyfriend/
ex-boyfriend

s 7 Girlfriend/

. exegirifriend -
s {1 Erignd/ux-{riend
o {71 Other aonrelative =

Soecirr;

e

1. @Y 1 CIAN known

2] Some knowi

1 VAl strangers

4] Don't know

m, How wall did you knaw the persea{s) -

by sight only, casuel ecquaintance or

well known? Hork all that apply

1 (T} Sight only -

= % 2 [7] Casual acquaintance(s)
3 ] Well known o

SKIP 10 tio

CHECK

ITEM E {1 Yes — Ask {1n

3 No ~SKIP to 110
. What (was/werc) the weli kiown person's

relotionzhip(s) to you? Forjexample. .
brizad, couting ete, Mark all that apply

t ] Spouse 7 {7 Boyfriend/ ‘

2 [7] Exespouse ex~boyfriend

’ is *well known"* marked in 1Im?

g Wos he/she Whise, Bleck, or
seme cther race? ‘
| ] White
2T Black
3 [} Other —
= Speci!v-;

4 7] Don’t know

dage k
i1 t[:]wm:e .,

2 (} Parent a [} Girlfriend/
s L(;JOwn child ex-girlfriend
s [ Brothar/ » [T Friend/
sister Yo ex-friend
6 [} Other o {7] Other
relative — - - nonfelative -
Speci{y; S _‘Specijy;’ :

sKip
to  fo. Were the offsndere White, Block, or
12a, | . some other race? Mark all that apply

2 [} Black
3 ) Other — Specify

scare offender away (screomed, velled,
o colled police, turned on lights, stc.}
s [] Threatened, argued, reasoned, ete,, |
with offender : o
7 {T] Resisted without force, used evasive
action {ran/drove away, hid, held
property, locked door, ducked,. .
shielded self, etc.}

s [ Other — Specify?

. 4"} Don’t know race of any/some

CHECK [C1Yes — Ask 1ip v
IVEM ¥ & T3 No  SKIP to 120, page 16
= ~1a. What rece ware mast of the offenders?
@'T‘[j Hostly White 4™ Evenly
2 (T} Mostly Black: .. divided
3 [JMostly some S ] Don'f:
otherrace - know

}Is more than enz box marked in 1107

. Ro——
[ FORM NC2e2 {1e2078)

4

.. Page {5

RENN

Criminai Victimizatio in the United Statss, 1982 86

<

Ry

i n

g,

LN




: : S CRIME INCIDENT REPORT - Continued
120, Wera you the only person there besides the offendaer(s)?

SNSRI CRIME INCIDERT REPORT — Continved 403 2
130 What was taken that balonged to you or others in the i : & 17a. Was the theft reported to an insurance company?
Do not includp nnc:; endor 12 years of oge. heusehold? Anything else? ; 6. x:::ol::d',p:;: :::::‘:;o :;;i(ilﬂ;::.ryc/cp:lov:;"fzﬁzci:.sz::nc:‘?p"'y) 'O Yes
0 Yes ey ke &
O D SKIP to !3a Cash § : Boned K rCI AN 2 [ No or don't have insurance
2 (] Don't know and/or ‘ : ¢ 27} Part — &IP to i6b i -5}‘_‘}‘&0:1': know SKIP o 18a
3[JNe Property — Mark all that apply ‘ g i . 3 [ None — SKIP to I7a !
b- How many of these perians, net counting yourself, were harmed, | (@D 1 (3 Oniy cash taken — Enter amount above and SKIP to 14c. ; ‘: : Was anything other than cash/checks/credit cards b. Did the insurance pay anything to cover the thefs?
shreatened with ham or hod somathing taken fram THEM by forcs) 2 [7] Purse Did it contain any mensy? E : *aken? (‘‘Yes' marked in Check Item J, page 16) 1[] Yes
or threat? (Do not include parsons under 12 years of age.) s ] Waltet 3 Yes — Enter amount above. E g CHECK [ Yes ~ SKIP to 16¢ } : ~
i ITEM K 2 [ Nat yet settled
@) oI None - SKIP to 134 CINo : . c 5 ) No - SKIP to 16f '
- ) a[JNe SKIF to 180
Number of persons 4[] Car . Voo g " > ,
X (1 Don't know ~ SKIP to 13¢ s [ Other motor vehicle ) b. Wh:; w:u recoverad? Anything else? - 4 (] Don't know
c. Are any of these persons bers of your h hold s (7] Part of motor vehicle {hubcup, attached tape deck, ) ; ash: . . id?
o no:’ fude household bers u:dn 12 years of age.) attached C.B. radio, etc) v s . i <o How mugh was poid? .
@ o[ No 7 ] TV, stereo equipment {tape deck, racaiver, e B i —— PINTERVIEWER: If property replaced by insurance
. o s spedker, etc.), radios, cameras, small household ; v and/or
Yes — How mony, not counting yw"ﬂﬁ? appliznces {blender, hair blower, toaster oven, etc.) \,

company instead of cash settlement, ask for estimate
of value of the property replaced.

. hina i 1
Number of household members &[] Silver,china, jewelry, furs

Property — Mark all that appiy
Enter name of other HHLD member(s). !f not sure, ask e l:! Bicycle

g , s 8L
1 ] Cash only recovered ~ Enter amount above and x [ Don‘t know
@ 5 ] Hand gun (pistol, revolver, etc.) : SKIP to lof O .
* 11 [0 Other gun (riffe, shotgun, etc.) 2 3 Purse } Did it contain any monay? 18a. (Other than any stolen property) was cnything it belonged
12 [ Jther — Specify 7 4 3 [ Wallet (] Yes — Enter amount abeit - to you or other momboln of the hlou;oi\old‘dgmug;d ;n '}'ll’ "
13u. Verify 13a or 13b when it's already known that something o £ No :‘ncudnn:’./dFot cx:lmp a; was (n/ c:c )’er window broken/clothing
was taken or attempted to be taken. - i [ Car amaged/damage done fo @ car/etc.):
:'cls something stoles or taken without pc':’u;inlon that - Z s [ Other motor vehicle ’ 1] Yes v ]
elenged to you or athers in the household? L I | l I l 6 [ Part of motor vehicle (hubcap, attached tape deck, 2 [} No — SKIP to Check ltem N
DINTERVIEWER: include anythin stolen from UNrecognizable - attached C.B. radio, etc.) - — 1
dusiness in respondent s Home. —.—H—J_.ﬁ_u flot include anythin Was a car o other mator vehicle taken? i TV, stereo equipment (tape deck, receiver, speayer, b, (Wos/Were) the damaged item(s) rep or rep :
Stolen from o recognizable businéss in respondent's home or CHECK (box 4 or 5 marked in 13e) 3 A= etc.) radios.qca‘r;eras. small household appliances - All '
another business, such as merchandise or cash from a ITEM H [ Yes - Ask 14a : ' * (blen'der, hair blower, toaster oven, etc.) @ 1 [ Yes, } SKIP 0 18d
g'sm[:__', v SKIP 10 13 {71 No = SKIP to Check Item | ) BN 4 a [] Sitver, china, jewelry, furs 2 [] Yes, Part Jo
1 es — o I13e . i B s [} Bicycle a No
27 No 140, Hod permission to use the (car{motov vehicle) ever been ‘ ¥ o (T) Hand gun (pistol, revolver, etc.) [ ‘ ,
3 [ Don't know given o ﬂ'Y. perscn who tesk if? > i gr.:er g'"s‘ m(’;’ shotgun, etc.) . How much would it cost t¢ repdir or replace the
— ther:— i ?
b. Did ‘the parzon(s) ATTEMPT to toke something that belonged @ ' Nes . 4 12 [} Other — Specify ¥ damaged item(s)? . .
10 you or others in~mi"hwsnh9[§? 23 Ne ' }SKIP to Check Item [ H 0 [C1 No cost ~ SKIP to Check item s
' [ Yes . T 3 [ Don't know ' S SKIP 10 18
23 No - bs Did the person retum the (car/moter vehicle) this time? to ige
a3 Don't know f SKIP to 18a, page 17 ’ P x ) Don’t know
O @ :G;es @I I I | l I . h th 1 t cost?
3 i replacement cost?
c. What did they try to toke? Anything else? 2[JNo & ’ Refer to 16b, Was anything other than cash/checks/ d How mucN was the ;(';:rszh:ck Item N
Mark ail that apply Was cash, purse, or a wallet taken? (Money f;% CHECK credit cards recovered? o [J)'No cost — 0
1 [J Cash CHECK amount entered or box 1, 2, or 3 morked in 13e) z ITEML [C1.Yes — Ask I6¢ . s B
200 Purse ITEMI [0 Yes - Ask l4c ¢ " T No = SKIP to 16f. - BT——
i - x [J-Don't know
3 [] Wallet [0 No — SKIP to Check Item J % c. Was the recovered proparty damaged to the axtent that it hod to -
2o {:s be repaired or rcplucod?"(Do not include recovered cash, e. Who (poid/will pay) for the repairs or replacement?
s {7} Other motor vehiicle € Was the (cash/purse/wallet) on your person, for instonce, & checks, or credit cords.) Anyone else?
; in a pocket or being hold by you when it was taken? 37,; :
s ] Part :f dm“g ve?gf:‘.s;(h%cap. attached tape deck, @ ' O] Yes - & v [ Yes Mark all that apply
; :\t,ac ed C.8. ria io, e:c.; = d\ _ ‘ 2[JNo ' 2 [Z] No — SKIP to Check Item M ‘ [ items will not be repaired or replaced
7 » Stereo equipmeant (tope deck, receiver, ker, b .
= atc.), tadios? capmeras. sﬁtall household a;?:l?;:cg i d. Considering the domage, what was the value of the property * 2 [7| Household member
{blender, hair blower, toaster oven, etc.): = after it was recoversd? (Do not include recovered cosh, » (] Landlord
si L ‘ S l\ Refer to 13e. Was anything other than cash, 5 checks, or credit cards.) S
a [ Silver, china, jewelry, furs CHECK R chacks, or credit cards taken? ' P to 16 4[] Insurance
9 [ Bieycle ITEM J ' [ Yes.— Ask 130 $ —. : = SKIP to 16f s [} Other ~ SpeCifY;
to ] Hand gun (pistol, revolver, etc.) {3 No - SKiP 20 I6a, page 17 Look at l6a
* 11 [T} Other gun (rifle, shotgun, etc.) - - CHECK All recovered in 16a — SKIP to 16f
w12 [] Other ~ Specify 150, What wes the value of the PROPERTY thet was token? ITEM M % Part recovered in 1623 — Ask l6e
s Siibufl \E R (Exclude any ctolen cash/checka/credit cards) - . 5 = Look at Item 5, page 13. Did the incident happen
i ’ LT 3 . What was the volue of the property recovered? (Do not include L . e prifii
o " S _ . ¢ recovered cash, checks, or credit cards. i LIL ::g 701 Itl'ns commercial places fiescrlbed in
13 [ Don’t know — - ' CHECK ~
BT T T T T Temmmmmar s oy S o o o e @s______. HEo P oves- awoo | 3
L i ssfgndhns Mark all that apply f Xho u"co\inc?d the (money/property /money and pingerty)? 3 No — SKIP to 200, page 18 N
. id they try to take cash, or a purse, or a wallet? @ 1 [ Original cost Anyene slse v .
: cHeck [ ®o* ! 1;; or 3 T’:‘;g;" 13c) , 2 [T] Replacement cost . Sark all that apply ) A e 19, You soid this incident happaned in o (describe plactl':). N gy
- ITEM 6 - st—“SKI’P to 18 3 [7] Personal estimate of current value 1 [C) Victim or other household member ' Did the person(s) steat or TRY to steal anything belonging o
.y o /8a, page 17 4 [7) Insurance report estimate v 2} :0"‘33 4 by offend to the (name place)?
: Police estimate s [ Returned by offender
d. Was the (cosh/purse/wallet) on your person, for instance, s s - i
in o pocket or being held? ‘ & [ Dot know 4 [ Other Spec;;y; v Yes
- 7 [) Other - Specify 2 [ No
1] Yes o ¥
2 [ No SKIP 0 I8y, page 17
FORM NCS.2 (142470) P.‘e 16

3 ) Don't know

FORM NCBe2 (1e2270) Page 17
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X CRIME INCIDENT REPORT ~ Continged

. Were the pelico informed or did they {ind out about this incident
in any way? '

@ V[T No = s
2 [ Don't know - SKIP to Check ltem Q
Yes — Who told them?
3 [] Respondent — SKIP to 204
- 4[] Other household member

9 ] Someone else SKIP 10
6 [ Palice first to find oyt about it Check
’ ; Item Q

7 7] Some other way — Specifyq?

o

. \ Is more than one reason marked in 20d?
CHECK [ Yes —Ask 200
r_lTEM P {7]No — SKIP to Check Item Q

20e. Which of thess would you soy was the mest impsrtont reason
why the incident was-zeported to the police?

- X [T No‘one reagon more important -
o [] Bécause it was a crime was most importsnt.

ts this person 16 years or older?
CHECK [ Yes — Ask 2/a

b. What was the this incid wurs not
Ary other reason? Mark all that apply

B INTERVIEWER: Verify all S with respond, thark
box below if structured probe used.

1+ 3 {STRUCTURED PROBE: Was the reasen bacavse you

folt there was no NEED to call, didn't think police
COULD dn caything, didn’t think police WOULD do
arythicy, er was there some other reesca?

No NEED ¢ coll
1 7] Object recovered or offender unsuccessful
2 [7] Respondent did not think it impartant enough
3 [ Private or personal matter or took care of it myself
4[] Reported to someone eise
Police COULDN'T do onything
5 [ Didn't realize crime happened until later

6 3 Property difficult to recover due to lack of serial
or 1.0, number

7 {7 Lack of proof, no way to find/identify offender
Police WOULDN'T do anything

81 Police wouldn't think it was important enough,
they wouldn't want to be bothered :

9 {7 Police would be inefficient, ineffective, insensi-
tive (they'd arrive late, wouldn’t pursue case
properly, would harass/insult respondent, etc.)

Some other reason

10 [T] Afraid of reprisal by offender or his family/friends

* 11 [] Did not want to take time - too inconvenient
12 7] Other — Speci fy;

13 [ Respondent doesn’t know why it wasn’t reported

d to the police?| ITEMQ

{2 No = SKIP to 24q, page {9

2la. Did you havs : job at the time this incidens happensd?
@ [T Yes
2 "] No — SKIP to 24a, page 19

b. Wes it the same jobiyou described to me eorlier ax o (describe
job on NCS-1), or a different one?
@ ¥'[7] Same as described on NCS-1items 36a—e — SKiP to
. Ck.ltem R
2 [7] Different than described on NCS-1 items 36a~e

¢. For whom did you work? (Name of company, business,
organization or other empioyer}

d. What kind of stinﬁs or industry is this? (e.g., TV ond
radio mfg., retoil shoe store, State Labor Department, farm)

@[ [ T] ,

e. What ld’nd of work were you doing? (e.g., elecir)cal engineer,
stock clerk, typist, former, Armed Forces) '

@[ 1]

f. What were your most impiirtant ativitiss er duties? (e.g.,
tyging, keeping account bookis, selling cars, finishing
concrete, Armed Forces) E

9. Were you ~
@ 1 (] An employee of ¢ PRIVATE company, business or
individual for wages, salary or commissions?

2] A GOVERNMENT § (Federal, State,

or local)? S

unty

] ST

Is mcre than one reason marked in 20b?

] No — SKIP to Check ltem Q

FoRM

<. Which of thess would you sey was the most important reason

d. Please take a minu?a to think back to the time ef the incident

(209 1+ {1 To stop or prevent this incident from happening

7 33 To punish the offender

why the incident was not reported to the police?

SELF-EMPLOYED in OWN business, professicnal
practice or farm? If yes

Was the business incorporated?
3] Yes
4 [} No (or farm)
8. ] Working WITHOUT PAY in femily busines- or form?

Reason numb } SKIP 1o
x {77 No one reason most impartant Check Item Q

(PAUSE). Besides the fact that it was crime, did YOU have ony
other reason for reporting this incideze t0 the police? {Show card)
IF PHUNE INTERVIEW: For exampie, did you report it

becavse you wanted 1o prevent dhis or @ future incident, to

! Was iliis person injured in this incident?
CHECK [ Yes (injury marked in 8a pege 14) — Ask 220
ITEM R 7 No (blank or none marked in 8a) — SKIP to 23q,
_poge 19
of the injuries you

+ Did YOU lose time from work b
suffered in this incident?
1 [ Yes
2L No ~ SKIP 0 230, page 19

collect insurance. or recover pr::cny, te got help, to punish

the offender, or b vidence thet would help

you
catch the offender, thought it was your duty, or was there
some other resaon? - .

Any other reason? Mork al! that opply. Verify, if necessary,

* 203 To keep it from happening agzin or to others

3 [ In order to collect insurance

4 [} Desire to recover property :

s [[] Need for help ufter incident because of injury, etc.
& [ There was evidence or proof

s 9 [] Because you felt it was your duty
s [ Some other reason ~ Specify v 4

0[] No other reason

b, How much time did you lese bacause of injuries?
@ 9 7 Less than one day — SKIP to 230, poge 19

Number of days
x (7] Don’t'know

c. During thase days, did you lose any poy that was ret covered by
ployment ins , sick leave, or some other source?.
@ 1[0 Yes

2 [JNo - ‘SKIP to 230, poge 19

d- About how much pay did you lose?

@s .

NC3~2 (1a2¢70)

X ] Don't know

T R T
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4

23a. Did YOU lose time frem wark b of this incident for

any of these (other) rensens? Read list. Mark all that apply.
17) [J Repairing domuged property?
2 {7] Repiccing stelon items?
3 [C] Police related activitios, such as ceoperating
with on investigotion?
&[] Court related activities, such as testifying in court?
5 (] Any other reason ? — Specify

6 [C] None — SKIP to 24a

b, How much time did you lose because of (name all reasons
marked in 230)?

@ @ ] Less than one day ~ SKIP to 24a

L Number of days-
x (] Don't know

CHECK
- ITEMS

Summarize this inCident or series-of incidgnts.

. Include what was taken, how entry was goined,
how victim was threatened/attacked, what weapons
were present and how they were used, any injuries,
what victim was doing at time of attack/threat, etc,

< During these days, did you lose any pay that was not covared
by t '

?
|[er;s

, sick leave, or some cther ?
2] No — SKIP to 240

Check BOUNDING INFORMATION (cc. 32)

d. About how much pay did you lose?
PR : . i

x "] Don't knew

240, Wers thers any (other) housshold memb«'l l'éj
who lost time from work b of this

1] Yes

2 No ~ SKIP to Check Item S

years or older
L 4

CHECK
ITEM T

} 1 Yes — Ba sure you fill or have filled an

Look at 12¢, page 6. is there an entry for
““Number of household members?’’

Incident Report for each interviewed HHLD
member |2.years of age or over who was
hamed, threateded with hom, or had some-
thing taken from him/her by force or threat in
this incident.

{CJ Neo

b. How much time did they losc altogether?

Is this the last Incident Keport to be filled
for this person?
{T] No — Go to next Incident Report

@ 9 [7] Less than | day CHECK Yes - Is this the last HHLD member to be
- ITEMU interviewed?
Number of days [] Yes — END INTERVIEW ,
x [ Don’t know 7] No — Interview next HHLD member
Notes
FORSA NCS-Z (1420787 Page 19
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Appendix 1li

Survey methodology and
standard error

L
With respect to crimes against
persons or -households, survey results
contained in this report are based on

data gathered from residents
throughout the Nation, ineluding
persons living in group quarters, such
as dormitories, rooming houses, and
religious group dwellings. Crew-
members of merchant vessels,
Armed Forces personnel living in
military barracks, and institution-
alized persons, such as correctional
facility inmates, did not fall within
the scope of the survey. Similarly,
United States citizens residing
abroad and foreign visitors to this
eountry were not under considera-
tion. With these exceptions, individ-
uals age 12 and over living in units
designated for the sample were eli-

gible to be interviewed. o

Data collection

Each housing unit selected for
the National Crime Survey (NCS) is
in the sample. for 3 years, with each
of seven interviews taking place at
6-month intervals. An NCS inter-
viewer's first contact with a housing
unit selected for the survey is in per-
son, and, if it is not possible to se-
cure face-to-face interviews with all
eligible members of the household
during this initial visit, interviews by
telephone are permissible there-
after. The only exceptions to the
requirement that each eligible per-
son be interviewed apply to 12- and
13-year-olds, incapacitated persons,
and individuals who are absent from
the household during the entire field
interviewing period. ...

For 12- and 13-year-olds, the
interviewer is required to obtain the
necessary information from a knowl-
edgeable adult member of the house-
hold, unless the latter insists that
the child be interviewed and the al-
ternative is no interview at all,

In the case of temporarily absent
household members and persons who
are physically or mentally incapable
of granting interviews, interviewers
may aecept other household mem-
bers as proxy respondents and, in
certain situations (under rigidly
prescribed rules), non-household
members may provide information
for incapacitated persons.

hivressim o

Prior to February 1989, the
second through seventh interviews
were conducted in the same manner .
as the initial interview. At that
time, however,, the mode of inter-
viewing was changed in order to cut
data collection costs. Telephone
interviewing was increased and in-
person interviewing was reduced.
This change was implemented in a
manner that reduced the possibility
of biasing the results. For half of
the remaining interviews at a sample
address, the procedure was the same
as that used for the entire sample

, .sorior to February 1980: The third,
"~ fifth, and seventh interviews con-

dueted primarily in person, with
telephone follow-up permitted. The
three even-numbered interviews
have been conducted insofar as
possible by telephone. )

Before February 1980, about 20
percent of the interviews were by
telephone, whereas the proportion
has been approximately 50 percent
under the newer procedure. The
results of an assessment of the
change in the data collection mode
upon results for 1980 were reported
in the9 initial data release for that-
year.” The procedure adopted in
1980 has remained unchanged.

Sample design and size

Survey estimates are based on
data obtained from a stratified
multistage clustér sample. The pri-
mary sampling units (PSUs) com-
prising the first stage of the sam-
pling were counties, groups 8f coun-
ties, or large metropolitan areas.
Large PSUs were included in the
sample with certainty and were
considered to be self-representing
(SR). For the Natiion as a whole,
there were 156 SR PSUs. The re-
maining PSUs, called non-self-
representing (NSR), were combined
into 220 strata by grouping PSUs -
with similar demographic character-
isties, as determined by the 1970
eensus. From each siratum, one
area was selected for the sample,

m—

9See Criminal Vietimization in the U.S.:
1978-80 Changes, 1873-80 Trends. BJS
Technical Report, NCJ-80838, July 1982.

Criminal Victimization in the United States, 1982 9%

the probability of selection having
been proportionate to the area's
population.

The remaining stages of sampling
were designed to ensure a self-
weighting probability sample of
dwelling units and group quarters
withinlﬁach of the selected
areas. - This involved a system-
atie selection of enumeration dis-
tricts (geographie areas used for the
1970 census), with a probability of
selection proportionate to their 1970
population size, followed by the se-

lection of clusters of approximately -

four housing units each from within
each enumeration distriet. Toac-
count for units built within each of
the sample areas after the 1970 cen-
sus, & sample was drawn, by means
of an independent clerical operation,
of permits issued for the construc-
tion of residential housitig. Jurisdic-

tions that do not issue building per-

mits were sampled using small land-
area segments. These supplementary
procedures, though yielding a rela-
tively small portion of the total
sample, enabled persons occupying
housing built after 1970 to be pro-
perly represented in the survey.

With the passage of time, newly con-
structed units accounted for an in-

’ creasedﬁroportion of the total

sample, .
Approximately 72,000 housing
units and other living quarters were
designated for the sample. For
purposes of eonducting the field
interviews, the sample was divided
into six groups, or rotations, each of
which -contained housing units whose
occupants were to be interviewed
once every 6 months over a period of
3 years; the inital interview.was for
purposes of bounding, i.e., establish~-
ing a time frame to avoid duplicative
recording of information on subse-
quent interviews, but was not used in

- computing annual estimates. Each

——

mSelf-weighting means that each sample
housing unit had the same initial probability of
being selected.

115 revised NCS sample, based on 1980 census
data, is expected to be introduced at a future
date, For additional information, see the
discussion on Locality of regidenceand foot-
note 5) in the “Vietim characteristies” section
of this report.
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Appendix ili

Month of interview by month of reference
(X's denote months in the 6-month reference period)

Period of reference {or recall)

Month of First quarter

Second quarter

Third quarter

interview Jan. Feb. Mar.

Apr. May June

July . Aug. Sept. Oct. Nov. Dec,

January

February

March

April

May

June

XK XX X[ X[ >

3¢ 3] x| 3| 3] <

July

August

I XK

September

KX x| X X[ x

October

R X| X >

November

KX X[ >3]

December

XXX [

January

MK XXX

February

bt Rad b gy ko

March

April

R[>

May

|| > x| 3¢ [

June

XXX,XX*

July

rotation group was further divided
into six panels. Individuals oceupy-

ing housing units within one-sixth of -

each rotation group, or one paniel,
were interviewed each month during
the 6-month period. Because the
survey is continuous, additional
housing units are selected in the
‘manner described and assigned to
rotation groups and panels for sub-
sequent incorporation inte the sam-
ple. A new rotation group enters the
sample every § months, replacing a
group phased out after being in the
sample for 3 years.

Interviews were obtained at 6-
month intervals from the occupants

of about 60,000 of the 72,000 housing-

units designated for the sample. The
large majority of the remaining
12,000 units were found to be va-
cant, dempolished, converted to non-
residential use, or otherwise ineli-
gible for the survey. However,
approximately 2,000 of the 12,000
units were occupied by householders
who, although eligible to participate
in the survey, were not interviewed
beeause they could not be reached
after repeated visits, declined to be
interviewed, were temporarily ab-
sent, or were otherwise not avail-
able. Thus, the occupants of aboui
97 percent of all eligible housing
units, or some 127,000 persons, par~
ticipated in the survey.

Estimation procedure

In order to enhance the reliability
of the estimates presented in this
report, the estimation procedure in-
corporated extensive auxiliary data
resources on those characteristics of
the population that are believed to
bear on the subject matter of the
survey. These auxiliary data were
used in the various stages of ratio
estimation.

The estimation procedure pro- .
duces quarterly estimates of the
volume and rates of victimization.
Sample data from 8 months of field
interviewing are required to produce
estimates for each guarter. As
shown in the-#ccompanying chart,
for example, data collected during
February through September are re-
quired to produce an estimate for'
the first quarter of any given calen-
dar year. Each quarterly estimate is
made up of equal numbers of field
observations from the months during
the half-year interval prior to the
time of interview. Thus, incidents
occurring in January may be report-
ed in a February interview (1 month
ago) or in a March interview (2
months ago) and so on up to 6 menths
ago for interviews conducted in
July. One purpose of this arrange-

ment is to minimize expected biases --

associated with the tendency of re-
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spondents to place criminal vietim-
izations in more recent months dur-

. ing the 6-month reference period

than when they actually occurred.
Annual estimates are derived by
accumulating data from the four
quarterly estimates whieh, in turn,
are obtained from a total of 17
months of field interviewing—from
Fepruary oi one year through June of

. th¢ following year. The population

and household figures shown on vie-
timization rate tables are based on
an everage for these 17 minths, cen-

tering on the ninth month of the data

collection period, in this case,
October 1982.
The first step in the estimation

procedure was the application of a

basic welght, the reciproeal of the
probability of each housing unit's se-
lection for the sample, to the data
from each person interviewed; this
weight is a rough measure of the
population within the scope of the
NCS that is represented by each per-
son in the sample, An adjustment
“was then made to account fo? occu-
pied units (and for persons in oceu-
pied units) that were eligible for the
survey but where it was not possible
to obtain an interview.

Ordinarily, the distribution of the
sample population differs somewhat
from the distribution of the total
population from which the sample
was drawn in terms of such charac-
teristics as age, race, sex, residence,
ete. Because of this, two stages of
ratio estimation were employed to
bring distributions of the two popu-
lations into cioser agreement, there-
by reducing the variability of the
sample estimates.

e e St ety

The first stage of ratio estima- -
tion was applied only to data reccrds
obtained from sample areas that
were non-self-representing. Its pur-
pose was to reduce the error arising
from the fact that one area Wwas se-
lected to represent an entire stra-
tum. For various categories of race
and residence, ratios were caleulated
reflecting the relationships betwean
weighted 1980 census counts for all
sample areas in each region and the
total population in the non-self-
representing parts of tlﬁ region at
the time of the census.

The second stage of ratio estima- .-

tion was applied on a person basis
and brought the distribution of the
persons in the sample into closer
agreement with independent current

.. estimates of the distributicn of the
‘population by various age-sex-race

categories,

Concerning the estimation of
data on crimes against heuseholds,
characteristics of the wife in a hus-
band-wife household and characteris-
tics of the head of household in other
types of households were used to de-
termine which ratio estimate factors
were to be applied. This procedure
is thought to be more precise than
that of uniformly using the charac-
teristics of the head of household,
because sample coverage generally is
better for females than for males.

In producing estimates of person-
al inciderts (as opposed to those of
vietimizations), a further adjustment
was made in those cases where an

» ineident involved more than one per-

son, thereby allowing for the proba-
bility that such ineidents had more
than a single chance of coming into
the sample. Thus, if two persons
were vietimized during the same in-
cident, the weight assigned to the
record for that incident (and
associated charaeteristies) was
reduced by one-half in order not to
introduce double counts into the

12Resuits of the 1980 census also were used
for producing revised 1980 NCS estimates.
This change in estimation affected the com-
perability of vietimization and incident levels,
but rates and percentages were affected little,

“if at all. See Criminal Vietimization in the

U.S.:_1980-81 Changes Based on New Esti-
mates. BJS Technical Report NCJ-87577,

March 1983,

estimated data. However, the de~
tails of the outeome of the event as
they related to the vietimizad indi~-
vidual were reflected in the survey
results. A similar adjustment was

.mede in cases where individuals were

vietimized during the course of
commercial crimes: If a person was
vietimized during a crime against a
business concern (such as a ecustomer
injured in a store robbery), the event
did not count as an ineident of per-
sonal erime, although the effecets of
that incident upon the individual vie-
tim were measured as a personal vie~
timization. No adjustment was nee-
essary in estimating data on erimes
against households, as each separate
criminal act was defined as involving
only one household.

Series victimizations

Three or more eriminal everits
which are similar if not identical in
nature and incurred by individuals -
who are unable to identify separately
the detailsof each act or recount
accurately the total number of such

~ acets are known as series vietimiza~

tions. Because of the inability of the
vietims to provide details for each

" Teblel. Personal and household crimos, 1882:

event separately, series erimes have
been excluded from the analysis and
data tables in this report.

Before 1979, NCS interviewers
racorded series vietimizations by the
season (or seasons) of occurrence
within the 6-month reference period,
and the data were tabulated by the
quarter of the year in which data
were colleeted. Since January of
that year, however, data on series
erimes have been gathered by the
calendar quarter (or quarters) of oc-
currence, making it possible to
match the time frames used in tabu-
Ieting the data for reguiar crimes.
An assessment of the effects of
combining regular crimes and series
erimes—with each of the latter
counting as a single vietimization
(based on the details of the most re-
cent incident only)—was included in
the initial release of 1980 data, re-
ferenced previously in this appendix
(footnote 9). As was expected, that
report showed that vietimization
counts and rates were higher in 1979
and 1980 when the series erimes
were added. However, rate changes
between those 2 years were essen-
tially in the same direction, and sig-
nificantly affected the same crimes,
as those for the regular crimes
alone.

Number and percent distribution of series victimizations

and of victimizations not in series,
by Vsector an_d type of crime

Total
victiuizations
Parcent

Serias Victinizationo
Yictimigations pat {n series
Petcant Percent

Sector and type of crise . thaber  {n sector Humber  in sector Humber in sector
Perosasl sector 22,819,900 100.0 817,000 100.0 22,012,000 100.0
Crioes of viclence 6,996,000 | 30.6 537,000 65,7 v 6,459,000 28,3
Rape 157,000 0.7 4,000 *,5 153,000 G.?
Robdery 1,376,000 6.0 42,000 5.1 1,334,000 6.1
Robbery with tnjury 423,000 L9 11,000 .3 14,000 19
Robbery without 1ajury 951,000 4o’ 32,000 3.9 919,000 4.2
Assault 3,463,000 239 490,000 60.0 4,973,000 2.6
Aggravsted asseule 1,867,000 8.2 113,000 13.8 © 1,754,000 8.0
wiga tnjury 615,000 27 28,000 3.4 587,000 2.7
steempted with weapon 1,253,000 3.3 86,000 10,5 1,167,000 5.3
Simple assault 3,596,000 15.8 7,000 46,1 3,219,000 14,8
Rich dnjusy . 928,000 4,1 66,000 8.1 839,000 3.9
Attempted without weepon 2,670,000 < 11.7 310,000 ns 2,360,000 10.7
Crisss of theft 15,031,000 9.4 230,000 34,3 15,553,000 0.7
Personal larceny with contact 581,030 2.8 4,000 .5 $77,000 2.6
Pucaonal lqgauy without contsct 18,251,000 66.8 275,000 3.7 14,976,000 68,0
Heusehold sector: 18,336,000 100.9 11,000 100.0 17,744,000 100.0
Burglary 6,084,000 37.% 222,000 36,3 6,663,000 7.3
Foreible antry 2,173,000 1.8 69,000 13 2,104,000 11.9
Unlawful entry without force 3,018,000 16.5 105,000 17.2 2,932,000 4.3
Attespted forcible entry - 1,674,000 9.1 47,000 1.7 1,627,000 - 9a2
iouzahold larceny 10,972,000 4.9 368,000 60,2 9,705,000 SNe7

Less than $50 4,844,000 2644 231,000 ng 4,614,000 2.0 .
450 or more 4,035,000 24 91,000 14.9 3+964,000 2.3
‘Apount not available . 485,000 2.8 21,000 3.4 444,000 2.5
Atteaptod larceny . 708,000 39 25,000 4,8 683,000 3.9
Motor vehicle thaft 1,399,000 7.8 22,000 3.6, 1,377,000 7.8
Completed theft . 987,000 3.2 10,000 .7 947,000 5.3
Attespred thaft - 442,000 2.6 12,090 1o 430,000 2.4

HOTE: Detsil may not add to total shom beceuss i ®ratimate, based on about 10 or Fewer sample
casag, 1s statistically unreliabls.
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“ Appendix ili

Table I shows the counts of .
regular ard series vietimizations for
1982, ss'well as the results of com-

~ binipg the two, with each series '

" tellied as & single event.” A total of
817,000 personal series crimes and
611,000 household series erimes were
measured. As in the past, series_
crimes for 1982 tended dispropor--"
tionately to be either assaults (more
likely simple than aggravated) or
hotisehold larcenies for which the
value of loss was less than $50.

Issues relating to the methods of
colleeting and analyzing data on
series crimes are being addressed by
the NCS Redesign Consortium. The
Consortium consists of university

and private research specialists who
are examining a number of coneep—
tual, methodological, and analytical
issues in the measuremesnt of erime.
. by means of vietimizations surveys.

Reliability of estimates

The sample used for the NCS is
one of a large number of possible
samples of equal size that could have
been used applying the same sample
design and seleatien procedures.
Estimates derived from different
samples would differ from each
other.

The standard errcr of-a survey
estimate is a measure of the vari-
ation among the estimates from.all
possible samples and is, therefore, a
messure of the precision with which
the estimate from a particular sam-
ple approximates the average: result- -
of all possible samples. The esti-
mate and its associated standard
error may be used to construct a
confidence interval, that is, an in~

‘terval having a prescribed probabil-

B - ity that it would include the average

result of all possible samples. The
chances are about 88 out of 100 that
the survey estimate would differ
from the average result of ail possi~
ble samples by less than one standard
error. Similarly, the chances are
about 90 out of 100 that the differ~
ence would be less than 1.6 times the
standard error; about 95 out of 100
that the difference would be 2.0
times the standard error; ‘and 99 out
of 100 chances that it would be less
than 2.5 times the standard error.
The 68-percent confidsnee intervei

is the range of values given by the

and the estxmate e plus the standard
error; the chances are 68 in 100 that
a figure from a complete census
would be within that range. Like-
wise, the 95-percent confidence in-~

~terval is the estimate plus or mihus
two standard errors.

In addition to sampling error, the

estimates presented in this report
are subject to nonsampling krror.
Major sources of such error are re-
lated to the ability of respondents to

" recall vietimization experiences and:
associated details that oceurred dur-

ing the § months prior to the time of
interview. Research on thg capacity

of vietims to recali speclflL kinds of
crime, based en mtervnewmg persons
who were victims of offenses drawn
from pohce files, mdxcatem that
assault is the least well re¢alled of
the erimes measured by the NCS.
This may stem in part from the ob-
served tendency of vietim$ not to
report erimes committed by offend-
ers known to them, especialiy if they
are relatives. In addition, it is sus-
pected that, among certain groups,
erimes that contein the elements of

_ assault are a part of everyday life

and, thus, are simply forgotten or
are not considered worth mentioning
to a survey interviewer. Taken to-
gether, these recall problems may
result in a substantial understate-

ment of the "true" rate of vietimiza~

tion from assauit.
_Ancther source of nonsampling
“error related to the pecall capacity
of respondents entails the inability
te place the criminal event in the
eorreot month, éven though it was
placed in the correct reference per-
iod. Thig source of error is partially
offset by the requirement for month-
ly interviewing and by the estimation
procedure described earlier. An
additional problem involves te‘lescop-
ing, or bringing within the appropri-
ate 6-month period incidents that
oceurred earlier—-or, in a few in-.
stances, those that happened after

the close of the reference period.

The latter is believed to be relative-
ly rare because 75 to 80 percent of
the interviewing takes place during
the first week of the month follow-
ing the reference period. In any

> event, the effect of telescoping is

94 Criminal Victimization in the United States, 1982

minimized by the bounding procedure
described above. The interviewer is

provided with a sumimary of the inei~" "

“dents reported.in the precedlng in-
terview and, if a similar-ineident is.
reported, it can thii be determmed
from disceussion’ wrth the respondent -
‘whether the repot*ted incident is in-
deed a new one.n '

Methodologrﬂal research under-

taken in prepagation for the. NCS in-
dicated that sibstantially fewer in-
cidents of erime are reported when
ohe househ{yld member reports for ali
persons resxdu-g in the household
.than whesi each household member is
interviewed individually. Therefore,
the self-response procedure was
adopted as a general rule; allowances
for proxy response under the centin-
gencies discussed earlier are the only
exceptions to this rule. .

Other sources of nonsa mphng
efror result frem other types of re-
sponse mistakes, ineluding errors in-
reporting incidents as erimes, mis-
taken classification of crimes; sys-
tematiec data errors introduced by
the interviewer, biases-resulting
from the rotation pattern used,
errors in coding. and processing the
data,.and incomziete samplmg
frames (e.g., & large niimber of mo-
bile homes and one small class of
housing units constructed since 1970
are not inciuded in the sampling
frame).. Quality controland edit
proeedures were used to minimize
errors made by respondents and in~

_ terviewers. As caleulated for the
NS, the standard errors partially

measure only those-nonsampling
errors arising from theseé sources;
they do not reflect any systematie
biases in the data. -

To derive standard errors that

_ would be applicable to a wide variety

of items and could be prepared at a
moderete cost, a number of approx-
imations were required. As z result,
two parameters (identified as "a" and
"y" in the section that follows) were
developed for use in calculating

standard errors. The parameters - &7

provide an indieation of the order:of
magnitude of the standard errors

..rather than the precnse standard
_ error for any speexfne item. -
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Computation and appllcatlon
of standard errors

Results presénted in this report

were tested to determine whethér or-

not statistical significance could be
‘associated with observed differences
between values. -Differences were
tested to ascertain whether they
were significant at 1.6 standard
errors (the 90-percent "confidenee .
level") or higher. Most comperisons
cited in this report were significant
at a minimum level of 2.4 standard -

errors (the 95-percent-confidence

level), meaning that thie estimated
difference is greater than twice the
standard error of the difference.
Differences that failed the 96-per-
eent test were not considered statis-
tically significant. Statements of
comparison qualified by the phrase

"ssme indieation™ had a level of sig- -

.- nificance between 1.6 and 2.0 stend-

ard errors.

Formuls ¥. Standard errors for es-

timated numbers of vietimizations or

incidents may be caleulated by using
the followmg formula:

"uz + bx

s.e.(x} =

where

. & ==t:mataﬂ ruimber of per'-nn

“{-\

or houseZiold vnctxmnzat-.ons
or mozdents

a = & zonstant equal to -.0000125671

b =V’e constant equal to 2355

To illustrate the use of formula

" 1, teble 1 (Appendix I) shows

1 754,000 aggravated assault vietim-

‘umtlons in 1982. This estimate and

the approprlate parameters are sub-
stituted in the formula as followw

s.e.(x) = J(-.OOOQIZ%’II, (!.,'154,0()0)2

o= A7(2386)  (1,754,000)

= - 64,000 (rounded to nearest 100).

"vs.e‘.(p)

This means that the confidence
interval around the estimate of
1,754,000 at one standard error is
64,000 (plus or minus), and the confi-
déence interval at the second stand-
ard error would be double that fig-
ure, or 128,000 (plus gr minus).

Formule Z. Standard errors for
estimated victimization rates or

Eercentage are calculated using the
followmg formula:

sﬁﬁ(;) T= [%] l‘p(l.b-p)]

where

p = the percentage or rate
(expressed in decimal form)

y = base populatxon or total number
of crzmes

b = a constant equal to 2355

T llleastrate the use of formuln

.Z, tabie 4 (Appendix I) shows an

estimated robbery rate of 9.1 per

1,000 persons age 25-34. Substi- .
tuting the appropriate valuec jafo
+the formula yields: |

yte N uf :
y 2385 B o o
= [ [39,,,20,000] L.auex(x.n .unsu)]

~

= .0007388, which rounds to .0007.

This means that the eonTxdence
interval around the estimate 9.1 at -

- one standard error is 0.7 (plus or

minis), and the confidence interval
at the second standard error would
‘be double that flgure, orld (plus or
minus).

Formula 3. The-standard error of a
difference between two rates or
percentages havxng different bases is.
calculated using the formula:

. pl(i.ﬂ'p!) b+ pz(l.ﬂ-pz) b
1 ) Y

s.e.(py-py) =

where

P, = first percent or rate
{expressed in decxmal form)

¥, = base from which first pereentﬁ'l
or rate was derived

P, = second percent or rate
(expressed in decimal form)

¥, = tase from which second percent
or rate was derived . -

b = a eonstant equal to 2355.

The formula will represent the
actual standard error quite accurate-

ly for the difference between uncor~ -

related estimates. If, however,
there is a Jarge positive correlation,
the formula will overestimate the
teue standard error of the differ-

ence; and if there is a lerge negative -

correlation it will underestimate the
true standard error of the differ-

" ence.

To illustrate the use of this~
formula, table 3 (Appendix 1) of this
report shows that the Yyietimization
rate for personal crimes of theft for _

_ales was 89.5 per 1,000 and the

rate for females was 76.1 per
1,000. Substituting the appropriate
values irito the formula yields:

Standard error of the dszerenre
0895 - .0761)

JUB% (1.0 - .0895). (2355)

90,212,000

.0761 (1,0 ~ .0761)
4}- W (2355)

= ,00195239, which rounds to .9020.

Thus the confidence interval at one
standard error is approxrmately 2.0
per thousand, plus r minus, arcund .
the difference of 13.4(89.5 - 76.1),
or 4.0 per thousand, plus or minus, at
the two-»standard-error level. The
one-standard-error confidence inter-
val (68 chances out of 100) places
the true difference between 11.4 and
15.4 (13.4 plus and minus 2.0).
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The. ratxo of the dxfference ’co its
standard error is eqmvelent teoits .
level of statistical "significance.

_~example, a ratio of ebout 2 0 {or
" more) denotes that the diffeesice is.
significant at the 95 pzreent confi-

dence level (of ‘nigiier); a ratio rang-
' ing betwess 1.6 and 2.0 indicates
that-the > difference/ is significant st &
.~confidence Tevel between 90-and 95
* _-percent, and a rgtio of less than.
gbout 1.6 defines 2 1evewf confi#
~"dence below S& -rcent. In the )
above 2% ample; “tife ratio of the difs
.. ference (13.4) to its standard error-
- A0 equals 6.7. Therefore, it wes
“ concluded that the difference in the
wolentmct:mxzatlon rate for males’

and females was statistically signifi- -

cant at a confidence level e’xceedmg
95 percent. : PN

Formdla 4. The sta.'ié’ard error ofa
dlffezrence between two tatesor
hereentags S derived {rom the same

'? / base ;s calculated using the formule' 7‘

th:sl formin, s, teble 79 shows.that E‘ne Jo i AR e
B:f”:ortlon of burglary vietims -~ - /. A : S BENe

For eportmg economic losses ot$10-49 4o o o L 1

8 9«(?"?2) = j ] [_(pl + ?2! - (Pl Pz) ]

where the symbols are the same as
those deseribed for the previous. |

WA formula, except that "y" referstoa -

common base. A

rYg

/

4

=

ix o 1%
ﬂ)lust :ﬁeap ation of

B

was 17.2 percent, the proportion res S S it
portiig losses in the rangé of $50-, e

249 was 24.0 percent. Substltutmg
the appropnateva’ﬁes in the formula

yields: -

Standard error of the,dlffevence
(172/ 240) Tl

‘ 5; 55 m] [( AL U113 - m)] !
9"

= 01315392, which mm“ s LR

The conﬁdence mterval at one sk
‘standard error around the difference
of 6.8 would be from 5,5 to 8.1 (6.8
minus and plus 1.3). The ratio of the .
gifference (6.8) to its standard error
(1.3) equals-5.2, which is greater.
than 2.0. Thus, the dxfferenee‘i%e»- , e
tween the two percentages was sta-f g
ustxcally sn,gmt‘lcant. T A

o

wo

_ad’&l‘-""“
A

»'*»*""" -

24

i

oy 8

Age»-'l‘he appropm&ie age cate~ g

i gory is determined by &ach respon-
~ dent's age as of the lmsvicB day of the
mont.h preceding the i ervxew.

' vated assauM-rAttack with

<" a weapon, irrespective éét‘ whether or
-« =not-tiiere was injury, and attacle

without a. _weapon resultmg elther in
serigus injufy {e.g., broken bbnes,
loss 'of teethy internal injuries, loss
of epnseiousness)or in undétermined-
mju;@y fequiring 2 or-wore days of
hospiitalization. Also includes at-
tempted ‘assault with a weapon. -
Annual family ineprie—Includes -~

“ the iacome of the household head.

end all other related pbersons v -iding
in-the same-household unit. Cevefs
the 12 months precedmg thesinter~
view and includes wages, sgidries,
net income from busmeg,‘m' farm,

ensic nds, rent, S

,df,@gg, any other form af ‘monetary -

~income. The mcomé of persons

unrelated to the ead of household :
exeluded. 27 ; . / -
Amult-gﬁn unlawfy)physxeal

attack, whather aggravated or
simple, tFor a person. .Includes..
attempted assaults with or without &
weapon. Exeludes-rape and gttempt::

‘ed rape, as well as attaeks,'nvolvmg E

© theft or attempted thef;“Which are
' classifxed as robbery. Severity of.

. erimes in. th}egeneml category-range
from minEr threats to incidenis that
bri;gt‘he vietim near death../

-~ Attempted forcible entry—A

<+ form of burglary in which: {oree is

med in an attempt to gajn entry.
Burglary—Unlawful 4 foreible

-entry of a residence, usgg]ly, but not

neeesaamly, attended by theft.

~ Includes attempted foreible entry.

- The enfry may be by force, suctias .

‘picking a logk, breakmg 8 window, or

~ . slashing a sereen, or it may'be 7~

; through an unldeked door or-an gpen
window. : As Jong as-the pemf
entering had na legal r%}nt to be
preseat in the ! _mre,a burglnry
urs urthermore, the -
sé-rieed not be the house -
}% for a housshold burglary to
e place.. Hlegal entry of a  gArage,
shed, or-any other structure on the

s‘(ruc

. -premises also constitutes househpld
-~ burglary. In fact, burglery-does not-

recessarily have to oceur on the -

premnses 1!‘ the breuking and enter-

) mg"oceurred in a hotel or in gy aea‘e—

< tion residence; it would'stilibe + . ‘
. classified as a burglary . forthe . <0

household whose member or mems

bers were staying tbere at'the time.
Lentral eity—The largest city (or

grouping of two or three cities) of a

standard metropolitan’ statistical

area (SMZ4); defined below.

, Etlméxty—-A distinetion between

Hxspamc and non-Hispanic respon-

dents, regardless of race.

/ Foreible eczy—A form of bur—-

.- glary in which force is used to gain-" -
entry'(e.g., by breakmge»wm*’ew oF

slashmg a screenk.
_Hesd of househaid—For olassxﬁl-
v cation pu 58, only one individual

per, household can be the heed: per-

. -Son. In husband-wife households, the .
husband arbitarily is considered to =~
- be the head. In other households, the

, hea@person I Indisiiat

~that person is
Hw.ie-—P«ersons who report::

tifamselves as Mexican-American, '
.“{hieanos, Mexieans, Mexicanos, '
- Puerto Rieans, Cubans, Central or -

South- Amemcans, or other Spanwh '
culture or origin, regardless of mce.
- Household—Consists of the /

oecupants of separate Yving quarters ‘
- meeting eithir of the following

criteria:. (1) Persons, whether pres-.
ent or tempq,rarxly absent; whose .
usuel place of residence is the hous—
ing anit in question, or (2) Persons
staymg inthe housing unit who have

#no usual place of residence else~-
" where.
Household. cmmee-ﬁrrglary or /

larceny of & resxaence, or motor

- vehiele theft, erimes that do not

- involve personal confrontetion. '
Includes both completed and at- .

" tempted acts. - - .

| taiseiiold larceny—-‘l‘heft or:

~7 vattempted theft of propsrty or fash

from a residence or ity'immediate
vieinity. For a‘household larceny to
“occur within the'hpme itself; the
thief must be so/meone with a right’
to be there, su;'ﬁ as a.maid, a de- . -
livery persongz or a’'guest,. Forecible
éntry, atte;ﬁpted forgible enfry,.or
unlawful 4ntry are not involved.
!ne,dent»A speeific eriminal act
imtolnngcﬁa or more vietims apd:: ¢
offenders. In smxatlons where a;

i
¥

‘regarded by its members; gene?aﬂy, T
: 4hie ehief breadwinner.;

-
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persongl erime occurred during-the
course of a commercial erime;. it is

assumed that the incident was gri-"
marily directed agamﬂt tfie business,
and, therefore, i$ id not counted as
an mcldent of personal erime.
However, details of the outecome of
the event as they relate to the
vietimized individual are reflected in
daia on personal vietimizations.

Larceny—Theft or attempted
theft of property or sash witheut
forece. A basic distinction is made
between personal larceny and house-
hold larceny.

Msrital status—Each housshold
member is assigned to one of the
following categories: (1) Married,
which includes persons in ecommorn~
law unions and those parted tempo-~
rarily for reasons other than marital
discord (employment, military ser-
viee, ete.); (2) Separated and

" divorced. Separated ineludes
married persons who have a legal
separation or have parted because of
marital discord; (3) Widowed; and (4)
Never married, which includes those
whose only marriage has been
annulled and those living together
(exeluding eommon-law unions).

Metropolitan area—See "Standard
metropolitan statistical area
(SMSA)."

Motor vehicle—Includes automo-
hiies, trucks,.motoreycles, and any
other motorized vehieles legally
allowed on publie roads and high- ~
weys.

Motcer vehicle theft—Stealing or
unauthorized taking of a motor
vehicle, inceluding attempts at such
aets.

Nonmetropolitan area—A locality

“hot situated within an SMSA. The
category covers a variety of locali-
ties, ranging from sparsely inhabited
rural areas t.¢ities of fewer than
50,000 populatioi:. ..

one‘hspumewPersa\ns who

report their culture or origiit: as
other than "Hispanie," defined -
above. The distinetion is m,ad«
regardless of race.

Nonstranger—With respeet to
erimes entailing direct contact
between victim and offender, vie~ -
timizations (cr incidents) are classi-
fied as having involved nonstrangers
if vietim and offender either are
related, well known to, or casually

acquainted with one another. In
erimes involving a mix of stranger
and nonstrafiger-offenders, the
events are classified undernon- ..
stranger. The distinetion between
stranger and nonstranger crimes is
not made for personal larceny with-
out contact, an offense in which
vietims rarely see the cffender.

Offender—The perpetrator of a
crime; the term generally-is applied
in relation to erimes entailing con-
tact between vietim and offender.

Offense~-A crime; with respect
to personal crimes, the two terms
can be used interchangeably, regard-
less of whether the applieable unit of
measure is a victimization or an
incident.

Qutside central eities—See
"Suburban area."

Personel crimes—-Rape, robbery
of persons, assault, personal larceny
with cor.taet, or personal larceny

“without contact. Includes both
ccmpleted and attempted acts.

Personsl crimes of theft—Theft
or attempted theft of property or
cash by stealth, either with contact
(but without foree or threat of force)
or without direct contact between
viectim and offender. Equivalent to
personal larceny.

Personal crimes of viclence—
Rape, robbery of persons, or -
assault. Includes both completed and
attempted acts. Always involves
contact between the vietim and
offender. v

Personal larcerny—Equivalent to
-persanal crimes of theft. A distine-
tion is made between personal lar-
ceny with eontaet and personal
larceny without contact.”

Personel larceny with contact—
Theft of purse, wallet, or cash by
stealth directly from the person of
the vietim, but without foree or the
threat of force. Also includes at=
tempted purse snatching.

Personal larceny without con-
tact—Theft or attempted theft,

) "”"‘*r;:thhout direct contact between

vietim and offender, of property or
.cash frowm -any place other than the
vietim's home-gr its immediate

~ vieinity. The pro"ot:ty need not be

strietly personal in nature; the act is
distinguished from houselicld larceny
solely by place of ‘Gecurrence. -
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Examples of personal larceny with-
out contact include the theft of a
briefcase or umbrella from a restau-
rant, a portable radio from the

" beach, clothing from an automobile

parked in a shopping eénter, a bi-
eycle from a schoolground, food
from a shopping cart in front of a
supermarket, ete. In rare cases, the
vietim sees the offender during the
commission of the act.

Physical injury--The term is
applicable to each of the three
personal crimes of violence, although
data on the proportion of rapes
resulting in victim injury were not
available during the preparation of
this report. For personal robbery
and attempted robbery with injury, a
distinction is made between injuries
from "serious" and "minor" assault.
Examples of injuries from serious
assault inelude broken bones, loss of
teeth, internal injuries, and loss of
eonsciousness, or undetermined
injuries requiring 2 or more days of
hospitalization; injuries from minor
assault inelude bruises, black eyes,
cuts, seratches, and swelling, or
undetermined injuries requiring less
than 2 days of hospitalization. For:

.assaults resulting in vietim injury,

the degree of harm governs classifi-
cation of the event. The same
elements of injury applicable to
robbery with injury from serious
assault also pertain to aggravated
assault with injury; similarly, the

“~-game types of injuries applicable to

robbery with injury from minor
assault are relevant to simple assault
with injury.

Race—Determined by the inter-
viewer upon observation, and asked
only abott nersons not related to the
head of household who were not
present at the time of interview.
The raeial categories distinguished
are white, black, and other. The
category "other" consists mainly of
American Indians and per._ons of
Asian ancestry.

Rape—Carnal knowledge through
the use of force or the threat of
force, including atiempts. Statutory
rape (without foree) is excluded.
Includes both heterosexual and
homosexual rape.

Rate of victimization—See
"Vietimization rate."
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—Completed or attempt-
ed theft, directly from a person, of
property or cash by foree or threat
of force, with or without a weapon.

with injury—Completed
ar attemptzd theft from a person,
gdccompanied by an attack, either
with or without a weapon, resuiting

/n itjury. An injury is classified as

resulting from a serious assault,

‘ xrrespectlve of the extent of i mgu?y,

if & weapon was used in the commis-

sion of the c¢rime, or, 1f not, when

the extent of the injury was either
serious (e.g., broken banes, loss of
teeth, internal injuries, loss of
consciousness) or undetermined but
reguiring 2 or more days of hospital-
ization. An injury is classified as
resulting frém a minor assault when
the extent of the injury was minor
(e.g., bruises, black eyes, cuts,
seratches, swelling) or undetermined
but requiring less than 2 days of
hospitalization.

Robbery without injury—Theft or
attempted theft from a person,
accompanied by force or the threat
of force, either with or without a
weapon, but not resulting in injury.

Simple assault—Attack without a
weapon resulting either in minor
injury {(e.g., bruises, black eyes, cuts,
seratches, swelling) or in undeter-
mined injury requiring less than 2
days of hospitalization. Also in-
cludes attempted assault without a
weapon.

Standard metropolitan statistical
area (SMSA)—Except in the New
England States, a standard metro-
politan statistical area is a county or
group of contiguous counties that -
contains at least one city of 50,000
inhabitants or more, or a grouping of
two or three cities having a com-
bined population of at least 50,000.
In addition to the ecounty, or coun-

- -ties, contgining such a city or cities,

contlguous counties are included in
an SMSA if, according to certain
criteria, they are socially and eco-
nomically integrated with the cen-
tral eity. In the New England States,
SMSAs corisist of towns and cities
instead of counties. Each SMSA
must include at least one central
city, and the complete title of an
SMSA identifies the central city or
cities. The definitions used for this

. stated, or did not see or recognize

variable were determined by the
1970 census (for additional
information, see the discussion on the affected household.
"Locality of residence"). Vietimization rate--For crimes
- Stranger—With respect to crimes  against pearsons, the vietimization

entailing direet contact between rate, a.measure of oceurrence among
vietim and offender, vietimizations population groups at risk, is com-
(or incidents) are classified as in- puted on the basis of the number of
volving strangers if the victim so vietimizations per 1,000 resident
population age 12 and over. For
the offender, or knew the offender crimes against households, vietim-
only by sight. In erimes involving a ization rates are calculated on the
mix of stranger and nonstranger basis of the number of incidents per
offenders, the events are classified 1,000 households.
under nonstranger. The distinetion Victimize—To perpetrate a crime
between stranger and nonstranger against a person or household.
erimes is not made for personal
lareeny without eontact, an offense
in which vietims rarely sce the
offender.

Suburban erea—The county, or
counties, containing a central city,
plus any contiguous counties that are
linked socially and economically to
the central city. On data tables,
suburban aereas are categorized as
those portions of metropolitan areas
situated "dutside central cities."

Temre—Two forms of household
tenancy are distinguished: (1)
owned, which includes dwellings
being bought through mortgage, and
(2) rented, which also includes rent-
free quarters belonging to a party
other than the occupant and situa-
tions where rental payments are in

eriminal act against a household is
assumed to involve a single vietim,

‘kirid or in services.

Unlawful entry—A form of bur-
glary committed by someone having
no legal right to be on the premises
even though force is not used.

Vietim—The recipient of a erimi-
nal act; usually used in relation to
personal ecrimes, but also applicable
to households.

Victimization—A specific erimi-
nal act as it affeects a single vietim,
whether a person or household. In
criminal acts against persons, the
number of victimizations is deter-
mined by the number of vietims of-..
such acts; ordmarily, the number of
vietimizations is somewhat higher
than the number of incidents because
more than oneJadividual is vietim-
ized during certafn incidents, as well
as because persona? victimizations
that occurred in conjufetion with
commercial erimes are M counted
as ihcidents of personal c?i‘g‘..\e{ Each

N
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Bureau of Justice Statistics reports
(revised October 1984)

Call tol-free 800-732-3277 (local
251-5500) to order BJS reports, to be added
to one of the BJS mailing lists, or to speak
to a reference specialist in statistics at the
Justice Statistics Clearinghouse, National
Criminal Justice Reference Setrvice,

Box 6020, Rockville, MD 20850. Single
copies of reports are free; use NCJ number
to order. Postage and handling are charged
ior bulk orders of single reports. For single
copies of multiple titles, up to 10 titles are
free; 11-40 titles $10; more than 40, $20;
libraries cali for specval rates.

Public-use tapes of BJS data sets and
- gthar criminal jushce data are availuwle
from the Crimina! Justice Archive and
Information Network. P.0O. Box 1248, Ann
Arbor, Mi 48106 (313-764-5199).

National Crime Survey

Criminal victimization in the U.S.:
1982 (final report), NCJ-92820, 11/84
1973-82 trends, NC.90541, 9/83
1981 (final report), NCJ-80208
1980 (final report), NCJ-84015, 4/83
1979 (final report), NCJ-76710, 12/81

BJS special reports:
Jite economic cost of crime to victims, NCJ-

93450, 4/84
Family violence, NCJ-93449, 4/84

8JS bulletins:
Crimina! victimization 1683, NCJ-93869, 6/84
Households touched by crime, 1983, NC.J-
93658, 5/84
Violent crime by strangers, NCJ-80828, 4/82
Crime and elderly, NCJ-79614, 1/82
Measuring crime, NCJ-75710, 2/81

The National Crime Survey: Working papers,
vol. I: Current and historical perspectives,
NCJ-75374, 8/82

Crime against the elderly in 26 cities,
NCJ-76706, 1/82

The Hispariic victim, NCJ-68261, 11/81

issues in the measurement of crime,
NC.-74682, 10/81

Criminal victimization of California residents,
1974-77, NCJ-70944, 6/81

Restitution to victims of personal and househoid
crimes, NCJ-72770, 5/81

Criminal victimization of New York State
residents, 1974-Fr, NCJ-66481, 9/80

The cost of negligance: Losses from preventable
household burglaries, NCJ-53527, 12/79

Rape victimization in 25 American cities,
NCJ-55878, 8/79

Criminal victimization in urban schools,
NC.+563238, 8/79

To be put on any BJS mailinglist, write to NCJRS,
User Services Dept. 2, Box 6000, Rockville,
MD 20850.

All BJS reports — 30 to 40 bulletins and reports
ayear

BJS Bulletins and Special Reports — the most
current justice data

Courts reports — State court caseload surveys,
model annual reports, and State court organization
surveys

Corrections reports — results of sample surveys
and censuses of jails, prisons, parole, and
probation

National Crime Su:vey reports — the Nation's
only regular national survey of crime victims
Sourcebook of Criminal Justice Statistics
{annual) — 153 sources, 433 tables, 103 figures,
index, bibliography
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Crime against persons in urban, suburban, and
rural areas, NCJ-53551, 7/79

An introduction to the National Crime Survey,
NCJ43732, 4/78

Locai victim surveys: A review of the issues.
NCJ-39973, 8/77

Corrections

BJS bulletins ard special reports:
Priaon admissions and releases 1981,
NCJ-95043, 9/84
Capital punishment 1983, NCJ-93925, 7/84
Time served in prison, NC.J-93924, 6/84
Prisoners in 1983, NC.-85861, 12/82

Prisoners in State and Fedaeral instit:tions on
Dec. 31, 1982 (final), NCJ93311, 12/84
Dec. 31, 1981 (final), CJ®6485 7/83

Capl/tgL punlahmont 1982 (final), NCJ91633,

C%;;letgl punishment 1981 (final), NCJ-86484,

1978 survey otinmates of State correctional facilities
and 3979 census of State correctional facilities:
BJS special report

Career pattems in crime, NCJ-88672, 6/83
BJS bulletins:
Prisoners and drugs, NCJ-87575, 3/83
Prisoners and alcohol, NCJ-86223, 1/83
Prisons and prisoners, NCJ-80697, 2/82
Veterans in prison, NCJ-79632, 11/81

\ Census of jails and survey of jail Inmates:

Jall inmates 1982 (BJS bulletin), NCJ-87161, 2/83

Census of jails, 1978: Data for individual jalls
vols. IV, Northeast, North Central, South, West,
NCJ-72279-72282, 12/81

Profile of jail inmates, 1978, NCJ-65412, 2/81

Census of Jalis and survey of jail inmates, 1978,
preliminary report, NCJ-55172, 5/79

Parole and probation

BJS bullstins:
Prg/%a:lon and parole 1983, NCJ-94776,

Setting prison terms, NCJ-76218, 8/83
Characteristics of persons sntering parole
during 1978 and 1979, NC.J-87243, 5/83
Characteristics oi the parole population, 1978,
NC.J-66479, 4/81
Parols in the u S., 1979, NCJ-69562, 3/81

Couris
BJS builletin:
Case/ filings in State courts 19683, NCJ95111, .

BJS special reports:
Criminal defenso systoms A national
survey, NCJ-94630, 8,
Habeas corpus, NCJ-92949, 3/84
State court caseload statistics, 1977 and
1981, NCJ-87587, 2/83

The prosscution of fslony arrasts. 1979, NCJ-
86482, 5/84

State court organization 1980, NCJ-76711, 7/82

State court model statistical dictionary,
MCJ62320, 9/80

A cross-city comparison of felony case
processing, NCK55171, 7/79

Federal criminal sentencing: Perspectives of
%%ysis and a design for research, NCJ-33683,

8

Varigtions in Fedaral criminai‘sentences,
NC.J-33684, 10/78

Predicting sentences in Federal courts: The
feasibility of a national sentencing policy,
NCJ-33686, 10/78

State and local prosecution and civil attomey
systems, NCJ41334, 7/78

Expenditure and employment

Justico expenditure and smployment in the
U.S., 1979 (final report), NCJ-87242, 12/83

Justice expenditure and employment in the
U.S., 1971-79, NCJ-92596, 11/84

Privacy and security
Computer crime:
Electronic fund transfer and crime, .
NC.-92650, 2/84
Computer ncurity techniques,
NCJ-84049, 9/82

Elsctronic fund transfer systems and crime,
NCJ-83736, 9/82

Legislative rescurce manual, NCJ-78890, 9/81

Expert witness manual, NCJ-77927, 9/81

Criminagl justice resource manual, NCJ-61550,

Privacy and security of criminal history
information:
A guide to research and statistical use,
NCJ-69790, 5/81
A guide to disssmination, NCJ-40000, 1/79
Compendium of State legislation:
NCJ-48981, 7/78
19881 suppiement, NCJ-79652, 3/82

Criminal justice information policy":

information policy and crime contr2i sirategies
(%%:&CH/BJS conference), NCJ-932328,

Research access to criminal justice data,
NCJ-84154, 2/83

Privacy and juveniie justice records,

NCJ-84152, 1/83

Survey of State laws (BJS builetin),
NCJ-80836, 6/82

Privacy and the private employer,
NCJ-79851, 11/81

General

‘ 8IS bulletins:

Bank robbery: Faderal offenses and
offenders, NCJ-94630,8/84

Fod/g:l drug law violators, NCJ-92692
2 .

The severity of crime, NCJ-92326, 1/84

The Americar: response (o crime: An ovarview
ofcriminal justice systems, NCJ-91936, 12/83

Tracking offenders, NCJ91572, 11/83

Victim and witness assistence: New State
'5./‘8'3' and the system's response, NCJ-87934,

Federal justice statistics, NCJ-80814, 3/82

Sourcebook of criminal justice statistics, 1983,
NC.+91534, 10/84

Information policy and crime control
strategles, NCJ-92926, 10/84

Procesdings of the 2nd workshop on law and
justice statistics, 1984, NCJ-93310, 8/84

Report to the nation on crime and justice:
The dste, NCJ-87068, 10/83

Dictionary of criminal justice data terminology:
2nd ed., NCJ-76839, 2/82

Technica! stendards for machine-readable data
supplied to BJS, NCJ-75318, 8/81

Jui./%ﬁ. agencies in the U.S., 1980, NCJ}65560,

A style manual for machine-readable data,
NCJ-62766,9/80 -
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Fea. At ilu fime o& the inci

¢ Yes

- CRIME mcmem REPORT — Comsnd I

ideny; were yor ¢ 4 by
any medical insurance, oF were you eligible for
benefits frem any ather type of heaith benifits
progrem, such a3 Mediceid, Veterans
Administration, 5+ Poblic Welfare?

2] No cg
3 {73 Don't MW}SK”’}OW

b. Whet kinds of health inuun‘e’: or bunefit
~ Mark all that apply

: @ 1 [ Private plans
- 2 [T} Medicaid

< Was o claim filed with any of thess insurance ]

d. Did'insurance or any heeith hnoﬁh rogrem

" 1CJAn “

. How much did insuisnce or a health bencfits )

were you od Any others?

Lt 4

3 [ Medicare

&[] VA, CHAMPUS -
s (7} Public weifare

€ [] Other.~ Specify
7. ] Qon’t know

B )

companies or progroas in order to 5022!!:;——
part of your medical expenses paid?

V[ Yes

2 No - k
3 (7 Don't knaw } sKip to W

pay for afl or part of Hie total madice nmsu?

2 [} Part
3 [] Not yet sanled

4 [ None - } SKIP o 9f

program gq? Gbmm on estimote, if
necessay .

% 3 Don"t know

CHEC& ) Yes — SKIP 1o 10c
ITEND W ) N - Ask o

s “Ali" marked in 9d?

3 ﬂ\n wes thejiatal emount of your medics!

axpenses ot sing from this incidont, -
(IN&'.I.UDING anything paid by inum’u)?
inctyde hospital ond doctor bills, medicine,
- therepy, braces, end ony ether injury-reloted
medicel expenses,

W INTERVIEWER: Obtain an estmmte,, if necessoary

o [) No cost ®
s v

“x [T} Don’t know

10a. Did you do luyibing 1o pretect ywn\mlf or
e |

1@ ove

your proparty ¢
gatting oway from the offendss, yc“iu ‘n
help, resisting in say way,

2} No—~ SKIP to llo ¢

b- Whist did you de? Anything else?
“Mark gll that apply
1 ] Used/brandished a gun
2 ] Usied/brandished a knife
3] Used/‘brandished-soms-other weapon

# []Used/tried physical force (hit,
chased, threw object, etc.)

s ] Tried to get help, attract attention,

scare offende: away (screomed, yelied,

calted polick;.turmed on lights, etc.)

& [ Threatened, u;wkmnmm. v

. with of(ender

7 {7 Resisted without force, used evasive
action {(ran/drove owoy‘. hid, held
property, locked door, ugked
shieldsd self, eic.)

* 6 [5] Other — Sf;‘eci{y?

: b, Weas Oi;s person meie or

Tie. Was the crime commitied by only A0 or more ﬂmu one ponon’
@ 1 {71 Only one 2 [T Don't knovi g
- ] SKIP.t2-425; page 16

3 £33 More than onez

fomale

@: Jtale

... 2[3Femnle
"5 3 7] Don't know

. How mony persens?

| 1= Ware thoy mele or femeia? -

c. Haw old would you say
" tha persen vn‘{

t {7 Under 12

2[) 1214 i
s[5-47 7
« [ 18-20
s 12829
(3] 0+

7 3 Don’t know

d. Was the person semeons you
knew or o stronger you had
nevar saen before?

t ] Known

2 ) Svanger L\ SKiP |
3 {71 Don't knowJ 2 'Lg

.. How well did you knew the
-person ~ ~ by sight only, ccwel

<. Jcque or well &
1 ] Sight only | SKEP
2] Casus! I f
- acqueintance) ' '8 .

a [ Weil known

ko Bew old wauld you soy the sldest wae?

f. Whet was the persen's o
relstionship to you? .
For axample, o friend,
cousin, ot
1 (] Spouse
2 {7} Exespouse

s [j Brothe:uuster

¢ ] Other relzive ~
Specifi y;

O Boy?ﬁend/
ex-boyfriend

& {3 Girlfriend/
ex-girifriend

» [ Friend/exriend

o [T] Other nonreiative —
_ Specif, v;

@

% {7 Don’t know

@ 1.7 Al male

2] All female

3 [} Don't know sex of any offenders
4 7] Both male and femaie -

) Were they moﬂiy male or
: mestly femaie? .
8 [TJMostly male
s "] Mostly female
7 [ Evenly divided

8 [ Don't know
J» How old would you soy the youngast was?
1 3 Under {2 s {12129
231214 ¢ {30+ - SKIP
s[115=17 . telld
4J18-20 7 {3 Don’t know

SE@  uder 12 s[321-29
114 - ¢ (304
2] T5-|7 7 [ Don’t kriow
i .

1 ch ony of the persons Imevn. 10 you'
or viere they all nnngou you had
never seen before?
1Al known
Tz {7 Sohe known
3 (] Ail strangers
« [ Don't kriow SKIP to llo
", How well did you know the person(s) -
t only, cufmll ecquaintance or -
woll rown? Mork all !hat am!y
~-L358)-+T T Sightonly ~
TR Easusl aequainmnce(s),
3 ] Welf kaown=- ..

CHECK
CIves — Ask 1 in
ITEM E INo — SKIP (o 110
#. Wisat (was/were) the wall knewn peison's

valationship(s} to m? For sxample,
hiond cowsin, stc. Mark all that apply

K| Boyfnend/

8- Yos he/she White, Illck or
some other rece?

@1 O WMte
2] Black
3 D Other -
Svecifv-i;

. D< Don't know "}

.
ERI

o Were the offendors Whi Whive; Rleck, or
: seme other race?, . Mork ol Ithapﬁvf
1+ [] White
% 2{7] Black
: 3 (7] Other — Specify

o[ Don't know race of any/some

C"'Q* [ Yes = Agk Lp
.7 Ne — $KIP to 12a, page 16 .-

2 [’_]Mestly Black  divided’
3 [ Mostly some  $ "} Don:

tf 3 or more in I 1h, Ask: =

Js.well known™ marked in {Tmd |

2 D ‘Ex-spouse ex-boyfriend
: sC)Parent - 8 [ Girlfriend/
« [T} Own child. = ex-xi'lfnend .
s ] Friend/- - L
s Ei':t:lru/ ex-friend -
I Other .
B gtl':::ve - ” nonrefative —
SPelev;; Specify

s more mm one box marked in ITﬂ;

other race know

e st g
FORM NCS-2 11+2.75)

Page 15
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EPORT -~ Continved

you the only person there besides the offender(s)?
Do not include persons under 12 yeors of ege.

@ ' [Z] Yes
2 [} Don't know
3 Neo

b, How mony of these persons, net ceunting yeurself, were harmed,
threatened with herm or had semething teken frem THEM by forc
or threot? (Do net include persons under 12 yeurs of age.)

o "] None — SKIP to 13a

Asmb

SKIP to 130

of p
x [ Don’t know — SKIP to 13a

. Are any of these persons members of your househo!d now?
(Do not include househ id members under 12 years of age.)

o [JNo

Yes — How meny, not counting ywvl."??

Number of houszhold members )
Enter name of other HHLD member(s). If not sure, ask

T

1 BINTERVIEWER:

130, Verify 13a or 13b when it’s already known that something

was taken or attempted to be taken,

Was something stolen or taken without permission the
belonged to you or others in the household? :

135. What was taken that belenged to you or othe
household? Anythirig else?

‘@0 Cash s
Praperty — Mark o}l thot opply

and/or

2 [] Purse
s ] Wallet
«[JCar ‘
s ] Other motor vehicle

attached C.B. radio, etc)

@

1 [ Only cash taken — Enter amount above and SKIP to I4c,

Did it contein any money?
1 Yes —~ Enter amount above,
- £ O No T

¢ [] Part of motor vehicle (hubcap, attached tape deck,

72 [ TV, stereo equipment (tahe deck, receiver,
speaker, etc.), radios, cameras, small jibusehold

appliances (blender, hair bl

8 [J Silver, thina, jewelry, furs
s [] Bicycle
@ 10 ] Hand gun (pistol, revoiver, etc.)
* 11 [] Other gun (rifle, shotgun, etc.)
12 (] Other — Specify 7

oven, elc.)

@] [ L1 1]F

busingss-imrespondent’s home. Do not include any ing
Stolen from g recognizable business inrespondent’s home or
aniother business, such as merchandise or cash fropia~~.. ..
register. o

1 [JYes — SKIP to 13e

L ITemn

] Yes — Ask l4a

CHECK > (box 4 or § marked in l3e)
S ] No — SKIP to Check ltem 1

Was a car or other motar vehicle taken?

2[]No
3 ] Don't know

b. Did the person(s) ATTEMPT to take something that belonged
to you or others in the household?

1] Yes

21 No ! )
3 [ Don't know SKIP to 18, page 17

V4a. Had permission to use the{cas/mivh

givan fo the person who took it?
1] Yes
2[]No
s [] Don't know} SKIP w0 Checfc ftem]

or vehicle) ever been

1] Yes

b. Did the person retumn the (car/motor vehicle) this time?

c. What did they try to take? Anything else? 2CINo
Mork all that apply ; w
oE S as cash, purse, or a wallet taken?  (Money
1 [] Cash CHECY. | amount entered or box |, 2, or 3 marked in 13e)
*  2[T]Purse ITemI W {7 Yes ~ Ask l4c
3 [ Wallet ) No=<SKIP to Check Item |
4[] Car =

s [] Other motor vehicle

& [ Part of motor vehicle (hubcap, attached tape deck;
attached C.B. radio, etc.)

\3:7 |leV.-stereo equipment (tape deck, receiver, speaker,
etc.), radios, cameras, smail household appliances

@ 1{] Yes

2[JNo

c. Was the (:ull/pmu/wq"ﬁ) on yom; Tﬁiis\i\fotxinuonn,
in o pocket or being held by you when it was Taken? ]

(blender, hair blower, toasiz=oven,-ete,)
s ] Silver, china, jewelry, furs T
s [] Bicycle
10 [7] Hand gun (pistol, revolver, etc.}
* 11 [] Other gun (rifle, shotgun, etc.)

e
- ITEM J

checks, or credit cards taken?

[ No — SKIP to 16a, poge 17

Refer to 13e. Was anything other than cash, k

) Yes ~ Ask I5a oz

12 [} Other — Specify Fi

13 [[] Don't know

CIENEERI

CHECK
ITEM G

(box 1, 2, or 3 marked in 13¢)
[J.Yes ~ Ask 13d

’ Did they try‘ o take cash, or a purse, or a wallet? -
[0 ~ SRIP to 18a, page 17

d. Was the (cash/purse/wallet) on yeur person, for instence,

in @ pocket or being held?
103 Yes

2 [ No } SKIP 10 180, page 17

(Exclude any stolen cash/checks/cradit cards)

@ s .

150, Whot was the value of the PROPERTY thot was taken?

stolen? Any other wuy?
Mark all that apply

@ v [ Qriginal cest

* 2 [7] Replacement cost
3 [[7 Personal estimate of current value
& [] Insurance report estimate.
s [ Police estimate
e [] Don’t know
7 [] Other —~ Specify ;

b. How did you decide the velue of the property thot was

FORM NCS:2 (1e2270)

Page 16
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160. Wos cll

[ Al

|

or port of the
recovared, not counting any

and £

o

y/property/s

2 [} Part — SKIP to 16b
3] None — SKIP to 170

( y und property)
thing received from insuronce?

T = Continued
170. Was the theft reported to on ifsurance company?

@» 1[}Yes

27} No or don't have insurance

} SKIP 10 {8a
3 7 Don't know }

CHECK
- ATEM X .

Was anything oth

+aken? (‘‘Ves' mar

) Yes — SKIP

«r than cash/checks/credit cards
ked in Check item §, page 16}

to léc

) Wo = SKIR to 16§

Cash:

@ s
and/or

«OcC

[}

s[18

{7} Yes
O No

ar

icycie

b. What wos recoveredi’ Anything eise?

Property — Mark all that opply
1+ {71 Cash only re
*

21 Purse } Did it contsin ony money?
3 [C) Wallet

covered ~ Enter amount above ond

SKIP to 16f

~ Enter amount above

s [} Other mator vehicle ]
6 (] Part of motor vehiclq;(hubcap. attached tape deck,
atrtached C.B. radio, etc.) ek racelver, speaker .
ipment (tape deck, 3 s .
= eTzz'),s :eardei%se.q:;;“:as,(sn‘:all househdld appliances
(blender, hair blower, toaster oven, etc.)
s 7] Silver, china, jewelry, furs

1o (] Hand gun (pistol, revolver, .etc.)
13 [7] Other gun {rifle, shotgun, €tc.)
12 [:]:‘Other - Specify ?

b. Did the iu;";uun:- pay onything fo cover the theft?

1 {0 Yes 3

2 D’Not yet settled

‘a[JNe
4 [ Don’t know

SKIP to 18a

¢. How much was paid? BERES

MINTERVIEWER: If property repiaced by insurance
.company instead of cash sett/ement, osk for estimote
of value of the property replaced.

$ -

shdooc

x [T Don't know . v

180,

@] |

111

CHECK
ITEML

Refer to 16b. Was anything other than cash/checks/

credit cards recovered?

[ Yes — Ask
] No — SKIP

1.1
to 16f

checks, or

. Was the recoversd prope
¢ be repaired or uplced?"{

credit. _cards.)

1] Yes

2 [7) No — SKIP to Check ltem M

domoged to the cxur:c that it had to
Do not include recovered cash,

after it wa

d. Considering tho damage,

s twcovered?

whot was the value of the property
(Do aot include recoversd cash,

ATEMM

checks, or cradit cards.)
$ ,-SKIR!o 16f
Look at lég
CHECK (C]Alf recovered in 16a — SKIP to 16f

[C] Part recovered in |6a — Ask 16e

" damaged/domage dornc ta o car/etc.)?

||:]Yes

tol erty) was anything that bulor!god
s?::; :‘:G:c;:ry ':.:‘::"p ':Op 'h.?housohold.dcmﬂgcd in this
incident? For example, was (a lock or window broken/ciothing

2{]No ~ SK’E to Check Item N A ]

@) ] Yes. All

(Was/Were) the damaged itam(s) repaired or replaced?

} SKIP 0 18d
2 [ Yes, Pant

3[No

c. How much would it cost to repait or replace the

o ] No cost ~ SKIP 1o Check ltem N

d. How much was the repair or rcpluccmchv cost?

o (7] No cost — SKIP to Check Item N

«. Who (poid/will pay} for the repairs or replacement?

1 [] Items will not be repaired or replaced

damaged item(s)?

S
x (] Don't know

3]
* ' SKIP to 18e

s
x {J Don't know

.

Anyone efze?

Mark all that apdly .
* 3 [}Household member

3 [] Landlord

4 [] Insurance

s [} Other — Specify g

«. What weis the value of the preperty recovered? (Do not include
recovered cosh, checks, or credit cards.)

* 2]

Police

1 [] Victim «r other househo'd member

-3.{] Returned by pffender
a [ Other — Specify [ «

" Look at Item S, bage 13, Did the incident happen
inogny of the commercial places described in
boxes 7~-11?

$ FEoN ] Yes — Ask 19
= SKIP to 20, page (8
f. Who recovered the (money/property /money ond property)? ) ] No — SKIP to pag
Anyone else Lo - ——
Mork oll that apply 19. You said this incident heppenad in o (describe place}.

@imYes

Did the person(s) steal or

RY to steal onything belonging
so the (name place)? [

2[}No
3 [T} Don't know

FORM NCB:2 (12270}

Page 17
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CRIME INCIDENT REPORT - Continved

CRIME INCIDENT REPORT - Continved

SRR i S ] 230, Did YOU lese time fram werk b se of this incident for Summarize this incident or series of incidents.
200, Were thie police infermed or did they find out abeut this incident . Is more than one reason marked in 2047 any of these (ether) reasens? Read list. Mark all that apply, Include what was taken, how entry was gained,
in any way . . CHECK } [] Yos ~ Ask 20e o 1 [T Repuicing domaged proporty? ﬂ"EE"Cg } a‘::’e";fe'i‘:n'::’n;h;:;‘;‘":ﬁ/ were ; s;a w:n" rities
@ 1 CNe o 1P o> Eneck em @ : ITEM P [ No - SKIP 1o Check ltem Q ’ :8 :::l'::';".'“""::'::‘:”‘i'.” wch s <oopectin what victim was doing at time of attack/threat, etc.
0 3“‘ t k;:w'—“ : eckltem <. 204. Which of these weuld you say was the wmost importert reason with an investigetion? ' . “”‘," ’ i i
o E -R . : : eth KeP to 204 why the incident wes reportad to the pelice? & [] Court reluted sctivities, such as testifyisy in court?
espon - . . 5 [] Any oth: ? - i

& (] Other household member e Reason numbe:: > (DI Koy otkenresson T - Specily

s (] Someone else SKIP to ~ x [Z] No one reason more important .

6 [] Police first to find out about it ’Ct::"s o [T] Because it was a crime was most important

7 [ Some other way — Specify is this person 16 years or older?

» ¢ [7] None — SKIP to0 240
‘ . CHECK [0} Yes — Ask 210 o :
b. What was the reason this incident was no? seported to the pelice? ITEMQ 2] No ~ SKIP.to 24a, page 19 , b :::k’:..;.‘: 2'.'3:).?"“ you Iose because of (name alf reasons
Ay ether reason? Mark alf that apply . - - o :
R 21a. Did you have u job af the time this incident huppened? s o~ Less th day — SKIP
) . s ' dent. Murk ; : ] Less than one day to 24a
.l':’:r ieﬂl:f;iﬁuc‘t/:rrzyp:gbe used. with resb 1] Yes . @ e
@ » 3 [STRUCTURED PROBE: Wes :ﬂo ':u'..:hne.".l. you 2 [ No ~ SKIP t0 24a, page 19 . vy umber of days
‘C.gu'l':g“: ::y:;l:‘: E‘?"n.':t.h'!;k‘lpo'ii:. "0 LD ‘:g b. Was it the some jeb you deacribed to me urlliﬁy es ¢ (describe -
. |onything, or was thate some other regsen? job on NCS-), ot a diffetent ene? L <. During these duys, did you lose any pey thet was net coversd
@ 1 [T} Same as described on NCS- items 36a~e — SKIP to - by ployment ; sick leave, or seme sther
Ne NEED to call ... Ck.ftem R @9 1 Yes
) 4 [] Object recovered or offender unsuccessful 2 (7] Different than described on NCS-I items 36a—e 2] No ~ SKiF 20 240 o
* 2 [] Respondent did not think it important enough

¢. For whon did you work?- {Name of company, business,

Check BOUNDING INFORMATION (cc. 32)
organization or other employer)

- Look at 12¢c, page 16, is there ar entry for

. “‘Number of household members?’*
@ .

] Yes — Be sure you fill or have filled an
x ) Don't know . : CHECK }

3 [ Private or personal matter or took care of it myself
- .4 {7 Reported to someone else

“Police COULDN'T do anything

. ! d. Whot kind of business or industry is this? (e.g., TV ond
s [ Didn't realize crime happened unti] later radio mfg., retail shoe store, State Labor Department, fanm)

&, Abut how much =y 2id you lose?

{ncident Report for each interviewed HHLD

: ITEM T ""'e'"bed' ! E, years t:’f ag;l or over who was
g 24a. Were there any {sther) househeld membars 16 sars or older armed, threatened with harm, or hed some-.
€ ¢ [ Property difficult to recover due to lack of serial I—-!_I—] . whe lost time frem work b of this inci Al ? ‘ :2:23‘ ::f;:ﬂ{rom him/her by force or threat in
or |.D. number ) P : @ 1] Yes 09 Mo )
7 7] Lack of proof, no way to find/identify offender ©. What kind of werk were you doing? (e.p., electrical eng:neer, 2] No ~ SKIP to Check item S
3 \VOUI.I;N"I' do anythi stock clerk, typist, farmer, Armed Forces) . Is this the tast Incident Keport to be filled
Police e ehy ." b. How much tinie did they lose altogather? for this person?
o0 ;""u Wf;"?"" ‘hi':" :“Ila?thie":zgmm enough, @ | l I I : . @ o [] Less than | day : | cuecx {Z] No - Go to next Incident Report
& wou'dn t wafu o. e : i . f. What ware your most impertent activities er duties? (e.g., ITEM U Yes - Is this the last HHLD member to be
s [7] Police would be inefficient, me.ffectwe, insensi- tybing, keeping account books, selling cars, finishing 1 Number of deys interviewed?
tive (they'd arrive late, wouldn't pursue case concrete, Amed Forces) : " - . [ Yes — END INTERVIEW
properly, wouldh /insult respondent, etc.) - : * [ Den't know o [C] No — Interview next HHLD member
Some other reason ; Notes \ :
@ 16°[] Afraid of reprisal by offender or his family/friends | . g, Were you - : i
¥ 11 [] Oid ngt want to take time -~ too inconvenient . @ 1 [7] An employee of ¢ PRIVATE company, business ot
12 7] Other — Speci Iy; individwal for wages, salary or commissions? 5 } y
2[A GOVE)R?MENT employes (Federsl, Stets, county i !
Y Respondent doesn't know why it wasn't reparted or lozel . : )
B nE e - 4 SELF.EMPLOYED in OWN business, professions| !
: Is zaore than one reason marked in 20b? practice or farm? If yes i
; CHECK ] Yes ~Ask 20c . : % Wes the businass incorporated? .
‘ ) ITEMO [J Mo —~ SKIP to Check Item Q : 3 Yes ‘ _ | %
;‘ ' Which of th d th t importent reason 4 ] Mo (or farm) ‘ !
: . ici es® WOl soy was the most im . [ . :
; & why “". Jresy w wu’n: ported 1o the police? s [] Working WITHCUT PAY in family business or farm? {
: g ) : . “Was this person injured in this incident? ‘ )
Reason number SKIP to B -CHECK ] Yes (injury marked in 8a page 14) — Ask 2}a ‘3 : ;
; x [ No one reason most important Check Item Q ITEMR ] No (blank or none marked in 88) — ::'lr ’lg 23a, i . . /
: ~ . » S | .
I d. Please teke a minvte te think buck te the time of the m“,,p/m . Did YOU lesa time from wars b ise of the injuries yeu } ;
(PAUSE). Basides the fact that it wes a crime, did YOE, Aave any subfered in this iscident?
other reason for reperting this incident to the pefice? (gitow card) 1] Yes
1F PHONE INTERVIEW: Feor example, did you report it 2 [T No ~ SKIP to 230, poge 19
becayse you wanted to pravent this ore future incident, hh i,
:;:‘:,‘:,2“:':":,‘ S or recever z’:‘"".'}'. go:ht:lz,“"o‘p::'l'l b. How much time did you lno’ becavse of injuries? -
cotch %3 affender, ﬁ-umo wes your dety, or was there o [ Less than one day — SKIP to 230, page 19
seme other resson? .

Any other reasen? Mark-all that apply. Verify, if necessary.
t [7] Te stop or prevent this incident from happening

* 2] To keep it from happéning again or to others . %
3 [T} In order to collect insurance . #+ During these deys, did you lose any poy thet wes nst eovo?nd by
.y & ] Desire to recover property . | ployment sick leave, or seme other sewrce?. .
e s [] Need for help after incident’because of injury, etc, ;® V[JYes ;
Lo ¢ [] There was evidence or proof . - : . . "
z @ 7 % To punish the offender . ! - 2 D No ~ SKIP to 230, page '9( .

.

8 [ Because you felt it was your duty d. About how much pay did yeu lese? N ¢ x

Number of days
x [7] Don’t know

akE] Some other reason ~ Specify v 4 s ’ o “ ) ‘ | ’ § k 3
x [7]Don't kno;;:‘\=;»,\ - L @

&

b

:

i o {1 No other reason
% FORM NCE-2 {102:79)
}

!

FORNII NCS3 {$02070) ) ‘
a ) . . Pag= 7

Puge 16 } ~ »
. ) v . ’ i R N ) " ;l//
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Appendix il

BEESSSS S e ———

Month of interview by month of reference
(X's denote months in the 6-month reference period)

_spoqdentg to place eriminal vietim-
1zations in more recant months dur-

Period of reference (or recali)

Month of

f 4 First quarter
interview

Second quarter

Third quarter ———_ Fourth quantar

P e
Jan, F_eb. Mar. Apr.

May “June July  Aug.  Sepl . Nov.  Dec

January

February

March

April

Mzy

| <] 5¢| 2| ¢
X | x| x| 3] 3¢

X[ x| x| |

2]t >ef>et >

> 5e] > > )

b b St 4E 4P S ETY

X ||

2 {5 [ [>¢ ¢ )¢

;
X[ XIS 2] 3¢

(%
xK|x|x|»[x|x

XK IR0 2 (¢

> I 2¢] x| x| x| >

. ing the 6-month reference period
than when they actually oceurreq.
Annual estimates are derived by
accumulating data from the four
* Quarterly estimates which, in turn
are vbtained from a total of 17
months of field interviewing—-from
ruary of one year through June of
the following year. The population
a_nd_hou_sehold figures shown on vie-
timization rate tables are based on
an average for these 17 months, cen-~
tering on the ninth month of the data
wollection period, in this case
Octaber 1982. ’

The (\t‘irst step in the estimation
procedute was the application of g
basie V{e_lght, the reciprocal of the
probebility of each housing unit's se-

yotatipn group was further divided
into six panels. Individuals oceupy-
Ing housing units within one-sixth of
each l:otation group, or one panel,
were Interviewed each month during
the 6-month period. Because the
survey is eontinuous, additional
housing units are selected in the
manner deseribed and assigned to
rotation Eroups and panels for sub-
Sequent incorporation into the samn-
ple. A new rotation group enters the
sample every 6 months, replacing a
group phased out after being in the
sample for 3 years.
Interviews were obtained at 6-
month intervais from the occupants
of about 60,000 of the 72,000 housing.
units designated for the sample. The
large majority of the remaining
12,000 units were found to lre va-
can_t, degnolished, converted to non-
rgsndentml use, or otherwise ineli-
gible for the survey. However,
approximately 2,000 of the 12,000
units were oceupied by householders
who, although eligible to participate
in the survey, were not interviewed
because they could not he reached
after repeated visits, declined to be
Interviewed, were temporarily ab-
sent, or were otherwise not avaijl-
able. Thus, the occupants of gbout
97 percent of all eligible housing
u_m.ts, or some 127,000 persons, par-
ticipated i the survey

Estimation procedure

In order to enhance the religbility
of the estimates presented in this
report, the estimation procedure in-
corporated extensive auxiliary data
resources on those characteristies of
the population that are believed to
bear on the subject matter 6f the
survey. These auxiliary data were
used in the various stages of ratio
estimation.

. The estimation procedure pro-
Quces quarterly estimates of the
volume and rates of victimization.
_Samplg data from 8 months of field
lnggrv;g_m_rg&e:,required to produce
estimates for each quarter. As

shown in the ®ccompanying chart,

for example, data collected during

Fepruary through September are re-

quired to produce an estimate for'

the first quarter of any given calen~
dar year. Each quarterly estimate is
made up of equal numbers of field
gbservatlons from the months durin,
the half-year interval prior to the
time of interview. Thus, incidents
oceurring in January may be report-
ed in a February interview (1 month

ago) or in & March interview (2
months ago) and so on up to 6 months
ago for interviews conducted in
July, One purpose of this arrange~
ment is to minimize expected biases -
associated with the tendency of re~

92 Criminal Victimization in the United States, 1982
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lection for the sample, to the data
fro.m each person interviewed; this
weight is a rough measure of the
population within the seope of the
NCS_ that is represented by each per-~
son in the sample. An adjustment
was then made to account for geey-
Pied units (and for persons in oeey-
pied units) that were eligible for the
Survey but where it was not possible
to obta?n &n interview. ‘
Ordinarily, the distribution of the
sample population differs somewhat
from the distribution of the total
populs.tion from which the sample
was drawn in terms of such charac-
teristies aj age, race, sex, residence,
ete. Beecause of this, two stages of
rapo estimation were employed to
bring distributions of the two popu-
lations into closer agreement, there-

- by reducing the variability of the.

sample estimates.

]
o

The first stage of ratio estima-

tion was applied only to data records

obtained from sample areas that
were non-self-representing. Its pur-
pose was to reduce the error arising
from the fact that one area was se-
lected to represent an entire stra-
tum. For various categories of race
and residenee, ratios v.ere calculated
reflecting the relationships between
weighted 1980 census counts for all
sample areas in each region and the
total population in the non-self-
representing parts of tlﬁ region at
the time of the census.

The second stage of ratio estima-
tion was applied on a person basis
and brought the distribution of the
persons in the sample into closer
agreement with independent current
estimates of the distribution of the
population by various age-sex-race
categories.

Concerning the estimation of
data on crimes against households,
characteristics of the wife in a hus-
band-wife household and characteris-
tics of the head of household in other
types of households were used to de-
termine which ratio estimate factors
were to be applied. Thisprocedure
is thought to be more precise than
that of uniformly using the charac-
teristies of the head of household,
because sample coverage generally is
better for females than for males.

In producing estimates of person-
al incidents (as opposed to those of
victimizations), a further adjustment

was made in those cases where an
incident involved more than one per-
son, thereby allowing for the proba-
bility that such incidents had more
than a single chance of coming into
the sample. Thus, if two persons
were vievimized during the same in-
cident, the weight assigned to the
record for that incident {and
associated characteristics) was
reduced by one-half in order not to
introduce double counts into the

12ZResults of the 1980 census also Were used
for producing ravised 1980 NCS estimates.
This change in estimation affected the com-
parability of victimization end incident levels,
but rates and percentages were affected little,
if'at all, See Criminal Vietimization in the

U.S.: 1980-81 Chentes Based on New Esti-
- Tates. BJS Technical Report NCI-87577,

March 1982.

estimated data. However, the de-
tails of the outcome of the event as
they related to the vietimized indi-
vidual were reflected in the survey
results.’ A similar adjustment was
made in cases where individuals were
victimized during the course of
commereial crimes: If a person was
viectimized during a erime against a
business concern (such as a customer
injured in a store robbery), the event
did not count as an incident of per-
sonal erime, although the effects of
that incident upon the individual vie~
tim were measured as a personal vie-
timization. No adjustment was nec-
essary in estimating data on crimes
against households, as each separate
eriminal act was defined as involvin,
only one household. '

Serles victimizations

Three or more criminal events
which are similar if not identical in
nature and incurred by individuals
who are unable to identify separately
the details of each act or recount
accurately the total number of such
acts are known as series vietimiza-
tions. Because of the inability of the
vietims to provide details for cach

Table !. Personal and household crimes, 1982:

event separately, series crimes have
been excluded from the analysis and
dat. tables in this report.

Before 1979, NCS interviewers
recorded series vietimizations by the
season (of seasons) of occurrence
within the 6-month referenve period,
and the data were tabulated by the
querter of the year in which data
wera colleeted. Since January of
that year, however, data on series
crimes have been gathered by the
calendar quarter (or quarters) of oc-
currence, making it possible to
match the time frames used in tabu~-
lating the data for regular crimes.
An assessment of the effects of
combining regular erimes and series
crimes—with each of the latter
counting as a single vietimization
(based on the details of the most re~
cens ineident only)—was included in
the initial release of 1980 data, re-
ferenced previously in this appendix
(footnote 9). As was expected, that
report showed that vietimization
counts and rates were higher in 1979
and 1980 when the series crimes
were added, However, rate changes
between those 2 years were essen-
tially in the same direction, and sig-
nificantly affected the same crimes,
as tiiose for the regular crimes
alone.

Number and percent distribution of series victimizations

and of victimizations not in sories,

by sector and type of crime
Total Serien Victimizations
victisizartons victimizations not in geries
Percant Percent Parcent
Sector and type of crimg Number in sector Wmber in gector Hosbar in sector
PeTwosal secter 22,822,000 100.0 17,000 100.0 22,0i2,000 100.0
Crises of violence 6,996,000 0.6 537,000 65.7 6,459,000 29.3
Rape 157,000 0,7 4,000 %o.5 153,000 0.7
Robbary " - 1,376,000 6.0 42,000 S 1,334,000 6,1
Robdery with tnjury 425,000 1.9 11,000 .3 414,000 1.9
Rodbery without injury 951,000 4.2 32,000 339 919,000 4.2 .
Assault 3,463,000 23.9 490,000 60.0 4,973,000 22,6
Aggravated assault 1,867,000 8.2 113,000 13.8 1,754,000 8.0
with Snjury 615,000 2.7 28,000 34 587,000 7
Attespred with weapon 1,253,000 5.8 86,000 10.8 1,167,000 3.3
Sinple sssault 3,396,000 15.8 377,000 46,1 3,219,000 6.6
Mith fujury 925,000 4.1 66,000 8.1 859,000 3.9
Attempred vithout weapin 2,670,000 4.7 310,000 3.9 2,360,000 10.7
Crimes of thaft 15,833,000 9.4 200,000 34,3 13,553,000 0.7
Personal levceny with contpct 581,000 2,5 4,000 %05 577,000 2.6
Tecsonal larceny without contact 15,231,000 6.8 275,000 35,7 14,976,000 68.0
.. Meusoheld secter 18,3%,000 100.0 611,000 100.9 17,744 ,000 100.0
rurglary 6,884,000 3.5 222,000 36,3 1683,000 7.5
Forcibie wntry 2,173,000 3.8 69,000 1.3 2,104,000 1.9
Unlawtyl entry without force 3,039,000 16.5 105,000 17.2 2,932,000 16.5
Attomptad forcible antey 1,674,000 $.4 ¥,000 7.7 1,627,000 9.2
Household laccany 10,072,000 3. 368,000 0.2 9,705,000 54
Lass than $50 4,844,000 26.4 231,000 na 4,616,000 26.0
$50 or wote 4,055,000 2. $1,000 4.9 3,964,000 22.3
Amount Aot svatladle 465,000 2.5 21,000 2.4 434,000 2.5
Attempted larveny 700,000 3.9 3,000 4,1 663,000 39
wnotor vehicle theft 1,399,000 7.6 22,000 .3.& 1,377,000 T8
Complated thaft 957,0 5.2 10,000 1.7 947,000 5.)
2.4 12,000 "y 430,000 2.4

Attespted thaft o 442,000

ROTK: Detatl say not idd to total shown becevse
of rounding.

Sgarinate, based on sbout 10 or fewer sample
casen, iz statisticslly unreliable.
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Table I shows the counts of
regular and series vietimizations for
1982, as well as the results of com-
bining the two, with each series
tallied as a single event. A total of
817,000 personal series erimes and
611,000 household series ecrimes. were
measured. As in the past, series
crimes for 1982 tended dispropor-
tionately to be either assaults (more
likely simple than aggravated) or
household larcenies for which the
value of loss was less than $50.

issues relating to the methods of
collecting and analyzing data on
series crimes are being addressed by
the NCS Redesign Consortium. The
Consortium consists of university
and private research specialists who
are examining a number of concep~
tual, methodological, and analytical
issues in the measurement of erime
by means of victimizations surveys.

Reliability of estimates

The sample used for the NCS is
one of a large number of possible
samples of equal size that could have
been used applying the same sampie
design and selection procedures.
Estimates derived from different
samples would differ from each
other.

The standard error of a survey
estimate is a measure of the vari-
ation among the estimates from all
possible samples and is, therefore, &
measure of the precision with which
the estimate from a particular sam-
ple approximates the average result
of ali possible samples. The esti-
mate and its associated standard
error may be used to construct a
confidence interval, that iz, an in-
terval having a presecribed probabii-
ity that it would include the average
result of all possible samples. ‘The
chances are about 68 out of 100 that
the survey estimate would differ
from the average result of all possi~
ble samples by less than one standard
error. Similarly, the chances are
about 90 out of 100 that the differ-
ence would be less than 1.6 times the
standard error; about 95 out of 100
that the difference would be 2.0
times the standard error; and 99 out
of 100 chances that it would be less
than 2.5 times the standard error.
The 68-percent confidence interval

is the range of values given by the
estimate minus the standard error
and the estimate plus the standard
error; the chances are 68 in 100 that
a figure from a ccinplete census
would be within thet range. Like-
wise, the 95-percent confidence in-
terval is the estimate plus or minus
two standard errors.

In addition to sampling error, the
estimates presented in this report”
are subject to nonsampling error.
Major sources of such error are re-
Iated to the ability of respondents to
recall vietimization experiences and
associated details that occurred dur--
ing the 6 months prior to the time of
interview. Research on the capacity
of vietims to recall specifice kinds of
crime, based on interviewing persons
who were victims of offenses drawn
from police files, indicates that
assault is the least well recalied of
the erimes measired by the NCS.
This may stem in part from the ob-
served tendeney of vietims not to
report erimes committed by offend-
ers known to them, especially if they
are relatives. In addition, it is sus-
pected that, among certain groups,
erimes that contain the elements of
assault are a part of everyday life

and, thus, are simply forgottenor ..

are not considered worth mentioning
to a survey interviewer. Taken to-
gether, these recall problems may
result in a substantial understate-
ment of the "true" rate of vietimiza-
tion from assault.

Another source of nonsampling
error related to the recall capacity
of respondents entails the inability
to place the criminal event in the
correct month, even though it was
placed in the correct reference per-
iod. This source of error is partially
offset by the requirement for month-
ly interviewing and by the estimation
procedure deseribed earlier. An
additional problem involves telescop-
ing, or bringing within the appropri-
ate 6-month period incidents that
occurred earlier-—or, in a few in-
stances, those that happened after
the close of the reference period.
The latter is believed to be relative-
ly rare because 75 to 80 percent of
the interviewing takes place during
the first week of the month follow-
ing the reference period. In any
event, the effect of telescoping is
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minimized by the bounding procedure
deseribed above. The interviewer is
_provided with a summary of the inei-

“dents reported in the preceding in-

terview and, if a similar incident is
teported, it can then be determined
from discussion with the respondent
whether the reported incident is in-
deed a new one. o

Methodological research under-
taken in preparation for the NCS in-
dicated that substantially fewer in-
cidents of crime are reported when
one household member reports for all
persons residing in the household
than when each household member is
interviewed individually. Therefore,
the self-response procedure was
adopted as a general rule; allowances
for proxy resporise under the contin-
gencies discussed earlier are the only
exceptions to this rule.

Other sources of nonsampling
error result from other types of re~
sponse mistakes, ineluding errors in
reporting incidents as crimes, mis-
taken classification of crimes, sys-
tematic data errors introduced by
the interviewer, biases resulting
from the rotation pattern used,
errors in coding and processing the
data, and incomplete sampling
{rames (e.g., a large number of mo-
bile homes and one small elass of
housing units constructed since 1970
are not included in the sampling
frame).’ Quality control and edit
procedures were used to minimize
errors made by respondents and in-
terviewers. As caleulateqd for the
NCS, the standard errors partially
measure only those nonsampling
errors arising from these sources;
they do not reflect any systematie
biases in the data.

To derive standard errors that
would be applicable to a wide variety
of items and could be prepared at a
moderate cost, a number of approx-
imations were required. As a result,
two parameters (identified as "a" and
"p" in the section that follows) were
developed for use in calculating
standard errors. The parameters
provide an indication of tlie order of
magnitude of the standard errors
rather than the precise standard
error tor any specific item.

G B e
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Computation and application
of standard errors

Results presented in this report
were tested to determine whether or
not statistical significance could be
associated with observed differences
between values. Differences were
tested to ascertaind whether they
were significant at 1.6 standard
errors (the 90-percent "confidence
level") or higher. Most comparisons
cited in this report were significant
at a minimum level of 2.0 standard
errors (the 95-percent confidence
level), meaning that the estimated

~ gifference is greater than twice the

standard error of the difference.
Differences that failed the 90-per-
cent test were not etasidered statis-
tically significant. Statements of
comparison qualified by the phrase
"some indication™ had a level of sig-
nificance between 1.6 and 2.0 stang-
ard errors. °

Formula 1. Standard errors for es-
timated numbers of victimizations or

ineidents may be caleulated by using

the following formula:

s.e.{x) = "“2 + bx

where

x = estimat~2 number of persona’
or household vietimizations
or incidents -

- a = a constant equal to -.0000125671

" b = a constant equal to 2355

To illustrate the use of formula
1, table 1 (Appendix I) shows
1,754,000 aggravated assault vietim-
izations in 1982. This estimate and
the appropriate parameters are sub-
stituted in the formula as follows:

s.0.(x) = J(-.oonousm) (1,75¢,000)%

+ (2355) (1,754,000)

= 84,000 (rounded to nearest 100).

This means that the confidence

“ interval arotind the estimate of

1,754,000 at one standard error is
64,000 (plus,or minus), and the confi-
dence interval at the second stand-
ard error would be double that fig-
ure, or 128,000 (plus or minus).

Formula 2. Standard errors for
estimated victimization rates or
percentages are calculated using the
following formula:

wein - [ 3] [,,u.-w]

where

p = the percentage or rate
(expressed in decimal form)

y= base: population or total number
of crimes

b = a constant equal to 2355

To illustrate the use of formula
2, table 4 (Appendix I) shows an
estimated robbery rate of 8.1 per
1,000 persons age 25-34. Substi-
tuting the appropriate values into
the formula yieids:

-
s.e.(p) =J [ﬁ‘,%i—fm] Eoow(l.o-.opsn]

= ,0007368, which rounds to .0007.

This means that the confidence
interval around the estimate 9.1 at
one standard error is 0.7 (plus or
minus), and the confidence interval
at the second standard error would
be double that figure, or 1.4 (plus or
minus). '

Formula 3. The standard error of a

difference between two rates or
ercentages having different bases is

caleulated using the formula:

soea(pipy) = py{1.0-p;) o 4 Py(1.07Ry)
172 i V2

4—_,__—_‘_-—_-———-——-—_———_—_———'

where

P = first percent or rate
(expressed in decimal form)

¥, = base from which first percent
or rate was derived

P, = secord percent or rate
(expressed in decimal form)

y o = base from which second percent
or rate was derived

b = a constant equal to 2355.

The formula will represent the
actual standard error quite accurate-

_ly for the difference between uncor-
related estimates. If, however,

there is a large positive correlation,
the formula will overestimate the
true standard ¢rror of the differ-
ence; and if there is a large negative

correlation it will underestimate the

true standard ercor of the differ-
ence.

To illustrate the use of this
formula, tabie 3 (Appendix I) of this
report shows that the vietimization

rate for personal erimes of theft for

males was 89.5 per 1,000 and-the
rate for females was 76.1 per

1,000. Substituting the appropriate

values into the formula yields:

Standard error of the difference

(.0895 - .0761)

.08Y5 (1.0 ~ .0895)
3500 (2855)

90,312,

L0761 (1,0 - .0761)
v w88

= 00195239, which rounds to .0020.

Thus the confidence interval at one
standard error is approximately 2.0
per thousand, plus or minus, around
the difference of 13.4 (89.5 - 76.1),
or 4.0 per thousand, plus or minus, at
the two-standard-error level. The

one-standard-error confidence inter-
“val (68 chances out of 100) places

the true difference betweenr: 11.4 and
15.4 (13.4 plus and minus 2.0).
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The ratio of the difference to nts
standerd error is equivalerit to its/”
level of statistical significance.” “For.
example, a ratio of about 2.9-(or
more) denotes that the difference is
significant at the 65 percent confi-
dence level (or h:ghesz, a ratip rang~
ing between 1.6 and /2.0 indicates
that the dxfferenee is significant at &
confidence level between 90 and 95
percent, and ‘g ratio of less than -
about I.G»ztefines a level of confi~
dence bélow 90 percent. In the
above example, the ratio of the dif-
fel;énce (13.4) to its stendard error
1%.0) equals 6.7. Therefore, it was
~ concluded that the difference in the

violent victimization rate for males

. and females was statistically signifi-

cant at a confidence level exceeding
95 percent.

Formula 4, The standard error of a
dnfference between two rates or

reen
base is calculated using the formulr

ges derived from the same o

s.e. (pl-p,) = , ][_(p1 + p,) - (n - p,) ]

where the symbols are the same as
those described for the privious

— /formula, except that "y" refers to a

common base.

R
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To illustrate the apphcatlon of
this formula, table 79 shows that the
proportion of burglary vietims - SR ) . »
reporting economic lossesof $19-49 co S

,was 17.2 percent; the proportion re-
. porting losses in the range of $50- -

_ 249 was 24.0 percent. Substituting
-4he appropnate values in the formula
yxelds.

Standard error of the dlfference
(172 - .240)

. T3
* J |55
= 01315332, ‘which rounds to 0133, -

The eonfidence interval at one -
standard error around the dlfference
of 6.8 would be fromi 5.5 to 8.1 (6.8
minus sxd plus 1.3}.- The ratio of the
difference (6.8) to its standard error
. 41.%) equals 5.2, which is greater

than 2.0. ‘Thus, the difference be- . X

tween the two percentagsas was, sta~,
tistically s1gmflcant.

13

F.ln + .200)~(.173 - .w)ﬂ ’
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- Age—The appropriate aée: cate-

gory is determined by each respon-,

dent's age asof the last day of thé

Aggravated nunul-mgack with
& ‘weapon,’ mreq)ectivef of whéther or .
not there was injury, and attack
without & wsdpon resulting either i in
seriousinjury {e.g., broken bones, -
loss of teeth,.internal mjunes./loss
-of conseidusness) or in undetermined
injury requiring 2 or more éays of
hospitalization. Alse ineiudes at-
tempted assault with & wespon. -

Annusl famity ﬁeewlncludes )

the income of  the household head -
and all other‘felated persons residing
in the sameé househcld unit: Covers
the 12 months precedmg the inter-
view- and includes wages, salaries,
~pet inéome from business or ferm,
pensions, interest, dividends, rent,
and any other form of monetary
- income, - The income of persons .
unrelated to the head of household is
~exeluded.-
Auwlt—An unlawful physlcal
attack, whether aggravated or
. simple, upon a person. Includes
_ attempted assaults with or without
we?on Excludes rape and attomp
ape, as well ay attacks%nvolvmg
theft or attemptiad theif, which are
classified as rohéry. Severity of -
crimes in.% ‘W general category. Ange
threats to incidests that

//,".

o

=
e

N
\

- ‘slashing a

7,61 burg
/in an attempt 10 galn entry
Unlawful or forcuble

'l‘heentry may be by force, such-as
gi,eklng a Jock, break\ng a wmdow, or
lt -may be
or/ an_ﬁpen
~ window. As long as the personi”
" entering iad no legalright tobe .
- ~present in the:structure, & burglary
“has oceurred.’ Furthermora, the
' struetura need not be tie house -
gskelf for g houaeh:ld :urgl;ry to
e, lllegal entry of a gamge,
or‘:ay other structure on the
/pr}mlsea also constitutes household

Z /burghry; “In fact, burglary does not.

necessarily have to occur on the -
preminai I the breaklm and enter-—

tyin

B

" eliides attempted forcible entry. T

e ey Y e e sty it

mg ocecurred in-a hotel or in a vaca~
- tion residence, it would still be

_ elassified as a burglary for the -
month preseding the intervicw. .-

household whose member 6r mem-~

bers were staying there at the time.
~Central eity—The largest eity (or

grouping of two or three cities) of

- standard mettopolitan statistical

ater (SMSA), defined below..
Ethnicity—A distincetion between
Hispanie and non-Hispahic respon-
dents, regardless of race.
Forcible entry—A form of bur-
glary in which force is used to gain
entry (e.g., by breaking a window or

" slashing a screen).

Head of household—For elasslfl-
- cation purposes, only one individual
per household can be the-iéad per-
son, In husband-wife households, the
husband arbitrarily is considered to

be the head. In other housetiolds, the .-~

head person is the individualso ~ -
regarded by its members; genersily,
that person is thz chief breadwinner.
—Persons who report
“themselves i as- Mexican-American,
Chicanss, Mexicans, Mexicanos,
Puerto Ricans, Cubans, Centralor -

-~ South Amencans, or other Spanish
< dlture or origin, regardless of race, L
° _-Tousehold—-Consists’of the =

_~oecupants of separate hvmg quaiters
meeting either of the fOHowmg )
criteria: (1) Persons, whether pres-
ent or tempa’ranly -absent, whose - .-
usual place of residence is-the hous=
ing unit in'question, or/{2) Persons
- stayingin the housing unit-who have-
no usual plaee of residence else~
where. .~ =

Household erlme&-Burglary or
Jaroeny of a residence, or motor
vetiicle- theﬁf,,crimes that do not-
involvé personal confrontation.. -
" Includes both completed and at- L
tempted acts. -

- Hoasehold hl'\eeny-'l’left or
attempted theft of property or cash™
from a‘residence or its immediate
vieinity. For a‘household larcefiy to
oceur within: the home itself, the
thief must be someone with a right
to be there, such as a maid;:a de~
livery person, or a guest. ‘Forcible
entry, attempted foreible entry, or -
unlawful entry are not involved, ' -

- Incident—A specific criminal get
involving one of more vietims and -
offenders. In sxtuatnons where a

0. o crimfnal Victimizstion in theUnitedS!ales 1932“':’ 9? T
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personal erime oceurred during the
course of 8 commercial crime, it is
assumed that the incident was pri-
_..marily directed against the busiress,
~ " and, therefore, it is not counted as
an incident of personal crime.
However, details of the outecome of
the event as they relate to the
victimized individual are reflected in
data on personal victimizations.

Larceny—Theft or attempted
theft of property or eash without—
force. A basic distinetion is made
between perzonal larceny and house-
hold lareeny. '

Marital status—Each houschold -
mermber is assigned to one of the
following eategories: (1) Married,
which includes persons in common-~ .
law unions and those parted tempo-
rarily for reasons other than marital
discoru (employment, military ser-~
vice, ete.); (2) Separated and ¢
divoreed.: Separated includes
married persons who have a legal
separation or have parted becausge of

maritzl discord; (3) Widewed; and (4) .~

Never married; Which includes those
‘wkose only marriage hias been

=" annulled and those living together

(excluding common-law unions).

Metropolitan area—See "Standard
metropolitan statistical area
(SMSA).Y ' :

Motor vehicle—Inclides automo-
biles, trueks, motorzyecles, and any
other motorized vehicles legally
allowed on public foads and high-
ways.

Motor vehicle theft—Stealing or
unauthorized taking of a motor
‘vehicele, ineluding attempts-at such

- DA

acts.
Nonme litan area—A locality
“not situated within an SMSA. The"
category covers a variety of loeali-
ties, ranging from sparsely inhabited
rural areas to cities of fewer than.
50,000 population.
Noa-Hispanie—Persons who e
report their culture or originas, -
other than "Hispanic;" defined
above. The distinction is made
regerdless of race. c
TR ~With.respect to
-~ erimes entailingdiréet contact
between yictim and offender, vie-
Himizdtions (or incidents) are classi-
fied as having involved nonstrangers
if vietim and offender either are
' related, well known to, or casually

acgusainted with one another. In
erimes involving a mix of stranger
and nonstranger.offenders, the
events are classified under non~ = |
stranger. The distinction between
stranger and nonstranges-crimes is
not mede for perssial larceny with-
out dontact, an offense in which:
wietims rarely see the offender.
"~ Offemder—The perpetrator of a
.erime; the term generally is applied
in relstion to crimes entailing con-
tact between victim and offender.
Offense~A Srime; With respect

- fo personal crimes,.the two terms

car: be uced intezchangeably, regard-

Examples of personal larceny with-
out contact include the theft of'a
briefeese or umbrella from a restau-
-rant, a portable radio from ths
beach, clothing from an automobiie
parked in a shopping center, & bi~
cycle from a schoolground, food
from a shopping cart in front ¢f a
supermarket, ete. In rare cases, the
vietim sees the offender during the
eommission of the act. ’
Physical injury--The term is
applicable to zach of the three
personai erimes of violence, although
data on the proportion of rapes
resulting in vietim injury were not

less of whether the applicable unit of available during the preparation of

measure is a vietimization or an
incident.

Qutside central cities—See -
"Suburban area." L

_Personal crimes—Rape, robbery
of persons, assault, personal larceny
with contact, or personal larceny
withoit contact. Includes both
completed and attempted aets.

Personal erimes of theft—Theft
or attempted theft of property or
cash by stealth, either with contact

{but without foree or threst of force)

or without direct contact between:
vietim and offender. Equivalent to
personal larceny. ‘

Perscnal crimes of violence—
Rape, robbery of persons, or

this report. For personal robbery
and attempted robbery with injury, a
distinetion is made between injuries
from "serious" and "minor" assault.
Examples of injuries from serious
assault include broken bones, loss of
teeth, internal injuries, and loss of
eonsciousnéss, or undetermined
injuries requiring 2 or more days of
hospitalization; injurieg féom minor
assault include bruises, black eyes,
cuts, seratches, and swelling, or
undetermined injuries requiring less
than 2 days of hospitalization. For
ascaults resulting in vietim injury,
the degree of harm governs classifi-
cation of the event. The same
elements of injury applicable to

assault. Ineludes both conipleted and robbery with injury from serious

attempted acts. Always involves
contact between the vietim and
gifender. :

~  Personal larceny—Equivalent to

personal erimes of theft. A distine-

tion is made between personal ler-
ceny with cénitact and personal
larceny without contaet. =
Persoral lorceny with contact—
Theft of purse, wailet, or cash by :
stealth directiy from the person of
the vietim, but without force.or the

_threat of force. Also includes at-

“Zempted purse snatching. ~
Pernonal )
tact—Theft or attempted theft; ~ :
without direct contact betweéen
victim and offender, of property or

assault also pertain to aggravated
assault with injury; similarly, the
_ same types of injuries applicable to
~_robbery with injury from minor.
assault-are relevait to simple assault
with injury. o

Race—Determined by the inter= .-
viewer upon observation, and asked""

only about persons not relatéd to the
_head of household whoiwere not
- 'present at thé time of interview.
+The racial categories-distinguished
are white, black,:and other. The . .
_-category "other" consists mainly of
~  American Indians and persons of
Asian ancestry. ' Co
*  Rape—Carnal knowledge through
" the use of foree or the threat of

b

-cash from any place’other-than the -~ force, including attempts. Statutory

vietim's home ¢ its immedigte .~
= vieinity; The property need not'be

" rape (without force) is excluded.
Ircludes both heterosexual and _

strictly personal in nature; the act is homosexual rape.

distinguished froin-household larcény

_golely by place of oceurrence,”
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Kate of victimization—See
"Wictimization rate.” ,
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Robbery.

ed theft, directly froim a person, of

property or cash by force or threat
of force, with or withotit & weapon.

g wi j mpleted
or attemp.ted theft from.a person,
accompanied by an attack, eithep
with or without a weapon, resulting
In injury. An injury is classified as
fesulting‘from a serious assault,
jrrespective of the extent of injury,

if a weapon was used in the commis~ only by sight. In-erimes invoiving g

sion of the erime, or, if not

the extent of the injuiry ,w:.fs’ ;x!?:gr
Serious (e.g., broken bones, loss of
teeth,_ internal injuries, loss of -
consciousness) or undetermined but

Pequiring°2 or more days of hospital~ larceny withont contaet, an offense

izatz;t:pﬁr ?n injury is classified as

. tesulting from a minor assault when

7 the extent of the injury was minop.
(e:g., bruises, black eyes, cuts,
:ﬁt;gigcheg, swelling) or undetermined

‘Tequiring less thafi’2 days
hospitalization, = o Y of
thout injury—Theft or

‘wi
attempted theft from a person, .. - <=tfiosé portions of metropolitan areas .

accompanied by foree or the threat

of foree, either with or without a

weapon, but not resulting in injury.
Simple assault—Attack without a

weapon resulting either in minop ~=-.

Injury {e.g., bruises, black eyes, cuts,
scratches, swelling) or in undeter-
_-Mined injury requiring less than 2
days of hospitalization. Also in-
chudes attempted assault without &
‘!:easpon. H '
tandard metropolitan statisti
area (SMSA)~Except in the New ol
England States, a standard metro-
~- -politan statistical area is a county or
group_of contigusus eounties that
contains at least one city of 50,000
:nhabltants or more, or a grouping of
%o or three cities having a com- -
bined population of at least 50,000,
In addition-to the county, or-coun-
ties, containing such a city or cities,
eontiguous counties are ineluded in !
an SMSA if, according to certein
:crltgrm, they are socially and eco-
nomieally integrated with the cen-
tral city. In the New England States
§MSAs consist of towns and cities
Instéad of counties. Each SMSA
n!us‘i;/:,mclude at least one ceniral
city, and the complate title of an
_SMSA identifies the central eity or

-/ cities. The definitions used for this -

—Completed or attempt-

<+ entailing direct contact between

variable were determined b the
1970 census (for additional d
information, see the discussior s
"Locality of residence").

. Stranger—With respect to crimes

criminal act against a household is
assumed to involve a single vietim

“the a_ffected hiusehold, S

- Vietimization rate—For erimes
ageinst person, the vietimization
rate, a measuré of occurrence among
population groups at risk, is com-~
puted on the bsis of the number of
victimizations per 1,000 resident
population age 12 and over. For
cerimes against households, vietim-
1zation rates are caleulated on the

vietim and offender, vietimizations.--
(or incidents) are classified as in-
volving strangers if the victim-so
stated, or did not see or recognize
the offender, or knew tie offender

~ mix of stranger and nonstranger
offenders, the events are classified
under nonstranger. The djstinction

between stranger and nonstranger
crimes is not made for prrsonal

1,0(5!; households. .
: Vietimize—~To perpetrate a erim
against a person or household, -~ ©

in which victims
offach. m rarel%see the

Suburban area—The county, or :
counties, containing &’ central eity : o
Plus any contiguous eounties that a’re A
linked socially and economically to
the central city, Op. date tablos..

Fiot

Suburban erzgsare Gategorized as

situated "outside central cities."

Tenure—Two forms of household : L

tenancy are distinguished: (1) ' 5
owned, which incluces dwellings : =
being bought through mortgage, and .- T
{2) rented, which also includes rent-
free quarters belonging to o party
other than the oceupant and situa-~
tions where rental payments are in
kirid or in services. -
_Unlawful entry—A form of bup~ = -
glary committed by someone having
10 legal right to be on the premises
even though foree is not ysisq,
Vietim—The recipient of & erimi-
n;&: act;lusually used in relation to o 4
personal crimes, but i ' |
to households: T als0 applicable &
- Vietimization—A specifice erimi~

~nal act as it affects single vietim
- whether a person or household. In ’

eriminal acts against persons, the

number of victimizations is deter-

mined by the number of victims of = . -7 S
such acts; ordinarily, the number of ~ LT
vietimizations is somewhat higher P
than the number of incidents because .
more than one individual is vietim~ . .-~
ized during certain incidents, ag-well
as because personal vietimizations

that oceurred in-conjunction with
commereizierimes are not counted

as ineidepts of personal erime. Each
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basis of the number of incidents per -
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