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A fourth of the 93 million households in the
United States were touched by a crims of
violence or theft in 1988, the same propor-
tion that were touched by crime during
each of the previous 3 years. The esti-
mate remained at the lowsst level since
1975, the first year It was available, when
a third of American households were
touched by crime. No measurable differ-
ence existed between 1987 and 1988 in
the percentage of households touched

by any of the crimes measured: rape,
robbery, assault, personal theft, household
burglary, housshold theft, and motor
vehicle theft (table 1).

A household refers both to a dwelling unit
like a houss or an apartment and to the
psople who live in it. A household touched
by crime during a year meets one of the
following criteria:

e [t fell victim to a burglary, auto theft,

or household theft.

¢ A household member age 12 or older
was raped, robbed, or assaulted.

@ A household member age 12 or older
experienced a personal theft.

The crimes include attempted as well

as completed offenses and crimes not
reported to the police as well as those
reported. They are measured by the
Natlonal Crime Survey (NCS), the source
of this bulietin.

Five percent of the Natlon's households
had a member age 12 or older who was
the victim of a violent crime during 1988.
Five percent of all households experienced
at least one burglary during the year, and
17% had a completed or attempted theft.
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in 1988, as in previous years, households
with higher Incomes, households in urban
areas, and black houssholds were more
vulnerable to crime than others. During
1988, 27% of houssholds with incomes

of $25,000 or more, 29% of biack house-
holds, and 30% of urban houssholds wers
touched by crime. Hispanic households
continued to be more vulnerable to crime
than non-Hispanic households, and house-
holds in the West continued to have the
highest proportion of households touched
by crime (30%), while the Northeast had
the lowest (19%). Twenty-five percent of
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Twenty-three milllon U.S. households
during 1988 experienced a theft or
burglary or had a member who was
raped, robbed, or assaulted. Just as
in 1985 through 1987, 1 in 4 house-
holds were touched by theft or a vio-
lent crime.

The Bureau of Justice Statistics for 9
years has reported on the fraction of
households touched by crime —
tracing its decline from a third of all
households In 1975 to the current
level of a fourth. Based on data from
the Natlonal Crime Survey {NCS), the
indicator measures the dispersion

of crime in our society. It helps us to
understand the extent to which crime
affects the households of different
races, ethnic groups, sizes, and
income levels as well as houssholds
in separate U.S, reglons and rural-
suburban-urban categories.

Joseph M. Bessette
Acting Diractor

households in the Midwest and 24%
of houssholds In the South were touched
by crime in 1988,

Trends

The percentage of all households touched
by crime has never shown a year-to-year
increase since the inception of the indicator
In 1975 (figure 1). The period 1975 to




Table 1. Households touched by crime, 1988,
an i relatlve percent change since 1987

Note: Estimates for 1987 differ slightly from those
published in Households Touched by Crime, 1987
(see Methodology). Detall does not add to total be-
cause of overlap in households touched by various

1987 1968 Relative
Number Numbsr percent
of house- of house- change
Housseholds holds Percent holds Percent 1987-88*
Total 91,391,000 100.0% 92,882,000 100.0%
Touched by:
Any NCS crime 22,404,000 24.5% 22,844,000 24,6% 3%
Violent crime 4,248,000 4.6 4,482,000 4.8 3.8
Rapa 114,000 R 141,000 2 216
Robbery 803,000 1.0 872,000 8 -5.0
Assault 3,420,000 3.8 8,676,000 4.0 5.5
Aggravated 1,282,000 1.4 1,418,000 1.5 8.8
Simple 2,408,000 2.6 2,502,000 2.7 2,2
Total theft 16,085,000 17.6% 16,182,000 17.4% -1.0%
Personal 10,188,000 111 10,390,000 11.2 3
with contact 447,000 5 432,000 5 -4.9
without contact 9,853,000 10.8 10,038,000 10.8 2
Housshold 7,301,000 8.0 7,174,000 7.7 -3.3
Burglery 4,747,000 5.2 5,048,000 5.4 4.7
Motor vehicle theft 1,337,000 1.5 1,431,000 1.5 5.3
Crimes of high concern
(a raps, robbery, or assault
by a stranger or a burglary) . 6,782,000 7.4% 7,190,000 7.7% 4.1%

crimes. Relative percent change is based on
unrounded figures,

* No change was statistically significant at the 90%
confidence level,

1985 was one of decreasing household
vulnerability to crime. Since 1985 the per-
centage of households touched by crime
has remalned unchanged (table 2). The
lack of change, however, masks differing
trends for urban and rural households and
for white and black houssholds,

Since 1986 the percentage of urban
households victimized has risen from 28%
to 30%, while that for rural households has
failen from 20% to 18%. White households
have become less vulnerabls to crime
since 1985, while black households have
become more vulnerable {figure 2). Al-
though the percentage of black households
touched by crime has increased marginally
since 1985, In 1988 it remained well below
the percentage touched In 1975, However,
black households had a much smaller rela-
tive decrease between 1975 and 1988 than
did white houssholds, thelr nroportion of
households touched by crime declining by
11%, compared to a 25% decline for white
households. The overall differencs in the
trends for white and black households was
caused primarlly by differences In the
trends for crimes of theft.

1687-88 comparisons

Ametlcan households overall were as vul-
nerable to crime in 1988 as they had been
in 1987. Morsover, except for households
In central clties, which were less likely to
be touched by crime in 1988 than In 1987,
the Indicator was stable between the 2
years for all demographic groupings exam-
Ined: race, housshold incoms, slze of
household, ethnicity, and region.
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Table 2. Percent of households touched by crime, by type of crime, 1875-88
Percent of house-
holds touched by: 1975 1976 1977 1978 1978 1980 1981 1982 1983 1984 1985 1986 1987 1968
Any NCS crime 32.0% 581.5% 31.3% 81.3% 313% 300% 80.0% 29.3% 274% 26.0% 250% 247% 245% 24.6%
Violent crime 58% 56% 57% 57% 59% 55% 59% 56% 51% 50% 48% 47% 46%  4.8%
Repe 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 .2 A 2 A A A .
Robbery 1.4 1.2 1.2 1.1 1.2 1.2 1.3 1.4 1.1 1.0 9 K 1.0 9
Assault 4.5 4.4 4.7 4,6 4.8 4.4 4.7 A5 4.2 41 4.0 3.8 3.8 4.0
Personal theft 164 162 163 162 154 142 139 1889 180 123 {15 1.2 11 1.2
Household theft 0.2 103 10.2 9.9 108 104 102 9.6 8.9 8.5 8.1 8.0 8.0 7.7
Burglary 7.7 7.4 7.2 7.2 7.1 7.0 7.4 6.9 6.1 5.5 5.3 5.3 5.2 5.4
Motor vshicle theft 1.8 1.6 1.5 1.7 1.6 1.6 1.6 1.6 1.4 1.4 1.4 1.4 1.5 1.6
Households touched by
y erlr;e léln‘m&lgna) 23.377 23.504 23.741 24277 24730 24,222 24.863 24988 23,621 22.806 22.191 22,201 22,404 22.844
gusenolds in U.S.
{In milllons) 73.123 74,528 75.904 77.578 78.964 80.622 82.797 85178 86,146 87791 88.852 00.014 91,391 92,802
Note: Datail doas not add to total because of overlap mates for 1987 differ slightly from last year's report
in houssholds touched by varlous crimes, The est- (see Methodology).
Race and ethniclty of household
y Table 3. Percent of households touched by crime,
In 1988 black houssholds were measur- by race and ethnlcity of household head, 1988
ably more vulnerable to crime than were Ethniclty of
white housseholds (table 3).' Black house- o household Flace of housahold head tiousehold head
arcent of households ace 0l noussno [-I:1 on-
holds suffered, proportionately, a larger fouched by: White — Black __ Ofher Hispanlc __Hispanlc
amount of violent crime and household
theft than did white households and had Any NCS crime 23.8%  28.0%  27.4% 24.3% 30.0%
e .
a somewhat higher percsntage for as:sault Viclent crime 6% 66% 5.6% A% 6.5%
For the first time in the history of the indi- Rape P 4 3 P 2
cator, white households were not more Robbery 8 2.0 1.2 9 1.9
likely than black households to have Assaul 3.9 46 45 3.9 4.8
N . Aggravated 1.4 23 1.9 1.5 2.0
a member victimized by parsonal theft. Simple 2.7 26 2.9 2.7 3.0
Households of other races — Aslans, Total theft 175% 18.0% \85% 7% 20.0%
Paclfic Islanders and Native Americans — Parsonl e 106 128 e
were somewhat more susceptible to ctime Household 75 9.2 75 7.5 10.7
Burglary 5.1 8.1 6.0 53 €.7
than white households. Motor vehicle theft 1.3 29 2,5 1.5 26
Hispanic households were more likely than Serlous violent crime® 20%  45%  8.1% 2.4% 3.9%
non-Hispanic households to have been Grimes of high concern® 7.8%  10.8% 8.1% 7.6% 10,4%
touched by crime In 1988 becauss of their
greater susceptibliity to robbery, burglary, Note: Detall doas not add to total bacause of averlap b rape, robbery, or assault by a stranger
household theft, and motor vehicle theft. In households touched by varlous crimes. or a burglary.
Hispanlc and non-Hispanic households had *Raps, robbery, or aggravatad assault

similar vulnerability to assault and personal
theft.

For this analysis, the raca of the household is consid-
erad to ba that of the housshold head.




Table 4. Percent of households touched by crime, by selected characteristics, 1988
Percent Annugl family income Region
of households Under $7,500-  $15,000- - $25,000 Place of residence® North- Mid-
touched by: $7,500 $14,999  $24,999 or more Urban Suburban " Rural east west South West
Any NCS crime 23.2% 22.8% 23.9% 27.1% 30.3% 23.8% 18.0% 19.0% 24.9% 24.4% 30.3%
Violent crime 6.4 5.1 4.8 4.3 6.4 4.4 3.5 3.6 5.0 4.6 6.2
Rape 4 2 A A 3 A A | 2 2 2
Robbery 1.4 1.0 9 8 1.7 7 3 1.0 8 9 1.2
Assault 5.0 4.2 3.9 3.7 4.7 3.8 3.1 2.7 4.2 3.8 5.1
Aggravated 2.0 1.9 1.4 1.3 1.9 1.4 1.2 .8 1.6 1.6 2.0
Simple 3.3 2.6 2.7 2.7 3.1 2.7 2.1 2.0 2.8 2.5 3.5
Total theft 14.7% 14.8% 16.8% 20.6% 21.0% 17.3% 12.4% 18.0% 18.0% 17.0% 22.1%
Personal 8.1 8.6 10.8 14.1 12.8 11.8 7.7 8.9 11.6 11.0 13.4
Household 8.0 7.5 7.8 8.1 10.2 7.0 5.6 5.1 7.7 7.4 11.0
Burglary 7.2 6.1 5.1 4.8 7.0 4.7 4.6 3.8 6.3 5.8 © 6.4
Motor vehicle theft .9 1.4 1.5 1.8 2.2 1.6 5 1.4 1.4 1.4 2.1
Serlous violent crime® 3.7% 2.9% 2.4% 2.0% 3.8% 2.1% 1.6% 1.8% 2.5% 2.5% 3.2%
Crimes of high concern® 9.7% 8.2% 7.4% 7.2% 10.3% 6.9% 5.8% 5.8% 7.6% 8.0% 9.4%
Nate: Detall does not add to total because of overlap “These astimates are not comparable to estimates for  °A rape, robbery, or assauit by a stranger, or a bur-
In househalds touched by varlous crimes. place of residence prior to 1886 because of changes In  glary.
geographic classification (ses footnote 3).
"Rape, robbary, or aggravated assault.

Family Income

Households with higher incomes were
more susceptible to crimes Involving theft
and less susceptible to crimes Involving
violence than were lower income house-
holds. Overall, because theft comprises
almost two-thirds of all criminal victimiza-
tions measured by the NCS, the percent-
age of households with higher incomes
that were touched by crime In 1988 was
greater than the percentage of lower in-
come households touched by crime (table
4). Households with Incomes of at least
$25,000 were more than 1 1/2 times as
fikely to have experienced a personal theft
as were households with incomes below
$7,500. Despite differing risks for personal
theft, households at all income levels
appeared equally susceptible to house-
hold theft.

Households earning less than $15,000
experienced violent crimes and burglary
to a greater degree than did houssholds
In higher income categories.

Place of residence

In 1988 households In urban areas contin-
ued to be the most liksly and thoss in rural
areas continued to be the least likely to be
touched by crime. For most types of
crime, the vulnerability of suburban house-
holds fell between that of urban and rural
households. However, urban and subur-
ban households did not differ measurably

In the percentage that suffered personal
theft without contact. Suburban and
rural households did not dlffer in the de-
gree to which they were burglarized or
had members who were victims of
aggravated assault.

In 1988, 1 In 57 urban households had a
member who was the victim of a robbery,
compared with 1 in 149 suburban house-
holds and 1 in 303 rural households.

Region

As In the 2 previous years, during 1988
houssholds In the Northeast were the least
vulnerable to crime (19%), while those in
the West were the most vuinerable (30%).
Twenty-flve percent of midwestern house-
holds and 24% of southern households
were touched by crime.

The pattern of the Northeast's being lower
and the West's being higher than the Mid-
west and South was true for most crimes
measurad. Some exceptions did exist.
Northeastern, midwestern, and southern
households had no measurable regional
differences In the percentages of those
touched by robbery or motor vehicle theft.
Households in the Midwest were some-
what more likely than households in the
South to have a member who suffered

a simple assault, a ctime that does not
involve a weapon or & serious injury.
Finally, the percentage of westarn house-
holds burglarized, while being higher than

4

the percentages in the Northeast and Mid-
west, was not measurably higher than that
In the South,

Size of household

In general, the more people in a house-
hold, the greater Is Its vulnerabllity to crime
(table 5). This tendency Is more pro-
nounced for personal crimes than for
household crimes because larger house-
holds have more members at risk for per-
sonal crimes, but each household, regard-
less of size, is at risk for househoid crimes.

Vulnerability to personal crime victimization
generally does not increase at a rate pro-.
portional to increases In household size.
For example, In 1988 the percentage of
six-or-more-person households touched

Table 5. Percent of households
touched by selected crimes,
by size of household, 1988

Percent of Number of parsons
housaholds in housohold
touchad by: 1 2-3 45 6+
Any NCScrime  17.1% 24.3% 381.8% 387.8%
Vialent crime 3.0% 4.4% 6.9% 10.7%
Total theft 0.8 174 235 278
Personal 66 113 154 173
Household 49 7.6 105 137
Burglary 48 54 6.1 7.0
Motor vehicle
theft 1.2 1.6 1.9 2.4




by personal theft was about 2 1/2 times
that of one-person households.

One reason why personal crime victimiza-
tion Is not simply proportional to housshold
slze Is that many households with two or
more members include children under 12
years of age. Crimes against such young
children are not Included In the measure-
ment of households touched by crime.?

In addition, differences in demographic
characteristics and lifestyles among differ-
ent size households will affect the degree
to which they are touched by crime be-
cause both of these factors are related to
crime vulnerabllity.

The relationship between housshold size
and vulnerability to crime shown In past
years also held for 1988:

e Fewer than 1 in 5 single-person house-
holds were touchsd by crime, compared
with 2 In 5 households with six or more
persons.

® Households with six or more members
were about 4 times more likely than single-
person households to be touched by vio-
lent crime (11% vs. 3%) and 2 1/2 times
more likely to be touched by personal or
household theit (28% vs. 11%).

As In previous years, the percentages

of houssholds of different sizes touched

by crime varled least for burglary. In 1988,
5% of single-person households were
burglarized one or more times, compared
to 7% of househalds with six or more
members.

Crimes of hlgh concern

In 1988, 1 in 13 houssholds 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 peo-
ple consider the most threatening, have
been deslgnated "crimes of high concern”
In this report.

In 1988 black, low-Income, and urban
households were most likely to be victims
of crimes of high concern (figure 3). By

2Grimes agalnst children under age 12 ara excluded
from the National Crime Survey because asking sensi-
tive questions about victimization might be stressful to
the child or the parents, possibly discouraging adult par-
ticipation in the survey.

reglon, the percentage of houssholds
touched by a crims of high concern was
largest in the Wast; the percentages in the
Midwest and South were about equal, and
both were larger than the percentage for
the Northeast.

From 1981, when 11% of all households
were touched by a crime of high concern,
until 1985, when 8% of all households
were so victimized, the percentage of
households touchsed by such crime de-
creased yearly. Since 1985 the percent-
age of households touched by a crime of
high concern has not changed measurably.

Race and crime serlousness

In 1988 black households were not only
more vulnerable to ctime than white
households but were also mors likely,

If victimized, to be victimized by a serlous
violent crime or a crime of high concarn,
In 1988, 1€% of the black households that
were touched by crime had a member
victimized by a rape, robbery, or aggra-
vated assault, while 9% of white house-
holds touched by ctime had a member who
suffered one of these crimes. Similarly,
37% of black households touched by
crime, compared to 31% of white house-
holds touched by crime, were victims of
crimes of high concern.

Factors affecting trends

Population movements and changes in
household compaosition have undoubtedly
affected the overall downward trend that
the houssholds-touchsd-by-crime Indicator
has shown since 1975.

Amoerican society is exiremely mobile. For
some time the population has been moving
away from the Northeast and Midwest into
the South and West as well as away from
urban areas Into suburban and rural areas.
In 1975, 50% of the U.S. population lived
in the Northeast or Midwest, compared to
45% in 1987. Between 1975 and 1985
the psarcentage 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.®

3Estimates of households in urban, suburban, and rural
aroas for 1086-88 are not comparable to those of previ-
ous years. Geographic codes for 1986 through 1988 as-
timates are based on 1980 census definiticns, and
estimates for earller years are based on 1970 census
definitions.

Households touched by crimes
of high concern, by race
of household head, 1981-88

(A rape, robbery, or assault by a stranger
or a househoid burglary)

Percent of households

0

1981 1983 1986 1988
Figure 3

People are constantly moving Into and out
of different households, creating new
houssholds, and merging existing house-
holds. During the 1975-88 period the aver-
age American housshold decreased In
slze. One-person households represented
21% of ail houssholds in 1975 but 25% In
1988, The percentage of households con-
taining six or more persons fell from 7% to
3% during this period.

Two of these movements shift population
from households more vulnerable to
crime — larger ones and thoss In urban
areas — to those less vulnerable —
smaller ones and those in suburban or
rural areas. The third movement has
shifted the population in the opposite direc-
tion, from the Northeast, a reglon with a
lower likelihood of crime, to the Waest,
where a higher proportion of households
experience crime,

While current data do not permit measure-
ment of the degree to which all population
movements have affected the indlcator,
estimates can be made for the effect of
changes in household size. If the size dis-
tribution of American households were the
same In 1988 as In 1975, then the estimate
of households touched by crime would
have been 25.5% rather than 24.6%.*
This adjusted estimate, however, Is still
significantly below the 1975 estimate

of 32% of households touched by crime,

“This analysis assumes thatin each category of house-
hold size the percentage of households touched by
crime in 1888 would be unchanged, given the size distrl-
bution for all households that existed in 1875.




Methodology

The Bureau of Justice Statistics (BJS) de-
veloped the households-touched-by-crime
Indicator in 1981 to Improve our under-
standing of the impact of crlme on our so-
clety. The household was chosen as the
unit of analysis because crimes such as
burglary are crimes against an entire
household and crimes against psrsons
affect not only the victim but also members
of the victim's housshold.

Households-touched-by-crime sstimates
are derived from NCS statistlcs on rape,
personal robbery, assault, household bur-
glary, personal and household theft, and
motor vehlcle theft.® Because the NCS
counts only crimes for which the victim can
be Interviewed, homicids is not counted.

Its exclusion does not noticeably affect the-

estimates. [f each of the homicides during
1988 had touched a different household
and If these households had been touched
by no other crime (the largest possible ef-
fect), then the inclusion of homicldes In
these findings would not have raised the
overall percent of households touched by

crime (24.6%) by as much as .05%.”

Other crimes agalnst persons or their
households, such as fraud, confidence
games, kidnaping, and arson, are not in-
cluded In this analysls because they are
not measured by the NCS.

Tradltional measures of crime are In the
form of volumes or rates. Data on the vol-
ume of crime have limited usefulness be-
cause 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 cor-
rect for different papulation sizes, but they
do not show whether a given amount of
crime Is widely spread or highly concen-
trated within a limited population.

For each type of crime examined, a house-
hold Is counted only oncs, regardless of
how many times that housshold was vic-
timized. For example, If a household were
burglarized twice and one of its members

8The pravalence of crims, BJS Bulletin, NCJ-75905,
March 1981.

%These crimes are defined in Measuring crims, BJS Bul-
letin, NCJ-75710, February 1981, As used in this report,
the tarm “theft" is synonymous with the term “tarceny*
used In previous reports,

Preliminary estimates for 1988 Indicate that homicldes
Increased by 3% from the 20,096 that occurred in 1987
(Federal Bureau of Investuation, Uniferm Crims Re-
ports, 1988).

(robbed once during the year, It Is counted
once for households touchead by burglary
even though It was victimized twlce by bur-
glary. Itis also counted once for houss-
holds touched by robbery. Finally, itis
counted once In the overall measure,
households touched by crime.

Consegquently, the households-touched-by-
crime estimate for 1988 (24.6%) Is less
than the sum of the estimates for house-
holds touched by personal crimes {14.7%)
and those touched by household crimes
{13.4%) because 3.4% of U.S. households
were victims of both psrsonal and house-
hold crimes. Similarly, because about
1.3% of the U.8. households were touched
by both personal theft and violence, the
sum of households touched by personal
theft (11.2%) and those touched by vio-
lence (4.8%) exceeds the estimate of
those touched by personal ctime (14.7%).

All data In this bulletin are from the NCS
except those specifically attributed to other
sources. The NCSis an ongoing survey
conducted for BJS by the U.S. Bureau of
the Census. Interviews are conducted at
8-month intervals with all occupants age 12
or older In about 49,000 housing units
(99,000 persons). Because the NCS does
not abtain information about crimes against
persons under age 12, households experi-
encing only such crimes are not included in
the estimate of households touched by
crime.

Beglnning in 1987, about 5% of the NCS
sample has been Interviewed through com-
puter-assisted telephone interviewing
(CATI)). In CATI aninterviewer anters re-
sponses directly into a computer rather
than on a printed form. Previous NCS re-
ports excluded data from CAT! house-
holds, pending study of the effects of the
new procedures. This report Incorporates
CATI data for both 1987 and 1988, For
this reasan, estli-:ates for 1987 In this re-
port differ slightly from those published in
Households touched by crime, 1987.

The estimates in this bulletin are derived
from sample survey data, and they are
subject to sampling variation.® Because
the procedure used to produce estimates
of households touched by crime differs

®Datalls of the NCS sample dssign, the standard error
computation, and the customary estimation procedure
for victimization rates and counts may be found in
Criminal victimization in the United States, 1986, NCJ-
111456, August 1968, Appendix lil.

from that for victimization rates, the house-
holds-touched data have standard errors
about 8% higher than those for victimiza-
tion rates with the same population bases,
even though thay are derived from the
same sample survey.

Comparisons presented in this report were
determined to be statistically significant at
the 95% confidence leval, meaning that the
estimated difference Is greater than twice
the standard error. Statements of com-
parison qualified by language such as
“slightly" or "somewhat” Indlcate statistical
significance at the 80% level (1.6 standard
errors).

The estimates are also subject to response
errors, including crimes that are forgotten
or withheld from the interviewer. Such re-
sponse errors tend to cause understated

counts of households touched by crime.’

®A more detalled description of the procedures used to
estimate households touched by crime appears in an un-
published memorandum prapared by the U.S. Bureau of
the Census, The memorandum Is available from the au-
thor, Michae! Rand, ¢/o Bureau of Justice Statistics, 633
Indiana Avenue, N.W., Washington, DC 20531, tals-
phone (202) 724-7774.

Bureau of Justice Statistics Bulletins
are prepared principally by the staff of
BJS. Michael R. Rand wrote this bul-
letin. Thomas Hester edited it. Mari-
lyn Marbrook, pubiications unit chisf,
administered production, assisted by
Marlanne Zawitz, Tina Dorsey,
Priscllla Middleton, Jeanne Harris,
Yvonne Boston and Jayne Pugh.
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Call toll-free 800-732-3277 (local
301-251-5500) to order BJS reports,
to be added to one of the BJS malling
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.

BJS maintains the following
maliling lists:

® Drugs and crime data (new)

White-collar crime (newz

National Crime Survey (annual)

Corrections (annual)

Juvenile corrections (annual)

Gourts (annual)

Privacy and security of criminal

history information and

information policy

Federal statistics (annual)

BJS builetins and special reports

(approximately twice a month)

® Sourcebook of Criminal Justice
Statistics (annual)

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 National Archive
of Criminal Justice Data (formerly
CJAIN), P.O, Box 1248, Ann Arbor, Ml
48106 (toll-free 1-800-989-0960).

National Crime Survey

Criminal victimization in the U.S.:
1987 (final report), NCJ-115524, 6/89
1986 (final report), NCJ-1114586, 9/88
1985 (tinal report), NCJ-104273, 5/87

B8JS special reports:

The redesigned National Crime
Survey: Selected new data, NCJ-
114746, 1/89

Motor vehicle theft, NCJ-109978, 3/88

Elderly victims, NCJ-107676, 11/87

Violent crime trends, NCJ-107217,
11/87

Robbery victims, NCJ-104638, 4/87

Violent crime by strangers and
nonstrangers, NCJ-103702, 1/87

Preventing domestic violence against
women, NCJ-102037, 8/86

Crime prevention measures,
NCJ-100438, 3/86

The use of weapons in committing
crimes, NCJ-98643, 1/86

Reporting crimes to the police, NCJ-
99432, 12/85

Locsting city, suburban, and rural
crime, NCJ-99535, 12/85

The risk of violent crime, NCJ-97119,
5/85

The economic cost of crime to victims,
NCJ-93450, 4/84

Famlly violence, NCJ-93449, 4/84

BJS bullstins:

Households touched by crime, 1988,
NCJ-117434, 6/89

Criminal victimization 1987, NCJ-
113587, 10/88

The crime of rape, NCJ-96777, 3/85

Household burglary, NCJ-96021, 1/85

Measuring crime, NCJ-75710, 2/81

BJS technical reports:

Neow directions for the NCS,
NCJ-115571,3/89

Serles crimes: Report of a tield
test, NCJ-104615, 4/87

Litatime likelihood of victimization,
NCJ-104274, 3/87

Response to screening questions in
the NCS, NCJ-97624,7/85

«U.5. G,P,0., 1989-241-693:00011

Preliminary data from the National Crime
Survey, 1988 (press release), 4/89

Redasign of the Natlonal Crime Survey,
NCJ-111457, 3/89

The seasonality of crime victimization,
NCJ-111033, 6/88

Crime and older Americans information
package, NCJ-104569, $10, 5/87

Teenage victims, NCJ-103138, 12/86

Victimization and fear of crime: World
perspectives, NCJ-93872, 1/85, $3.15

The National Crime Survey: Working
papers, vol. I: Current and historical
perspectives, NCJ-75374, 8/82
vol. Il: Methodoiogical studies,
NGCJ-90307, 12/84

Corrections

BJS bulletins and special reports:

Capltal punishment 1988, NCJ-118313,
7/89

Prisoners in 1988, NCJ-116315, 4/89

Recidivism of prisoners released In
1983, NCJ-118261, 4/89

Drug use and crime: State ptison
Inmate survey, 1986, NCJ-111940,
7/88

Time sarved in prison and on parole
1984,NCJ-108544, 1/88

Profile of State prison inmates, 1986,
NCJ-109926, 1/88

!mprisonment in four countries, NCJ-
103967, 2/87

Population density in Stite prisons,
NCJ-103204, 12/86

State and Federal prisoners, 1925-85,
102494,11/86

Prison admissions and releases, 1983,
NCJ-100582, 3/86

Examining recidivism, NCJ-86501, 2/85

Returning to prlson, NCJ-95700, 11/84

Corractional populations in the U.S.:
1986, NCJ-111611, 2/89
1985, NCJ-103957, 2/88

Historlcal statistics on prisoners in State
and Federal Institutions, yearend
1925-86, NCJ-111098, 6/88

1984 census of State adult correctional
facilities, NCJ-105585, 7/87

Historical corrections statistics in the
U.S., 1850-1984, NCJ-102529, 4/87

1879 survey of inmates of State correctional
facilities and 1979 census of State
corractional facilities:

8JS special reports:
The prevalence of imprisonmaent,
NCJ-93657, 7/85
Career patterns In crime, NCJ-
88672, 6/83

BJS bulletins:
Prisoners and drugs, NCJ-87575,
3/83
Prisons and prisoners, NCJ-80697,
2/82

Veterans in prison, NCJ-79232, 11/81

Census of Jails and survey of jail inmates:
BJS bulletins and special reports:
Jall inmates, 1987, NCJ-114319,
12/88
Drunk driving, NCJ-109945, 2/88
Jall inmates, 1986, NCJ-107123,
10/87
The 1983 ]ail census, NCJ-95536,
11/84

Census of local jails, 1983: Data for
indlvidual jalls, vols. |-V, Northeast,
Midwest, South, West, NCJ-112796-9;
vol. V, Salected findings, methodology,
summary tables, NCJ-112795, 11/88

Our crowded jails: A national plight,
NCJ-111846, 8/88

Paroie and probation

BJS bulletins:
Probation and parole:
1987, NCJ-113048, 11/88
19886, NCJ-108012, 12/87
Setting prison tarms, NCJ-76218, 8/83

BJS special reports:
Time served In prison and on parole,
1984, NCJ-108544, 1/88
Recldivism of young parolees, NCJ-
104918, 5/87

Children in custody

Census of public and private juvenile
detention, correctional, and sheiter
tacilities, 1975-85, NCJ-114065,
6/89

Survey of youth in custody, 1987
(special report), NCJ-113365, 9/88

Publlc juvenile tacilities, 1985
(builetin), NCJ-102457, 10/86

Expenditure and employment

BJS bulletins:
Justice expenditure and employment:
1985, NCJ-1044860, 3/87
1983, NCJ-101776,7/86

Justice expenditure and employment:
1985 (full report), NCJ-106356, 8/89
Extracts, 1982 and 1983, NCJ-106629,

8/88
Extracts, 1980 and 1981, NCJ-96007,

6/8¢
1971-79, NCJ-92596, 11/84

Courts

BJS bulletins:

Felony sentences In State courts,
NCJ-115210, 2/89

Criminal defense for the poor, 18£8,
NCJ-112919, 9/88

State felony courts and falony laws,
NCJ-106273, 8/87

The growth of appeals: 1973-83 trends,
NCJ-96381, 2/85

Case filings In State courts 1983,
NCJ-95111,10/84

BJS special reports:

Felony case-processing time, NCJ-
101985, 8/86

Felony sentencing in 18 local jurisdic-
tions, NCJ-97681, 6/85

The prevalence of gullty pleas, NCJ-
96018, 12/84

Sentencing practices in 13 States,
NCJ-95398, 10/84

Sentencing outcomes In 28 felony
courts, NCJ-105743, 8/87

National criminal defense systems study,
NCJ-84702, 10/86

The prosecution of felony arrests:
1986, NCJ-113248, 6/89
1982, NC.J-106990, 5/88
1981, NCJ-101380, 9/86, $7.60
Felony laws of the 50 States and the
District of Columbia, 1986,
NCJ-105066, 2/88, $14.70
State court model statistical dictionary,
Supplement, NCJ-98328, 8/85
1st edition, NCJ-62320, 8/80

Privacy and security

Compendium of State privacy and security
legislation:
1987 overview, NCJ-111097, 9/88
1987 full report (1,497 pages,
microfiche only), NCJ-113021, 9/88

Criminal Justice information pollcy:

Strategles for improving data quality,
NCJ-115339, 5/89

Publlc access to criminal history record
information, NCJ-111488, 11/88

Juvenile records and recordkeeping
systems, NCJ-112815, 11/88

Automated tingerprint identification
systems: Technology and pollcy
issues, NCJ-104342, 4/87

CrimlInal justice “hot” files,
NCJ-101850, 12/86

Crims ccntrol and criminal records
(BJS special report), NCJ-99176,
10/85

State criminal records repositories
(BJS technical report), NCJ-99017,
10/85

Data quality of criminal history records,
NCJ-98079, 10/85

Victim/witness legisiation: An over
view, NCJ-94365, 12/84

Proceedings of BJS/SEARCH
conference:

Open vs, confidential records,
NCJ-113560, 11/88
Data quallty policles and
procedures, NCJ-101849, 12/86

Computer crime

8JS special reports:
Electronic fund transfer fraud, NCJ-
96666, 3/85
Electronic fund transfer and crime,
NCJ-82650, 2/84

Electronic fund transfer systems fraud,
NCJ-100461, 4/86

Electronic fund transfer systems and
crime, NCJ-83736, 9/82

Expert witness manual, NCJ-77927, 9/81,
$11.50

Federal justice statistibs

Compendium of Federal justice statistics
1984, NCJ-111097, 7/89

The Federal civil justice system (BJS
bulletin), NCJ-104789, 7/87

Employer perceptions of workplace
crime, NCJ-101851, 7/87, $6

Federal offenses and offenders

8JS speclal reports:

Federal criminal cases, 1980-87,
NCJ-118311,7/89

Drug law violators, 1880-86, NCJ-
111763, 6/88

Pretrial release and detention:
The Bail Reform Act of 1984,
NCJ-109929, 2/88

White-collar crime, NCJ-106876, 9/87

Pratrial release and misconduct, NCJ-
96132, 1/85

BJS bulletins:
Bank robbery, NCJ-84463, 8/84
Federal drug law violators, NCJ-
92692, 2/84

General

BJS bulletins and special reports:

Profiie of State and local law
enforcement agencies, NCJ-113949,
3/89

International crime rates, NCJ-1107786,
5/88

Tracking offenders, 1984, NCJ-109686,
1/88

BJS telephone contacts '87, NCJ-
1029089, 12/86

Tracking offenders: White-collar crime,
NCJ-102867, 11/86

Police employment and expenditure,
NCJ-100117, 2/86

BJS data report, 1988, NCJ-116262, 5/89
BJS annual report, tiscal 1988, NCJ-
1157489, 4/89

Sourcebook of criminal justice statistics,
1987, NCJ-111612,9/88
Report to the Nation on crime and
Justice:
Second edition, NCJ-105506, 6/88
Technical appendix, NCJ-112011,
8/88
Drugs & crime data:
Drugs and crime facts, 1988, NCJ-
118312, 8/89
Rolodex card, 800-666-3332, 8/88
Data center & clearinghouse brochure,
BC-000092, 2/88
Criminal justice microcomputer guide
and software catalog, NCJ-112178,
8/88
Proceedings of the third workshop on law
and justice statistics, NCJ-112230,
7/88
1986 dlirectory of automated criminal
justice information systems, NCJ-
102260, 1/87, $20
Publications of BJS, 1971-84: A topical
bibllography, TB030012, 10/86, $17.50
B8JS publications: Selected library in
microfiche, 1971-84, PRO30012,
10/86, $203 domestic
Natlonal survey of crime severity, NCJ-
86017, 10/85
Criminal victimization of District of
Columbia residents and Capitol Hill
employees, 1982-83, NCJ-97982;

See order form
on last page




To be added to any BJS mailing list, copy
or cut out this page, fill it in and mail it to:

[ 1f the mailing label below is
correct, check here and do not
fill in name and address.

Name:
Title:
Organization:

Street or box:

City, State, Zip:
Daytime phone number: ( )

Justice Statisties Clearinghouse/NCJRS

U.S. Department of Justice
User Services Department 2
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.

Interest in criminal justice (or organization and title if you put home address above):

Please put me on the mailing list for—
D Justice expenditure and employ- U
ment reports--annual spending

and staffing by Federal/State/

local governments and by func-

tion (police, courts, ete.)

White-collar crime--data on the
processing of Federal white-

) New!
collar crime cases

Privacy and security of criminal
history information and informa-
tion policy--new legislation;
maintaining and releasing
intelligence and investigative
records; data quality issues

Federal statisties--data describ-
ing Federal case processing, from
investigation through prosecution,
adjudication, and corrections

]

U.S. Department of Justice
Office of Justice Programs
Bureau of Justice Statistics

[

Juvenile corrections reports--
juveniles in custody in publie and
private detention and correction-
al facilities

Drugs and crime data--sentencing D
and time served by drug offend-

ers, drug use at time of crime by
jail inmates and State prisoners,
and other quality data on drugs,

crime, and law enforcement

[

BJS bulletins and special reports
--timely reports of the most
eurrent justice data

O

Prosecution and adjudication in
State courts--case processing
from prosecution through court
disposition, State felony laws,
felony sentencing, criminal
defense

Official Business
Penalty for Private Use $300

Corrections reports--results of
sample surveys and censuses of
jails, prisons, parole, probation,
and other corrections data

National Crime Survey reports--
the only i#gular national survey
of crime vietims

Sourcebook of Criminal Justice
Statisties (annual)--broad-based
data from 150+ sources (400+
tables, 100+ figures, index)

Send me a form to sign up for N1J
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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