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One in 4 American households were
touched by a crime of violence or thef~
in 1987, the same proportion as in the
previous 2 years. The estimate thus remained at its lowest level since 1975,
the first year it was available, when
about 1 in 3 households were touched by
cri me. EJ(cept for personal theft,
which was slightly lower in 1987 than in
1985, there was no measurable difference in 1987 from either of the
previous 2 years in the percents.ges of
households touched by any of the
crimes measured: rape, robbery, assault, personal theft, household
burglary, household theft, or motor
vehicle theft (table 1).

Huuseholds touched by selected
crimes of violence and theft,
1975-87
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The term "household" as used in this
report refers to a dwelling unit (usually
a house or apartment) and the people
who occupy it. A household is considered "touched by crime" if during the
year it was affected by a burglary, auto
theit, or household theft or if a household member was raped, robbed, or assaulted or was a victim of personal
theft, no matter where the crime occUI'red. These offenses, which include
attempted as well as completed crimes,
are measured by the Nation~l Crime
Survey (N CS), the source of this report.
Almost 5% of the Nation's households
had a member who was the victim of a
violent crime in 1987. Five percent of
all households were burglarized at least
once during the year, and 17% had a
completed or attempted theft. Approximately 396 of U.S. households were
victi ms of both personal and household
cri.nes, and about 196 of households
were touched by both personal theft
and violence. These estimates were
unchanged from 1986.
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Rape, robbery, assault

This marks the eighth year that
BJS has published this bulletin. As
in the pre\'ious 2 years, about 1 in
4 American households experienced a rape, robbery, assault,
burglary, or theft. This is well
below the almost 1 in 3 households
touched by crime in 1975. Although the number of hou.seholds
in the United States increased by
18 million since 1975, tr,e actual
number of households touched by
crime has fallen by more than a
million.
Clearly, crime relilains high in
our society. Nevertheiess, during
the past decade, progress has been
made in reducing the threat to
households of being touched by
crime.
Steven R. Schlesinger
Director
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In 1987, as in earlier years, households with high incomes, households in
urban areas, and black households were
more vulnerable to Grime than others.
During 1987, 2896 of black households,
27% of households with incomes of
$25,000 or more, ,nd 29% of urban
households were touched by crime.
As in 1986, Hispanic household,> were
more vulnerable to crime than nonHispanic households, households in the
Northeast were the least vulnerable to

crime (19%), while those in the West
were the most vulnerable (2996). About
25% of the households in the Midwest
and 24% of the households in thf South
were touclhed by crime in 1987.
Trends
Thi~ year was only the second year
since 1981 in which the percentage of
households touched by crime did not
decrease significantly from the previous year (figure 1). Since its
inception in 1975, the proportion of
households touched by crime has never
shown a year--to-year increase. More
than a million fewer households were

IJ986 was the first year thaI these characteristics
were examined.
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Table 1. Households touched by erlme, 1987i
and relative percent eh&.nge sinee 1986
1986

1987

Numbe~

~ ".,.. h.I"
Total
Touched by "
,
Any NCS crime
Violent crime
Rape
Robb<lry
Assault
Aggravated
Simple
Total theft
Personal
with contact
without contact
Household
Burglary
Motor vehicle theft
Crl mes of high concern
(a rape, robbery, or assault
by a stranger, or a burglary)

of households

"\"ercent

90,014,000

100%

Number
of households

Percent

91,365,000

Relative
percent
change
1986-87"

~4.7

4.7
.1
.9
3.8
1.4
2.7

22,254,00(\
4,190,000
108,000
884,000
3,378,000
1,258,000
2,374,000

24.4
4.6
.1
1.0
3.7
1.4
2.6

-1.2%
-2.1
-7.7
3.2
-3.ll
-.7
-2.6

15,582,000
10,098,000
474,000
9,717,000
7,238,000
4,778,000
1,216,000

17.3
11.2
.5
10.8
8.0
5.3
1.4

15,667,000
10,074,000
456,000
9,745,000
7,236,000
4,717,000
1,379,000

17.1
11.0
.5
10.7
7.9
5.2
1.5

-.9
-1.7
-5.7
-1.1
-1.5
-?.8
11.9

6,914,000

7.7

6,743,000

7.4

-3.9

White households have enjoy :l a
larger decline since 1975 in the percentage of households touched by crime
than black households (figure 2).
Between 1975 and 1987 the proportion
of white households touched by crime
fell by 25%, compared to a 15% decline
for black households.
This overall difference in the trends
for white and black households is
caused primarily by differences in the
trends for household theft, which declined for white households but did not
change for black hOllseholds. White and
black households had similar declining
trends between 1975 and 1987 for violent cri me, personal theft, and burglary.

While households in rural areas were
touched by crime to a lesser degree in
1987 than in 1986, crime rates for
households in urban and suburban areas
did not change during those 2 years.
Moreover, between 1986 and 1987 the
percentage of households touched by
crime was stable for all other demographic variables examined: race,
household income, size of household,
ethnicity, and region.
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*No changes were statistically significant at
the 9096 confidence level.

touched by crime in 1987 than in 1975,
despite an increase of about 18 million
households in the Nation during the 13year period (table 2).

1986-87 comparisons

Any NCS crime
Percent ot households

100%

22,201,000
4,225,000
!21,000
843,000
3,464,000
1,253,00U
2,498,000

Note: Detail does not add to total because
of overlap In households touched by various
crimes. Relath-e percent change Is based on
unrounded figures.

Households touched by selected
crimes, by race of household
head, 1975-87

Race and

eth~jcity

of household

o

1/

~c..:.

1975

A higher percentage of black households than white households were
touched by crime in 1987 (table 3).2
Black households were more vulnerable
than white households to violent
crimes, household theft, and burglary.
White households were more vulnerable
than black households to personal
theft. When personal and household
thefts were comb~ned, there was no
measurable difference in the proportions of black and white households
victimized. Households of other races
(Asians, Pacific Islanders, and Native
Americans) were touched by crime to a
degree not measurably different from
either white or black households.
Hispanic households were more vulnerable to crime than non-Hispanic
households in 1987, primarily because
of their greater susceptibility to robbery, burglary, household theft, and
motor vehicle theft. There were no
differences between Hispanic and nonHispanic households in the percentages
victimized by assault or personal theft.
Family income

2For this analysis, the race of the household is
considered to be that of the household liead.
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Households with higher incomes were
more susceptible to crime victimization
than those with lower incomes, almost
entirely because of their greater
vulnerability to crimes of personal
theft. The percentage of households
with incomes of $25,000 or more
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Table 2. Number and percent distribution of households touched by crime, by type of crime, 1975-87
percent of househo ds touched by:

Any NCS crime
Violent crime
Rape
RObbery
Assault
Personal theft
Household theft
Burglary
Motor vehicle theft
Hou5f:holds touched by
crime (In millions)
Households In U.S.
(in millions)

1975

1976

1977

1978

1979

1960

1981

1982

1983

1984

1985

1986

1987

32.096

31.596

31.396

31.396

31.3%

30.096

30.096

29.396

27.496

26.096

25.096

24.796

24.496

5.8
.2
1.4
4.5

5.6
.2
1.2
4.4

5.7
.2
1.2
4.7

5.7
.2
1.1
4.6

5.9
.2
1.2
4.8

5.5
.2
1.2
4.4

5.9

5.6

5.0

4.8

.2

.2

.2

.J

1.3
4.7

1.4
4.5

5.1
.1
1.1
4.2

1.0
4.1

.9
4.0

4.7
.1
.9
3.8

4.6
.1
1.0
3.7

16.4
10.2
7.7
1.8

16.2
10.3
7.4
1.6

16.3
10.2
1.5

26.2
9.9
7.2
1.7

15.4
10.8
7.1
1.6

14.2
10.4
7.0
1.6

13.9
10.2
7.4
1.6

13.9
9.6
6.9
1.6

13.0
8.9
6.1
1,4

12.3
8.5
5.5
1.4

11.5
8.1
5.3
1.4

11.2
8.0
5.3
1.4

11.0
7.9
5.2
1.5

23.377

23.504

23.741

24.277

24.730

24.222

24.863

24.989

23.621

22.806

22.191

22.201

22.254

73.123

74.528

75.304

77.578

78.964

80.622

82.797

85.178

86.146

87.791

88.852

90.014

91.365

7.2

Note: Detail does not add to total because
of overlap in households touched by various
crimes.
,

victimized by personal theft was about
}Ihtimes that of households with incomes under $7,500 (table 4). Despite
differing risks for personal theft,
households at all income levels appeared equally susceptible to household
theft.
Hou!;eholds with incomes below
$15,000 experienced violent crimes and
burglaries to a greater degree than did
households in higher income categories.
Place of residence
In 1987, as in previous years, households in urban areas were the most susceptible to criminal victimization,
while households in rural areas were the
least susceptible. For most types of
crime, suburban households were less
vulnerable than urban households but
more vulnerable than rural households.
There was, however, no measurable difference between the percentage of
urban and suburban households victimized by personal theft, nor were there

Table 3. Percent ot households touched by crime,
by race and etlmiclty of household head, 1987
Etlmicity of household head
NonHispanic
Hispanic

Percent of households
touched by:

Race of household head
'White
Black
Other

Any NCS crime
Violent crime
Rape
Robbery
Assault
Aggravated
Simple

23.996

27.896

25.096

24.096

30.1%

4.4
.1
3.7
1.3
2.6

5.8
.2
2.2
3.8
1.7
2.4

5.3
.1
1.2
4.0
2.0
2.5

4.5
.1
.9
3.7
1.4
2.6

6.1
.1
1.8
4.3
1.7
3.2

Total theft
Personal theft
Household theft
Burglary
Motor vehicle theft
Serious violent crimell
Cri mes of high cone:ernb

17.2
11.2
7.7
4.8
1.4

16.8
9.6
9.4
7.9
2.3

16.4
11.3
7.4
6.0
2.0

17.0
10.9
7.8
5.1
1.5

20.0
12.4
10.7
6.8
2.4

2.2
7.0

3.8
10.4

3.3
B.8

2.3
7.2

3.5
10.2

.8

bA rape, robbery, or assault by a
stranger, or a burglary.

Note: Detail does not add to total
because of overlap in households touched
by various crimes.
aRape, robbery, or aggravated assault.

Table 4. Percent of households touched by crime, by select.ed characteristics, 1987

Percent of households
touchecl by:

Low
Under
$7,500

Annual famil:i income
Medium
.J:!!.gL
$7,500$14,999

$15,000$24,999

$25,000

or more

Place of residence a
Urban Suburban Rural

Northeast

Region
Miclwest
South

West

Any NCS crime

23.996

22.796

24.096

26.996

28.696

24.296

18.5%

19.296

24.796

24.396

29.496

Violent crime
Rape
Robbery
Assault
Aggravated
Simple
Total theft
Personal theft
Household theft
Burglary
Motor vehicle theft

6.3
.2
1.6
4.8
1.8
3.4

5.2
.1
1.1
4.3
1.6
3.0

4.3
.1
.8
3.4
1.3
2.4

4.1
.1
.7
3.5
1.2
2.5

5.8
.1
1.6
4.3
1.8
2.9

4.1
.1
.7
3.4
1.1

3.7
.1
3.3
1.3
2.3

3.7
.1
1.0
2.7
.8
2.0

5.0
.1
1.1
4.0
1.3
3.0

4.3
.1
.8
3.5
1.5
2.3

5.6
.1
1.0
4.7
1.9
3.3

14.9
8.6
8.2
7.3
1.0

14.9
8.8
7.8
5.6
1.3

17.4
10.8
B.3
4.7
1.5

20.1
14.0
8.2
4.8
1.8

19.2
11.9
9.9
6.3
2.2

17.7
12.0
7.4
1.5

13.0
8.0
6.2
4.3
.6

12.6
8.1
5.2
3.6
1.7

17.3
10.9
7.8
5.1
1.5

17.1
10.5
8.1
5.8
1.3

21.7
13.4
10.5
5.8
1.7

3.5
9.8

2.7
7.9

2.2
6.9

2.0
7.0

3.5
9.4

1.8
S.8

1.B
5.6

1.9
5.5

2.3
7.4

2.3
7.7

2.9
8.7

Serious violent crlme b
Crime!! of high coneern c

Note: Detail does not add to total because
of overlap in households touched by various
crimes:.
ILrhese estimates are not comparable to

~.6

4.7

estimates for place ot re~Jdence prior to 1986
due to changes in geog1'aphlc classification
(see footnote 4).

3

.5

bRape, robbery, or aggravated assault.
c A rape, robbery, or assault by a stranger,
or a burglary.
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measurable differences in the percentages of sUburban and rural households
victimized by assault or burglary.
In 1987, 1 in 61 urban households had
a member w.ho was the victim of a
robbery, compared with 1 in 138 suburban households and 1 in 205 rural
households.
Region
Households in the Northeast were the
least vulnerable to crime in 1987 (19%)
while those in the West were the most'
vulnerable (29%). About 25% of the
households in the Midwest and 24% of
households in the South were touched
by crime in 1987.
With two exceptions, households in
all regions were about as likely to have
a member suffer a robbery or to have a
motor vehicle stolen: Midwestern
households were slightly more vulnerable than southern households to have a
member who was robbed, and western
households were somewhat more likely
than southern households to suffer a
completed or attempted motor vehicle
theft.
Northeastern households were less
likely than households in other regions
to be victimized by theft or burglary or
to have a member victimized by assault. Western households were more
vulnerable than households in other
regions to crimes of theft and to crimes
of high concern (burglary or a violent
crime committed by a stranger).
Size of household
In general, the more people in a
household, the grea ter is its vulnerability to crime (table 5). This tendency is more pronounced for personal
crimes than for household crimes be"
cause larger households have more
members at risk for personal crimes,
?ut ea~h household, regardless of size,
IS at risk for household crimes.
Vulnel'ability to personal crime victimization generally does not increase
at a rate proportional to increases In
household size. For example, in 1987
Table 5. Percent of households touched by
selected crimes, by size. of household, 1987
Percent of
households
touched by~
Any NCS crime

l'

17.196

Violent crime
2.6
Total theft
11.1
Personal theft
6.8
Household theCl 5.3
Burglary
4.7
Motor vehicle
theft
1.1

Number of persons
in household
2-3
4-5

6+

23.796 32.196 36.796
4.3
16.7
10.8
7.5
5.0

6.7
23.6
15.5
10.9
5.8

10.2
26.8
16.7
15.0
6.6

1.5

1.8

2.0

!,,,----,.,,....-...-~-----------------~---~---

the percentage of six-or-more-person
households touched by personal theft
was about 21fztimes that of one-person
households.
One reason why personal crime victimization is not simply proportional to
household size l,s that many households
with 2 or more members illcludp. children under 12 years of age. Crimes
against such young children are not
included in the measurepent of households touched by crime. In addition,
differences in demographic characteristics and lifestyles amcng different size
households will affect the degree to
which they are touched by crime because both of these factors are related
to crime vulnerability.

Households touched by crimes
of high concern, by race
of household head, 1981-87

(A rape, robbery, or assault by a
stranger or a household burglary)
Percent of households
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The relationship between household
size and vulnerability to crime shown in
past years also held for 1987:
Fewer than 1 in 5 single-person
households were touched by crime,
compared to almost 2 in 5 households
with six or more people.

(II

Households with six or more members
were about 4 times more likely than
single-person households to be touched
by violent crime (10.2% vs. 2.6%) and
2i/2times as likely to be touched by
personal or household theft (27% vs.
o

11%).

As in previous years, the percentages
of households of different sizes touched
by crime varied least for burglary. In
1987, 5% of single-person households
were burglarized one or more times,
compared to 7% of households with six
or more members.
Crimes of high concern
In 1987, 1 in 14 households in the
Nation were burglarized or had a
member who was the victim of a violent crime (rape, robbery, or assault)
committed by a stranger. These
crimes, which many people consider the
most threatening, have been designated
"crimes of high concern" in this report.
In 1987, as in previous years, lowincome and urban households were the
most likely to be victims of crimes of
high concern. Black households were
more vulnerable to crimes of high
concern than white households but not
more vulnerable than households of
other races (figure 3). Households in
the Northeast were the least vulnerable
to crimes of high concern, while households in the West were the most vulner3Crimes against children under age 12 are excluded
from the National Crime Su~vey because asking
sensitive questions about vlt!timization might be
stressful to the child or the parents, possibly
discouraging the adults' partit!ipation in the survey.
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1981

19B3

1985

19B7

Figure 3

able. Similar percentages of southern
and midwestern households were
touched by crimes of high concern.
From 1981, when 10.5% of all households were touched by a crime of high
concern, the percentage of householdS
touched by such crimes decreased.
While the perCe,lt of households
touched by crimes of high concern "in
1987 (7.4%) did not differ from either
of the 2 previous years, it was lower
than the percent touched in 1984 (8%).
Fl1ctors affecting trends
As discussed in previous reports,
changes in American society can have
an effeet on the percentage of households touched by crime. How Americans live affects these estimates
because this influences how crime is
distributed across society.
American society is extremely
mobile. People are constantly moving
into and out of different households,
creating new households, and merging
existing households. For some time the
population has been moving away from
urban areas into suburban and rural
areas. Between 1975 and 1985 the percentage of households located in urban
areas fell from 32% to 29% of all
households, while suburban and rural
households increased from 68% to 71 %
of all American households. 4
4Estimates of households in urban, suburban, and
rural areas for 1986 and 1987 are not comparable to
those of previous years. Geographic codes for 1986
and 1987 estimates are based upon 1980 Census
definitions, and estimates for earlier years are
based upon 1970 Census definitions.
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During the 1975-87 pel'i9d the average American household has decreased
in size. One-person households rf'p~
resented 2196 of all households in 1975
but 24% in 1987. The percent of
households containing six or more
people fell from 7% to 3% during this
period. These movements shift population from households more vulnerable
to crime--Iarger ones and those in
urban areas--to those less vulnerable-• smaller ones and those in suburban or
rural areas.
The percentage of households
touched by crime 11', probably klwer than
it would have been tlad these population
shifts not occurred. For example, if
the size distribution of American
households were the same in 1987 as in
1975, then the estimate of households
toucp.,,1 by crime would h~ve been
25.2% rather than 24.4%. This adjusted estimate, however, is still significantly below the 1975 estimate of 32%
of households touched by crime.
Methodology
The households-touched-by-crime
indicator was developed by the Bureau
of Justice Statistics in 1981 'to improve
our understanding of bhe impact of
crime on our society. The household
was chosen as the unit of analysis
because crimes such as burglary are
crimes against an entire household and
crimes against persons affect not only
the victim but also members of the
victim's household.
Households-touched-by-cri me estimates are derived from National Crime
Survey (NCS) statistics on rape,
personal robbery, assault, household
burglary, personal and h<?fsehold theft,
and motor vehicle theft. BecaUS'fJ the
NCS counts only crimes for which the
victim can be interviewed, homicide is
not counted. Its exclusion does not
noticeably affect the estimates. If
each of the homicides during 1987 had
touched a different household and if
these households had been touched by
no other crime (the largest possible
effect), then the inclusion of homicides
in these findings would not have raised
the overall percentage of households

•

5This analysis assumes that in each category of
household ,size the percentage of households touched
by crime in 1987 would be unchanged, given the size
distribution for all households that existed In 1975.
6The Prevalence of Crime, Bureau of Justice
Statistics Bulletin, NCJ-75905, March 1981.
7These crimes are defined in Measuring Crime, BJS
Bulletin, NCJ-75710, February 1981. As used in this
report, the term "theft" is synonymous with the
tarm "larceny" used In previous reports.
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touchgd by crime (24.4%) by as much as
.05%.
Other crimes against persons or their
households, such as fraud, confidence
games, kidnaping, and arson, are not included in this analysis because they are
not measured by the NCS.
Traditional measures of crime are in
the form of volumes or rates. Data on
the volume of crime have limited usefulness because the size of the population
is not taken into account. Rates-expressed in the NCS as crimes per 1,000
households or per 1,000 persons-automatically correct for different popu-lation sizes, but they do not show
whether a given amount of crime is
widely spread or highly concentrated
within a limited population.
For each type of crime examined, a
household is counted only once, regardless of how many times that household
was victimized. For example, if a
household was burglarized twice and one
of its members robbed once during the
year, it is ~ounted once for households
touched by burglary even though it was
victimized twice by burglary. It is also
counted once for households touched by
robbery. Finally, it is counted once in
the overall measure, households touched
by crime.
Consequently, the households-touchedby-;crime estimate for 1987 (24.4%) is
8preliminary estimates for 1987 indicate that
homicides decreased by 496 f~om the 20,610 that
occurred in 1986 (Federal Bureau of Investigation,
Uniform Crime Reports, 1987).
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less than the sum of the estimates for
households touchedpy personal crimes
(14.4%) and those touched by household
crimes (13.4%) because 3.4% of U.S.
households were victims of both
personal and household cri meso
Similarly, because about 1.2% of the
,U.S. households were touched by both
personal theft and violence, the sum of
households touched by personal theft
(11%) and those touched by violence
(4.6%) exceeds the estimate of those
touched by personal crime (14.4~).
All data in this bulletin are from the
National Crime Survey except those
specifically attributed to other
sources. The NCS is an ongoing survey
conducted for the Bureau of Justice
Statistics. Interviews are conducted at
6-fnonth intervals with all occupants
age 12 and older in about 49,000
housing units {9!J,000 persons). Because
the NCS does not obtain information
about crimes against persons under age
12, households experiencing only these
crimes are not included in the estimate
of households touched by crime.
The estimates in this bulletin are
derived from sample survey data, and
they Fe subject to sampling variation. Because the procedure used to
produce estimates of households
touched by crime differs from that for
victimization rates, the householdstouched data have standard errors
about 8% higher tha,n those for victimization rates with the same population
bases even though they are derived
from the same sample survey.
Comparisons presented in this report
were determined to be statistically
significant at the 95% confidence level,
meaning that the estimated difference
is greater than twice the standard
error. State ments of comparison .qualified by language such as "siightlyi' or
"somewhat" indicat.s> statistical
significance at the 90% ievel (1.6
standard errors).
The estimates are also subject to
response errors, including crimes that
are forgotten or withheld from the
interviewer. Such response errors tend
to cause understated cOVBts of households touched by crime.-'
9l)etails of the NCS sample design, the standard
error computation, and the customary estimation
procedure for victimization rates and counts may be
found in Appendix III of the BJS report Criminal
Victimization In the United States, 1985, NCJ104273, May 1987.
10 A more detailed description of the procedures
used to estimate households touched by crime appears in an unpublished memorandum prepared by
the U.S. Bureau of the Census. The memorandum is
available from the author, Michael Rancl, c/o
BureaIL or Justice Statistics, 633 indiana Avenue,
N.W., Washington, D.C. 20531, telephone: (~02) 7247774.
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Drugs & Crime Data

Data Center &
Clearinghouse for
Drugs & Crime

Ma.ior heroin smuggling routes into the United States

Illicit drugsCultivation to

consequences

The worldwide drug business
Cultivation & production
Foreign
Domestic
Distribution
Export
Transshipment
Import into U.S.
Finance
Money laundering
Profits

The fight against drugs

DEA Quarterly Intelligence Trends

One free phone call can give you access
to a growing data base on drugs & crime

Enforcement
Border interdiction
Investigation
Seizure & forfeiture
Prosecution

The new Data Center & Clearinghouse for Drugs & Crime is managed
by the Bureau of Justice Statistics.
To serve you, the center will-

Consumption reduction
Prevention
Education
Treatment

Oil Let you know about new drugs and
crime data reports.

o Respond to your requests
for drugs and crime data

o

Consequences of drug use
Abuse
Addiction
Overdose
Death
Crime
While on drugs
For drug money
Trafficking
Impact on justice system
Social disruption

The Data Center & Clearinghouse
for Drugs & Crime is funded by
the Bureau of Justice Assistance
and directed by the Bureau of
Justice Statistics of the U.S.
Department of Justice.

Major cocaine smuggling routes
into the United States

Send you reports on drugs and crime.

o Conduct special bibliographic
searches for you on specific drugs
and crime topics.

e Refer you to data on epidemiology, prevention, and treatment of
substance abuse at the National
Clearinghouse for Alcohol and Drug
Information. of the Alcohol, Drug
Abuse, and Mental Health Administration.

• Publish special reports on subjects
such as assets forfeiture and seizure,
economic costs of drug-related
crime, drugs and violence, drug laws
of the 50 States, drug abuse and
corrections, and innovative law
enforcement reactions to drugs and
crime.
" Prepare a comprehensive, concise
report that will bring together a rich
array of data to trace and quantify
the full flow of illicit drugs from
cultivation to consequences.
6

DEA Quarterly
Intelligence Trends

Call now and speak to a specialist
in drugs & crime statistics:

1-800-666-3332
Or write to the Data Center &
Clearinghouse for Drugs & Crime
1600 Research Boulevard
Rockville, MD 20850

I"

Bureau of Justice Statistics
reports
(revised June 1988)

Call toll-true 800-732-3271 (local
301-251-5500) to order 8JS reports,
to be added to one of the BJS ml'Jllng
lists, or to speak to a reference
specialist In statistics at the Justice
StatistIcs Clearinghouse, National
Criminal Justice Reference Service,
Box 6000, Rockville, MD 20850.
Single copies of reports are free; use
NCJ number to order. Postage 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. MI48106
(313-763-5010).

National Crime Survey
Criminal victimization In the U.S.:
1 G8S (final report), NCJ-104273, 5/87
1984 (final report), NCJ-l 00435,5/86
1983 (final report), NCJ-96459, 10/85
BJS special reports:
Motor vehicle theft, NCJ-l 09978, 3/88
Elderly victims, NCJ-1 07676, 11/87
Violent crime trends, NCJ'107217,
11/87
·Robbery Victims, NCJ-l 04638, 4/137
Violent crime by strangers and
nonstrangers, NCJ-l03702, 1/87
Preventing domestic violence against
women, NCJ·l 02037, 8/86
Crime prevention measure~,
NCJ-'00438, 3/86
The use of weapons In committing
crimes, NCJ·99643, 1/86
Reporting crimes to the police, NCJ99432, 12/85
Locating city, suburban, and rural
crime, NCJ'99535, 12/85
Tho risk of violent crime, NCJ-il7119,
5/85
The economic cost of crime to Victims,
NCJ-93450, 4/84
Family violence, NCJ·93449, 4/84
Criminal victimization 1 988, NCJ106989, 10/87
BJS bulletins:
Households touched by crime, 1 987,
NCJ·111240, 5/88
Criminal vlctlmlzetlon 1986, NCJ106989, 10/87
Households touched by crime, 1986,
NCJ-l 05289, 6i87
The crime of fBJ:'9, NCJ·96777,3/85
Household burglary, NCJ·96021, 1/B5
Violent crime by strangers, NCJ-80829,
4{82
Crime and tile elderly, NCJ-79614, 1/82
Measuring crlmo, NCJ-75710, 2/81
The aeasonallty of crime victimization,
NCJ·l11033, 6/88
Series crimes: Report of a field test (BJS
technical report), NCJ-l 04615, 4/87
Crime and older Americans Information
packago, NCJ-l 04569, $10, 5/87
Lifetime likelihood of victimization, (BJS
technical report), NCJ-l 04274, 3/87
Teenage victims, NCJ-l03138, 12/86
Response to screening queatlons In the
National Crime Survey (BJS tecnnical
report), NCJ·97624, 7/85
Victimization and fear of crlmo: World
ponlPoctlv8s, NCJ-93872, 1/85
The National Crime Survey: Working
papers, vol. I: Current and historical
perspectives, NCJ-75374, 8/82
vol. II: Methodological studies,
NCJ·90307. 12/84
Issues In the measurement of victlmlza!:lln, NCJ-74682, 10/81
The cost of negligence: Losses from
preventable household bur9larles,
NCJ·53527,12/79
Rape victimization In 26 American cilles,
NCJ-55678,8/79
An Introduction to the National Crime
Survey, NCJ-43732,4/78
Locat victim surveys: A review of the
Issues, NCJ'39973, 8/77

Corrections

Courts

Federal justice statistiCS

BJS bvlletins and special reports:
Prlaonal1lln 1987, NCJ-110331, 4/88
Profile of State prison Inmates, 1 986,
NCJ'109926,1/88
Capital punishment 1986, NCJ-l06483,
9/87
Imprisonment In four countries, NCJ·
103967,2/87
Population densl!}' In State prisons,
NCJ·l03204,12/86
Stale and Fedaral prisoners, 1925·85,
102494, 11/86
Prison admlBalons and ralesses, 1983,
NCJ'l 00582, 3/86
Examining recidivism, NCJ·96501, 2/85
Returning to prison, NCJ-95700, 11/84
Time served In prlaon, NCJ-93924, 6/84

BJS bulle/ins:
State felony courts and felony laws,
NCJ-l 06273,8/87
The gmwth 01 appeals: 1 973·93 trends,
NCJ'96381 , 2/85
Cese IIlIngs In State courts 1963,
NCJ·95111, 10/84

Tho Federal civil Justice system (BJS
bulletin), NCJ'l 04769, 7/87
Employer perceptions of workplace
crime, NCJ·l01851, 7/87

Historical slatlatlcs on prlaonel1lln Slete
and Faderollnstllu\lona, yearend 1925·
86, NCJ·l11 098,6/88
Correctional populallons In the U.S.
1985, NCJ-l 03957,2/88
1984 census of State adult correctional
ilillllltl!l8, NCJ·l 05585,7/87
Historical corrections statistics In the
U.S., 1850-1964, NCJ'l 02529,4/87
1979 survey 01 inmates 01 State correctional
lacilllies and 1979 census 01 State
correctionallacilities:
BJS special reports;
The prevalence of Imprisonment,
NCJ'93657, 7/85
Caroer /lattern. 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,
2/6::1.
Veterans In prison, NCJ·79232, 11/81
Ceo1sus 01 jails and survey 01 jail inmates:
Dr~nk driVing, NCJ-l 09945,2/88
JelllnmateB, 1986, NCJ-l 07123, 10/87
Jallinmate81985, NCJ-l05586. 7/87
The 1983 Jail censUs (BJS bulletin),
NCJ-95536, 11/84
Consu. of JailS, 1978: Data for
individual jails, vors. HV, Northeast,
North Central, South, West, NCJ·
72279-72282,12/81
Profile of jell Inmates, 1978,
NCJ·65412, 2/81

BJS special reports:
Felony case'processlng time, NCJ·
101 985, 8/36
Felony sentencing In 18 lo~al jurlsdlc·
tlons, NCJ-97681, 6/8f)
The prevalence of gUll!;, pleas, NCJ96018, 12/84
Sentencing practices In 13 States,
NCJ·95399, 10/84
Criminal defense systoms: A national
amvoy, NCJ·94630, 8/84
Habeas corpus, NCJ-92948,3/84
State court caseload statistics, 1977
and 1981, NCJ·87587,2/83
Sentencing outcomo~ 1n 29 felony
courts, NCJ·105743, 8/87
National criminal defense 8;!stems study,
NCJ-94702, 10/86
The prosecution of felony arrests:
1982, NCJ-l 06990, 5/88
1981, NCJ·101380, 9/86, $7.60
1980, NCJ'97684, 10/85
1979, NCJ'864EJ2, 5/84
Felony law. of the 50 States and the
District of Columbia, 1986,
NCJ'l 05066, 2/88, $14.70
State court model stsUstical dictionary,
Supplement, NCJ·98326,9/85
1st edltfon, NCJ'62320, 9/80
Stato court organlzatfon 1 980, NCJ76711,7/82

Computer crime
BJS special reports:
Electronic fund Iransfer fraud, NCJ·
9666€>,3/85
Electronic fund transfer and I)rlme,
NCJ·92650, 2/84
Eloctronlc fund transfor systems fraud,
NCJ'100461,4/86
Computer security tochnlquo6, NCJ84049,9/82
Electronic fund transfer systems and
crime, NCJ·83736,9/82
Expert witness manual, NCJ-77927. 9/81,
$11.50
Criminal Justice resource manual,
NCJ'61550, 12/79

Parole and probation

Privacy and security

BJS bulletins:
Probation I1l1d parole 1986, NCJ'
108012, 12/87
Probation and parole "985, NCJ'
103683, 1/87
Setting prison terms, NCJ-76218, 8/83

Privacy and security of criml .. ;,,1 history
I"formatlon: Compendium of State
legislation: 1984 overview, NCJ98077,9/85

BJS special reports:
Time served In prlnon and on parole,
1 984, NCJ·l 08544, 1/88
Rflcldlvlsm of young parolfles, NCJ·
104916,5/87
Parole In tho U.S., 1 980 and 1981,
NCJ·87387,3/86
Characteristics of persons entering
parole during 1978 and 1979, NCJ87243,5/83
.
Characteristics 01 the parole population,
1978, NC·J·66479, 4i81

Children In custody
Public Juvenile loci lilies, 1985
(bulletin), NCJ-l02457, 10/86
1982·83 cenSUB 01 Juvonlle detention
and correctional facilities, NCJ101686,9/86

Expenditure and employment
BJS bulletins:
JUBtice expenditure and employment:
1985, NCJ'104460, 3/8',
1993, NCJ-1 01776,7/86
1962, NCJ·98327,8/85
Justice expenditure and employment In
thli U.S.:
1980 and 1 981 extracts, NCJ·96007,
6/85
1971 19, NCJ·92596, 11/84
vU.S,

Criminal Justice Information policy:
Automated fingerprint Identification
systems: Technology and policy
Issu",s, NCJ-l 04342,4/87
Criminal Justice "hor' flies,
NCJ·l 01850, 12{86
Data quality pollclas and procedures:
Proceedings of a BJS/SEARCH
conference, NCJ-l01849, 12/6d
Crime control nnd criminal records
(BJS special report), NCJ-99176,
10/85
State criml/.lal records repositories
(E!JS t<lChnical report), NCJ-99017,
10/85
Data quality of criminal history record.,
NCJ·98079, ,0/85
Intelligence and Investigative records,
NCJ-95787, 4/8:5
Victim/witness loglslatlon: An overview, NCJ·94365, 12/64
Information policy and crime control
otrstegleb (SEARCH/BJS conference),
NCJ·93926, 10/84
Research a<:ces. to crimlnul Justice
data, NCJ·84154, 2/83
PrIvacy and Juvenile justice records,
NCJ-84152, 1/83

See order form
on last page

G.p.a. 1988-202-032.80007

Federal offenses and offenders
BJS special reports:
Pretrial raloase and detention: The Ball
Reform Act 01 1984, NCJ-l 09929,2/88
White-collar crime, NCJ'106876, 9/87
Pretrial release and misconduct, NC.~
96132,1/85
BJS bulletins:
Bank robbery, NCJ·94463, 8/84
Federal drug law Violators, NCJ·
92692,2/84
Federal JUstice statistiCS, NCJ·
80814,3/82

General
BJS bvile/ina and special reports:
International crime rates, NCJ'110776,
5/88
Trscklng offenders, 1984, NCJ'109686,
1/88
BJS telephone contacts '87, NCJ·
102909, 12/86
Tracking offenders: White-collar crime,
NCJ·l02867. 11/86
Police employment and expondlture,
NCJ-l00117,2/86
Tracking offenders: The child victim,
NCJ·95785, 12/84
Tracking offenders, NCJ·91572,11/83
Victim and witness assistance: New
State laws and the system's
response, NCJ-87934,5/83
Report to the "lIltlon on crime and
Justice, seccmd edition, NCJ·
105506, 6/88
BJS data report, 1987, NCJ'110643,
5/88
BJS annual report, IIscal1987,
NCJ-l 09928, 4/88
Data center & clearinghouse for dru9s
& crime (brochure), BC-000092, 2/88
Drugs and crime: A gul<!e to BJS data,
NCJ·109956.2/88
Sourcebook of crimina! ]Listlce statistics,
1986, NCJ-l 05287, 9/87
1986 directory of automated crfmlnal
Justice Information ~ytems, NCJ102260,1/87, $20
Publications of BJS, Hi71'84: A topical
bibliography, TB030012, 10/86, $17.50
BJS publications: S"lected library In
microfiche, 1971'84, PR030012,
10/86, $203 domestic
National survoy of crime severity, NCJ96017,10/85
Criminal victimization of District of
Columbia residents and Capitol Hili
employees, 1982'93, NCJ-97~82;
Summary, NCJ·98567, 9/85
DC household victimization survey data
base:
Study Implementation,
NCJ-98595, $7.60
Documentation, NCJ-9fl596, $6.40
User manual, NCJ-98597, $8.20
How to gain access to BJS dolo
(brochure), BC'000022, 9/84

BJS maintains the following
mailing lists:
G Drugs and crime data (new)
• White-collar crime (new)
• National Crime Survey (annual)
II Corrections (annual)
II Juvenile corrections (annual)
G Courts (annual,1
C Privacy and secl'{ity of criminal
history information and
information policy
• Federal statistics (annual)
• BJS bulletins and special reports
(approximately twice a month)
• Sourcebo.·j; of Criminal Justice
Statistics (annual)
To be added to these lists, write to:
Justice Statistics Clearlnghouse/
NCJRS
Box 6000, Rockville, MD 20850.
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To be added to any BJS mailing list l copy
or cut out this page, fill it in and mail it to:

ocorrect,
If the mailing label below is
check here and do not
fill in name and address.

Justice Statistics Clearinghouse/NCJRS
U.S. Department of Justice
User Services Department·~
Box 6000
Rockville, MD 20850

You will receive an
annual renewal card.
If you do not return it,
we must drop you from
the mailing list.

Name:
Title:
Organization:
Street or box:
City, state,
Zip:
<,

n~ytime

p)1Cl1e

~;umber:

lnterest in criminal justice (or organization and title if you put home address above):
Please put me on the mailing list for-

l3~. -;Justice expenditure and employment reports--annual spending
and staffing by Federal/State/
local governments and by function (police, courts, etc.)

D

o

o

,

D

Juvenile corrections reports-juveniles in custody in public and
private detention and correctional facilities

D

!Rugs and crime data--sentencing
and time served by drug offenders, drug use at time of crime by
jail inmates and State prisoners,
and other quality data on drugs,
crime~ and law enforcement

White-collar crime--data on the}
processing of Federal whiteNew!
collar crime cases
Privacy and security of criminal
history information and information policy--new legislation;
maintaining and rp.leasing
intelligence and investigative
records; data quality issues
Federal statistics--data describing Federal case processing, from
investigation through prosecution,
adjudication, and corrections

u.s. Department of Justice
Bureau of Justice Statistics

Washington, D. C. 20531

0

D

BJS bulletins and special reports
--timely reports of the most
current justice data
Prosecution and adjudication in
State oourts--case processing
from prosecution through court
disposition, State felony laws,
felony sentencing, criminal
defense

Official Business
Penalty for Private Use $300

o
D

o
D

Corrections reports--results of
sample surveys and censuses of
jails, prisons, parole, probation,
and other corrections data
National Crime Survey reports-the only regular national survey
of crime victims
Sourcebook of Criminal ~lustice
Sta tistics (annual)--broad-based
data from 150+ sources (400+
tables, 100+ figures, index)
Send me a form to sign up for NIJ
Reports (issued free 6 times a
year), which abstracts both
private and government criminal
justice publications. and lists
conferences and training sessions
in the field.
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