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With 1991 data, the Uniform Crime Reports
(UCR) program of the Federal Bureau of
Investigation (FBI) began moving from sum-
qﬂary counts to a more comprehensive and

’ etailed reperting system known as the
National Incident-Based Reporting System
(NIBRS). By 1982 the Bureau of Justice
Statistics (BJS) had already provided over $11
million to States to establish centralized State-
level UCR pregrams. In a 1985 report, an
FBI-BJS task force that BJS underwrote
recommended an incident-based system.
When the Attorney General approved NIBRS,
BJS allocated an additional $13 million to the
Sttes to implement the system.

NIBRS versus the traditional UCR system

The traditional, summary-based UCR system
counts incidents and arrests, with some
expanded data on incidents of murder and
nonnegligent mansiaughter. NIBRS, which
will eventually replace the tradifional UCR as
the source of official FBI counts of crimes
reported to law enforcement agencies, is de-
signed to go far beyond the summary-based
UCR in terms of information about crime.

One important difference between the two
systems is number of crima categeries. The
traditional UCR counts incidents and arrests

i the 6 offenses of the FBI Crime Index and
‘)ounts arrests for other offenses; NIBRS
provides detailed incident information on 46
Group A offenses representing 22 categories
of crimes (table A). NIBRS, unlike the tradi-
tional UCR, also makes a distinction between
attempted and completed crimes.

in September 1982 a BJS-FBI task force
undertook a study of improvements to the
Uniform Crime Reporting Program, which
was created in 1930. Law enforcement
organizations, State UCR program man-
agers, and the research community
strongly supported this effort. In January
1984 a conference considered various
recommendations, and in 1985 BJS and
the FBI released Blueprint for the Future
of the Uniform Crime Reporting Program.

The resulting program, the National
Incident-Based Reporting System, collect-
ed its first data in 1991. An estimated
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40% of the Nation will report to NIBRS

by the end of 1984. NIBRS represents

a new way of thinking about crime,
providing details about victims, offenders,
and the environments in which they
interact. This report on the first NIBRS
data is a beginning step toeward using the
data for planning and evaluating law
enforcement responses to crime. |t also
illustrates the close partnership among
BJS, the FBI, and the more than 17,000
State and local law enforcement agencies.
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Table A. The NIBRS Group A offenses

Arson
Assaultoffenses
Aggravated assault
Simple assault
Intimidation
Bribery
Burglary/breaking and entering
Counterfeiting/forgery
Destruction/damage/vandalism of property
Drug/narcotic offenses
Drug/narcotic violations
Drug equipment violations
Embezziement
Extortion/blackmail
Fraud offenses
False pretenses/swindle/confidence game
Credit card/ATM fraud
Impersonation
Welfare fraud
Wirefraud
Gambling offenses
Betting/wagering
Opsrating/promoting/assisting gambling
Gambling equipment violations
Sports tampering
Homicide offenses
Murder/nonnegligent manslaughter

Negligent manslaughter
Justifiable homicide
Kidnaping/abduction
Larceny/theft offenses
Pocket picking
Purse snatching
Shoplifting
Theftfrom building
Theft from coin-operated machines
Theft from motor vehicle
Theft of motor vehicle parts/accessories
Allother larceny
Motor vehicle theft
Pomography/obscene material
Prostitution offenses
Prostitution
Assisting or promoting prostitution
Robbery
Sex offenses, forcible
Forcible rape
Forcible sodomy
Sexual assault with an object
Forcible fondling
Sex offenses, nonforcible
Stolen property offenses
Weapon |law violations




NIBRS collects arrestee information on the
46 Group A offenses and an additional 11
Group B rifenses (tadle B). Unlike the
traditional UCR, NIBRS requires arrests as
well as exceptional clearances to be linked
to specific incidents.

In addition to expanded crime categories,
NIBRS definitions of certain offenses are
more inclusive than the traditional UCR
definitions. For example, the NIBRS
definition of rape has been expanded to
include male victims.

In incidents where more than one offense
occurs, the traditional UCR counts only the
most serious of the offenses. NIBRS
Includes information about each of the
different offenses (up to a maximum of 10)
that may occur within a single incident.

As a result, the NIBRS data can be used to
study how often ard under what circum-
stances certain offenses, such as burglary
and rape, occur together.

The ability to link information about many
aspects of a crime to the crime incident
marks the most important difference
between NIBRS and the traditiona!l UCR.
These various aspects of the crime
incident are represented in NIBRS by

a series of more than 50 data elements
(table C). The NIBRS data elements are
categorized in six segments: administra-
tive, offense, property, victim, offender,
and arrestee. NIBRS enables analysts
to study how these data elements relate
to each other for each type of offense.

Administrative segment includes the ORI
{originating agency identifier) and incident
numbaers that uniquely identify each
incident. These tie together all the records
of a single incident. The administrative
segment also includes the date and hour
of the incident and if relevant, exceptional
clearance information.

Offense segment includes the type of
offense(s) reported, whether the offense
was attempted or completed, whether the
offender was suspected of using drugs

or alcohol, the type of location where the
offense occurred (such as a store or
residence), the type of weapon or force
used, and whether the offender was
motivated by bias against the victim's race,
religion, ethnicity, or sexual orientation.
For certain offenses, the type of criminal
activity (such as possessing, selling, or
transporting) is indicated. For burglary
incidents, the method of entry and the
number of premises entered are included.

Table B. The NIBRS Group B offenses

Bad checks
Curfew/loitering/vagrancy
Disorderly conduct

Driving under the influence
Drunkenness

Liguor law violations
Nonviolent family offenses
Peeping Tom

Runaway

Trespassing

All other offenses

Property segment includes (for all
property offenses, extortion, kidnaping,
and a few other specified offenses) the
type of property loss (burned, counter-
feited, destroyed, seized, or stolen), the
type of property involved (such as cash
or jewelry), the value of the property, and,
if recovered, the recovery date. For inci-
dents of motor vehicle theft, special
indicators for the number of stolen and
recovered vehicles are included. For drug
offenses, the type and quantity of illegal
drug(s) seized are included.

Victim segment includes a victim
identification number, the UCR code

for offense(s) committed against the victim,
and the victim's sex, age, racs, ethnicity,
and resident status. In cases where the
vietim is not an individual, codes are used
to distinguish among businesses, financial
institutions, governments, religious organi-
zations, and society at large. For incidents
of homicide or aggravated assault, codes
describing the circumstances of the
incident (such as an argument or drug
deal) are provided. In incidents where

the victim is injured, information describing
the injury (such as fractures or lacerations)
is included. Each victim is linked by an
offender number to the offender(s) who
committed an offense against him or her,
and the nature of the victim's relationship
{such as family member, acquaintance,

or stranger) to each offender is reported.

Offender segment includes information
on the age, se¥, and race of the offender.

Arrestee segment includes informiation
on persons arrested in connection with the
incident, including the date of arrest, and
the age, sex, race, ethnicity, and resident
status of the arrestee.

Table C. NIBRS data elements

Administrative segment:

ORI number

Incident number

Incident date/hour

Exceptional clearance indicator
Exceptional clearance date

[4) RS0 4 0\

Offensé segment:
6 UCRoffensecode
7 Attempted/completed code
8 Alcohol/druguse by offender
9 Typeoflocation
10 Number of premises entered
11 Methodofentry
12 Typeofcriminal activity
13 Typeof weapon/force used
14 Blas crimecode

Property segment:

15 Typeofproperty loss

16  Property description

17 Property value

18 Recoverydate

19 Numberof stolenmotor vehicles

20 Numberof recovered motorvehicles
21 Suspecteddrugtype

22 Estimated drug quantity

23 Drugmeasurement unit

Victim segment:
24  Victimnumber
25 Victim UCR offense code

26 Typeofvictim

27 Ageofvictim

28 Sexofvictim

28 Raceofvictim

30 Ethnicity of victim

31 Residentstatus of victim

32 Homicide/assault circumstances
38 Justifiable homicide circumstances
34 Typeofinjury

35 Related offender number

36 Relationship of victim to offender

Offender segment:
37 Offendernumber
38 Ageofoffender
38 Sexofoffender
40 Raceofoffender

Arrestee ssgment:

41  Arrestee number

42 Transaction number

43 Arrestdate

44 Typeofarrest

45 Multiple clearanceindicator
46 UCRarrestoffensecode
47 Arresteearmed indicator
48 Ageofarrestes

49 Sexofarrestee

50 Raceofarrestee

51 Ethnicity of arrestee

52 Resident status ofarrestee
653 Dispositionof arestee under 18




An example of how those interested in the
study of crime can tap the potentially rich
source of new information represented by
NIBRS is seen in the Supplementary
Homicide Reports data published annually
by the FBI in its Crime in the United States
series. Crosstabulations of various
incident-based data elements are present-
ed, including the age, sex, and race of vic-
tims and offenders, the types of weapon(s)
used, the relationship of the victim to the
offender, and the circumstances surround-
ing the incident (for example, whether the
murder resulted from a robbery, rape,

or argument). These data were provided
to the FBI for about 87% of the 24,703
murders reported nationwide in 1991.

For other violent crimes such as rape and
robbery, UCR data beyond the summairy
counts have generally been limited to a
univariate distribution by month. With the
advent of NIBRS, the supplemental data
glements that were previously available
only for murder incidents can now be used
in the analysis of other violent crimes.

Of course, NIBRS also provides some data
elements that were not previously available
for any violent crimes, including murder.
These new data elements include whether
the offender was suspected of using
alcohol or drugs shortly before or during
the incident, the type of location of the
crime, the resident status of the victim, and
the nature of any injuries sustained by the
victim.

For robbery incidents, NIBRS also provides
previously unavailable data describing the
property that was lost and its value. Using
NIBRS, a researcher could study carjack-
ings, for example, by selacting robbery
incidents that included a vehicle as the
property description.

Coverage of 1991 NIBRS data

BJS received NIBRS data tapes covering
the entire 1991 reporting year. These
tapes included crime incidents reported
in Alabama, North Dakota, and South
Carolina. All of the law enforcement
agencies in South Carolina contributed
data, as did nearly all of the agencies in
Alabama and North Dakota. The NIBRS
tapes are updated regularly, with the
analyses contained in this report based
on data tapes produced in June 1992,

In addition to the three reporting States for
1991, NIBRS data for 1992 will cover most
of the population of Idaho and all of lowa.
The FBI anticipates that 14 additional
States will provide test submissions of
1992 data, with 7 more States and the
District of Columbia planning to provide
1993 test data. The FBI projects that 1994
data submissions will cover the entire
population of 12 States and the District

of Columbia as well as parts of several
other States.

The 3 States with 1991 NIBRS data had
a collective population of about 8.3 million
in 1991, 3.3% of the total U.S. population.

Population of the 3 NIBRS States, 1991

Percentof
Population U.S. total
Total 8,284,000 3.3%
Alabama 4,089,000 1.6
SouthCarolina 3,560,000 1.4
North Dakota 635,000 3

According to the UCR summary crime
counts for 1991, the three NIBRS States
collectively accounted for 3.4% of all rapes
reported in the United States, which was
roughly equivalent to their population
representation. They accounted for a
smaller percentage of the robberies (1.8%)
reported nationwide. As with population,
North Dakota accounted for the smallest
percentages of each type of crime (0.1%
or less for each type). South Carolina
(2.0%) accounted for the highest percent-
age of rapes of the three States, and South
Carolina and Alabama each accounted for
0.9% of all robberies reported nationwide
during 1991.

Reported rapes and robberies,
In the 3 NIBRS States, 1991

Incidents inthe three NIBR S States

Rape Robbery
Percent Percent
Num- ofU.S. Num- ofU.S.
ber total ber total
Total 3,668 3.4% 12,389 1.8%
Alabama 1,455 1.4% 6,246 9%
S.Carolina 2,008 20 6,092 9
N. Dakota 116 1 51 -
—less than 0.05%

NIBRS is separate from the summary-
based UCR, and the crime counts
produced from the 1991 NIBRS tapes
received by BJS are slightly different from
those published by the FBI, based on the
summary-based UCR. For the three
NIBRS States, the ratio of NIBRS cases to
published UCR figures was 1.04 for rape
and .94 for robbery.

Rape and robbery counts for NIBRS
and summary-based UCR, 1991

Number of cases

in_the three NIBRS States

Rape Robbery
NIBRS UCR NIBRS UCR
Total 3,801 3,66 11,618 12,389
Alabama 1,422 1,455 5,883 6,246
S.Carolina 2,274 2,098 5,730 6,002
N. Dakota 105 116 35 51

To some extent the larger number of rape
cases in NIBRS results from the expanded
definition of this crime used by NIBRS.
About 10% of the rapes reported under
NIBRS do not fit the traditional UCR defini-
tion, which includes only rape incidents
involving a female victim. If only the
NIBRS rape incidents that fit the traditional
UCR definition are included, the ratic of the
NIBRS rape count to the summary-based
UCR rape count is .94 — the same as for
robbery. The fact that UCR counts are
based on number of victimizations, not
incidents, may account for this difference.



Format of NIBRS data records

The data summarizing each NIBRS
incident begin with a single administrative
record, followed by one or more records
for each offense, victim, and offender,
depending on the number of records
needed to summarize the incident
accurately. Each NIBRS incident summary
must Include a minimum of ene administra-
tive record, one offense record, one victim
record, and one offender record, even
when the information about an incident

is extremely limited.

One or more property records precede the
victim records for those crimes where
drugs or property are involved (as in
robibery). Arrestee records are also
included if information of that type is
available. Arrestee records were present
for less than 1% of the incidents included
on the 1991 NIBRS tapes received by BJS.

The FBI has placed maximum {imits on the
number of records of each type that can be
reported for any single incident. A maxi-
mum of 10 offense records, 10 property
records, 999 victim records, and 99 offend-
er records is allowed. Despite these
liitations on the amount of information
allowed per incident, a single incident could
hypothetically require more than 1,000
records.

NIBRS data can be obtained in a variable-
length or a fixed-length record format.

In the variable-length format, the length
of each type of record is as follows:
administrative record (387 bytes), offense
record (357 bytes), property record (467
bytes), victim record (421 bytes), and
offender record (403 bytes). Because

of computer system requirements, BJS
requested that all NIBRS records in its
data file be padded to the 467-byte length
used for property records, thus creating

a fixed-length format.

Storage requirements for NIBRS data -

Regardless of whether a variable-length

or a fixed-length format is used, a range

of storage requirements needed for NIBRS
data can be calculated using the minimum
and maximum record requirements dis-
cussed in the previous section. The range
of storage space that could be required for
an incident is large — from a minimum

of nearly 2,000 bytes to.a maximum of
about a half million bytes if all the allowed
records are used. About 90% of this
maximum storage amount is allocated

to the 999 victim records permitted per
incident summary. The maximum storage
requirement for the variable-length record
format is about 10% less than for the fixed-
length format.

Minimum and maximum data storage
requirements par NIBRS incident

Number of storage bytes needsd

Rape Robbery
Record Mini-  Maxi- Minl-  Maxi-
format mum_ _mum mum_ _mum
Variable 1,568 464,433 2,035 469,103
Fixed 1,868 517,908 2,335 £22,573

Fortunately, crime incidents of the type
requiring over 500,000 bytes of storage
space (that is, 10 or more offenses, 99 or
more offenders, and 999 or more victims)
are highly improbable. The 1991 NIBRS
data tapes received by BJS contained an
average of approximately 2,400 bytes per
incident, equivalent to about 5 records
each. Although the amount of space
required per incident was relatively small,
the more than 500,000 crime incidents
reported in the 3 NiBRS States during
1991 resulted in a large volume of data.
The 1991 NIBRS data tapes from Ala-
bama, North Dakota, and South Carolina
spanned 7 reels of magnetic tape and
required nearly 1.4 billion bytes of storage
space.

Clearly, even with only three States, the
NIBRS data in their raw form present
formidable logistical problems for computer
storage and mermory. Most users will want
or require a smaller data file. And if the
current file size is not enough to cause
concern, ons need only consider that just

1 in 80 Americans live in the 3 States
included. !f current NIBRS storage
demands were extrapolated to full nation-
wide participation, 200 resls of tape to
store 40 billion bytes would be needed.
Certainly the development of new data
storage technologies such as CD-ROM
has important implications for users of
NIBRS data.

Although full nationwide participation in
NIBRS is not a realistic short-term expec-
tation, it is realistic to expect that a fourth
of the U.S. could be represented in NIBRS
within the next several years. The corre-
sponding volume of data, 10 billion bytes
on 50 resls of tape, could still be problema-
tic, and the exploration of ways to reduce
the storage space needed is desirable.



Strategies for reducing the size
of the NIBRS data file

The size of the NIBRS data file can be
reduced at three levels: (1) incidents,

{2) records, and (3) data elements. For
example, since most users of NIBRS data
will not need a data file that contains all 22
types of Group A offenses, the size of the
data file can be reduced significantly by
creating a subfile that contains only those
incidents of interest to the user. Of course,
the magnitude of this reduction depends
on which crimes are chosen.

The crimes analyzed later in this report —
rape (106,598 reported nationwide during
1991) and robbery (687,732 reported) —
result in smaller data files than if more
common offenses such as aggravated
assault, motor vehicle theft, burglary, or
larceny/theft are chosen. Compared with
robbery, UCR national totals for 1991
indicate there were —

« 11.8 times as many larceny/thefts
reported

* 4.6 times as many burglaries

¢ 2.4 times as many motor vehicle thefts
¢ 1.6 times as many aggravaied assaults.
As NIBRS expands, analysts may want
to use a systematic sample of incidents
of specific types to reduce the number

of records required for analysis.

Regardless of the type(s) of crimes
selected for analysis, redesigning the
NIBRS record layout can achieve further
reduction in the size of the data file. The
multiple-record format may simplify
matters for those inputting the information,
but it can create difficulties: for analysts.
One of the problems associated with the
1981 NIBRS format is the excess space
occupied by redundant information and
filler space. For example, each NIBR&
record, regardless of the record type,
begins with 300 bytes reserved for an

ORI header that includes various agency,
geographic, and incident identifiers as well
as census information. Currently, nearly
a third of each ORI header is filler space
reserved for future use.

For the "average" 5-record incident found
inthe 1991 NIBRS data file, the multiple
ORI fields occupy 1,200 bytes of unneces-
sary space. When more records are
required for an incident, even more space
is wasted by the ORI headers. For exam-
ple, if 100 records are needed for an
incident, then the 300-byte ORI field is
repeated 100 times. This results in about
30,000 bytes of wasted space. In the
future, the FBI will offer a data format that
includes just one ORI header per incident.
More such improvements may occur as
the number of NIBRS data users
increases.

in addition to that contained within the ORI
header, the fixed-length record format
requires filler space at the end of all
records except property records. This filler
space occupies 80 bytes on administrative
records, 110 bytes on offense records,

46 bytes on victim records, and 64 bytes
on offender records. The information
unique to each incident and of interest

to analysts is found only between the ORI
header and the end-of-record filler.

The wasted space occupied by muitiple
ORI headers and filler space can be
virtually eliminated by rewriting the data
records into a single long record in a "flat
file" format, with one fixed-length multi-
segment record per incident. Such an
approach resulted in a major reduction

in the size of the 1991 NIBRS data file.

it also enhanced the readability of the file,
by eliminating the multiple record-type
format that creates data-reading com-
plexities for those using popular statistical
software such as SAS or SPSS-X.

The critical dilemma faced in creating the
optimal single record per incident file
involves the paradox of minimizing both file
size and information loss. Preliminary
analyses of the 1991 NIBRS tapes sug-
gested that, in addition to the single admin-
istrative record found for all incidents,

4 offense records, 10 property records,

2 victim records, and 3 offender records
would provide nearly all of the information
for each incident that existed on the origin-
al data tapes. That is, almost all of the
1991 NIBRS incidents could be described
completely by including a total of 10 rec-
ords for each type of incident not requiring
property records and 20 records for each
type of incident requiring property records.

Consequently, for each incident the rec-
ords in excess of those for four offensés,
two victims, and three offenders wers
eliminated. Although information for some
incidents was sacrificed, the loss of infor-
mation was small relative to the additional
storage space that would have been need-
ed to include this information.

If the 10 records for each rape incident
and 20 records for each robbery incident
had been left in the original multiple record
format and merely patched together to
create one long single record, each rape
incident would have required 4,670 bytes
and each robbery incident would have
required 9,340 bytes, By eliminating the
multiple ORI headers and filler space, the
amount of space needed was reduced to
1,166 bytes per rape incident and 2,836
bytes per robbery incident.

Storage space requlired based on optimal
number of records of each type needed:
multiple- versus single-record format

Storage bytes required

Rape Robbery

Record Multiple Single  Multiple Single
segment records record - records record

Total 4,670 1,166 9,340 2,836
Administrative 467 387 57 387
Offense 1,868 228 1,868 228
Property o] 0 48670 1,670
Victim 934 242 934 242
Offender 1,401 309 1,401 309

Allowing for 1,166 bytes per rape incident
and 2,836 bytes per robbery incident, the
data from the 3 NIBRS States would have
required about 4.4 million bytes of storage
space for rape incidents and about 33
million bytes for robbery incidents. Whiie
these are manageable file sizes, more
common UCR index crimes would have
required considerably more space.
Furthermore, as NIBRS participation
increases, the volume of data produced
by these records would once again
become too large: An extrapolation to
nationwide crime reporting levels yields an
estimated requirement of 125 million bytes
for rape incidents and 2 billion bytes for
robberies. These nationwide estimates



Reporting levels of selected NIBRS data elements, 1991

Reporting level

--Not applicable

Segment Dataelementiiumberandname  Hape Rabbery
Administrative 3 Timeofincident 95% 99%
Oifense 6 - UCRoffensecode 100% 100%

7  Attempted/completed 100 100
9 Typeoflccation 84 90
13 Typeofweaponused 99 98
Property 16  Property description — 79%
17 Property value - 84
Victim 25 Victimoffensecode 100% 100%
26 Typeofvictim - 98
27  Ageofvictim 98 100
28  Sexofvictim 98 91
29 Raceofvictim 97 91
31 Residency of victim 87 86
34  Typeofinjury 98 99
36 Victim/offenderrelationship 84 68
Offender 38 Ageofoffender 78% 64%
39  Sexofoffender 86 78
40 Raceofoffender 85 78

suggested that a file design that further
reduced the volume of the NIBRS data
was desirable.

Estimated slze of NIBRS data files with single-
record format and all data elements, 1991

Size of data file

Incidents Bytes
3 NIBRS States
Rape 3,801 4,433,000
Robbery 11,6832 32,988,000
U.S. total
Rape 106,593 124,874,000
Robbery 687,732 1,950,408,00C

At this point, the data elements themselves
were the only remaining potential source of
space reduction. Examination of the
NIBRS data elements revealed numerous
elements that could be eliminated from the
data file because of poor analytical utility
and/or lack of relevance to the crimes

of rape or robbery.

The following were the most obvious
candidates for elimination:

¢« 5 data elements in the administrative
segment used for identification and linkage
purposes only (ORI number, incident
number, victim sequence number, related
offender number, and offender sequence
number)

e 2 data slements in the administrative
segment used for exceptional clearance
information

» 3 data elements in the offense segment
not required for rape or robbery (number
of premises entered, method of entry, and
type of criminal activity)

* 6 data elements in the property segment
not required for robbery incidents.

Other data elements were removed
because of low reporting levels:

o Data element indicating date of property
recovery

o Data elements on alcohol or drug use of
the offender a::d on bias-related crime —
both unreported for 1991

e All 13 data elements in the arrestee
segment (reported for 1% of all incidents).

With elimination of those data elements
that were irrelevant to the crimes of rape
and robbery, that had no analytical utility,
or that had poor reporting levels, the
original list of 40 data elements was
reduced to 19 data elements for robbery
incidents and 16 data elements for rapes.
These totals do not include data on the
ORI header that may be of interest to an
analyst, such as the name and location
of the reporting agency or census
information.

Reporting levels of the retained NIBRS
data elements

The data elements containing the UCR
code for the reported offense and the UCR
code specific to each victim were present
for 100% of the incidents in the final rape
and robbery data files. Since NIBRS
incident reports from jurisdictions in
Alabama were limited to one UCR offense
code, there is no way to know how many
additional offenses occurred in conjunction
with these incidents but were not included
on the original NIBRS data fiie.

The data element indicating if the offense
was "completed" or "attempted" was
reported for all rapes and all robberies as
were the month and day of the incident.
The time of day of the incident was
reported for 95% of rapes and 99% of
robberizs, and type of weapon or force
used was reported for 89% of rapes and
for 98% of robberies. Type of location was
not quite as well reported as these data
elements but was available for 84% of the
rape incidents and 80% of the robberies.
To indicate type of location, the NIBRS
system uses the same code for "other"
and "unknown"; thus, no distinction can be
made between the two.

Most victim-related data were well report-
ed, including a 100% reporting rate for age
of robbery victims and 98% for age of rape
victims. Sex (98%) and race (97%) were
reperted for nearly all rape victims and for
91% of robbery victims. Type of injury
received was reported for 98% of rape
victims and 99% of robbery victims.



Victim-offender relationship had a low
reporting level relative to other victim-
related data elements — 68% for robberies
and 84% for rapes. The most poorly
reported data elemient within the victim
segment was ethnicity of victim, which was
reported for only 51% of the rape incidents
and 42% of the robbery incidents. This low
reporting rate made the ethnicity data a
justifiable target for elimination from the
file. It was not used in any of the analyses
presented in this raport but was retained
as a possible source of information about
Hispanic crime victims.

For rape incidents, the sex (86%), race
(85%), and age (78%) of the offender were
reported at a somewhat higher rate than
for robbery incidents. Offender sex and
race were ¢éach reported for 78% of rob-
beries, while offender age was reported

for 64%.

Among the three data elements required
for robbery incidents but not rape inci-
dents, typs of victim had the highest
reporting level — 98%. Property value
was reported for 84% of robberies, and the
description of the type of property was
available for 79%.

Creation of the final NIBRS data file

Separate data files containing rape and
robbery incidents were created, and each
file was designed to contain only the data
elements relevant to that type of crime.
The files created were SPSS-X system
files, which saved space because these
files use less space for missing data than
a standard ASCI| data file does.

The SPSS-X files created contain data for
rape or robbery incidents reported during
1991 in Alabama, South Carolina, and
North Dakota. The average space
required per incident for the rape file was
316 bytes. Because of the property
information required, the robbery file
required more storage space, an average
of 481 bytes per incident, but this was still
just a fifth of the 2,400 bytes per incident
required cn the original data file.

Under the new file format, about 34 mitlion
bytes of storage space would have been
needed to include all rapes reported to all
law enforcement agencies in the United
States during 1991, An estimated 331
million bytes would have been needed to
include all reported robberies. it is unlikely
that the size of these files could be
reduced further, and if data on offender
alcohol/drug use or bias crime codes are
included in the future, then these size
estimates would have to be revised slightly
upward.

Storage spacerequired for SPSS-X system file
for NIBRS rapeand robberyincldents, 1991

Average Estimated bytes needed

bytesper 3NIBRS

Incident States U.S, total
Rape 316 1,200,000 33,683,000
Robbery 481 5,600,000 330,799,000

Results of analyses using the 1991
NIBRS rape and robbery data

The results of analyses conducted using
1991 NIBRS data from Alabama, North
Dakota, and South Carolina ars presented
in the following sections. These results
provide information about various aspects
of rape and personal robbery incidents
including demographic characteristics of
offenders and victims, victim-offender
relationships, type of location, time of
occurrence, type of weapon used, and
victim injuries. The anaiyses presented
include attempted rapes (11% of all rape
incidents) and attempted robberies (5%
of all personal robbery incidents). As the
NIBRS database grows, detailed analyses
comparing completed crimes with attempt-
ed ones will become feasible.

The 1991 NIBRS data represent a very
small percentage of all rapes and robberies
reported nationwide and are not repre-
sentative of all such crimes. Furthermore,
since 1991 was the first year that NIBRS
data were available, some agencies did not
adhere completely to the NiBRS reporting
guidelines. For example, data from Ala-
bama jurisdictions were limited to two
offender records and one victim record per
incident. As a resuilt of this problem, it was
decided that the analyses presented would
be based on one offender and one victim
per incident.

While the results presented here are not
intended to provide a definitive profile of
rape and robbery in the United States, they
do illustrate the potential utility of the
NIBRS data. Despite various lim#ations of
the data to be expected in a newly
developed system, it is clear that these
new data have the potential to be an
important source of information about
crime in the United States.



Reported rapes in three States:
Sample analyses using the
1991 NIBRS rape data

The NIBRS data file contained a total of
3,801 incidents of forcible rape or sodomy
reported in Alabama, South Carolina, or
North Dakota during 1991. These Included
3,172 incidents for which the sex of both
the offender and victim was recorded.
About 90% of these incidents fit the tradi-
tional summary-based UCR definition
involving a male offender attacking a
female victim. The expanded definition

of rape used in NIBRS also produced 275
rape incidents involving male offenders
and male victims, about 9% of all rapes
reported in the 3 NIBRS States during
1991. The remaining 1% of rapes involved
female offenders.

Sex of offender and victim in NIBRS rape
incidents, 1991

Sexof Sexof Numberof  Percentof
offender victim incidents incidents
Male Female 2,865 90.3%
Male Male 275 8.7
Female Female 26 8
Female Male 6 2

Because of the relatively small number
of rape incidents that did not involve a
male offender and a female victim, such
cases are excluded from the analyses
presented in this report. As NIBRS part-
icipation grows, analysis of other types
of rape such as those involving male
victims will be more feasible.

Race of victim and offender

A very small number of the 1991 NIBRS
rape incidents involved victims or offenders
of racial groups other than blacks or whites
— American Indians, Alaskan Natives, and
Asian/Pacific Islanders. Consequently,
"black" and "white" are the only racial cate-
gories used in the tables presented in this
report. As NIBRS coverage expands,
additional racial categories can be
included.

The race of victims was almost evenly
distributed between black (49%) and white
(61%). Fifty-eight percent of the rapes
involved a black offender, and nearly all
(97%) black victims reported being raped
by a black offender. Rapss involving a
black offender and black victim accounted
for nearly half (48%) of all rapes, and intra-
racial rapes involving whites accounted

for another 40%. About 11% of rapes

Tabls 1. Age of offender and victim in rapes

Age of victim ‘

reported in 3 NIBRS States, 1991

Age of

offender Total _Under12 12-17 18-29 30 or older
Total 100% 15% 20% 37 % 20 %

Under 18 13 % 5% 6 % 1% 1%

18-29 46 4 14 22 6

30 or older 41 6 8 14 13

Note: - Data include 80% of all cases. Detall may not add to total

because of rounding.

Table 2. Relationship of offender to victim in rapes reported in 3 NIBRS States,
by race of offender and victim and by age of victim, 1991 )

_ Relationship of offender to victim
Known by victim

Number
of cagses _ Total Total
Total 2,865 100% 72%
Race of
offender/victim
Black/black 1,345 i00% 75 %
White/vhite 1,131 100 79
Black/white 300 100 36
White/black 43 100 53
Age of victim
Under 12 397 100% 89%
12417 804 100 82
18-29 1,063 100 65
30 or older 601 100 57

Family Non-family  Notknown Relationship

member___member by victim not identlfied

17 % 55 % 23 % 5%
15 % 60 % 21 % 4 %
25 54 15 6

1 35 55 9

5 49 40 7
43 % 46 % 3% 8%
20 62 .14 3

8 57 29 6

11 45 36 8

Note: Data by age of victim includes all cases. Data by race of victim and offender

include 98% of all cases.

involved a black offender and a white
victim, and 2% involved a white offender
and a black victim.

Racs of offender and victim in NiBRS
rape incldants, 1991

Race of victim
Race of offender Tota! Black White

Total 100%  49% 51%
Black 58 48 11
White 42 2 40

Ags of victim and offender

Eighty percent of the rape victims were

under age 30, including 43% who were

under age 18 and 15% who were under
age 12 (table 1). Rape offenders (13%)
were much less likely than victims to be
under age 18, and 41% of the offenders
were at least age 30.

About two-thirds (66%; of the victims age
30 or older reported being raped by some-
one who was also in that age category,
and 60% of the victims between ages 18
and 29 reported the offender to bs in the
same age ranga.

About a fourth (26%) of all rape incidents
involving a victim under age 18 also
involved an offender under age 18, and
two-thirds (67%) of such incidents involved
an offender under age 30. Among victims
under age 12, 59% reported the offender
to be under age 30, and 32% reported the
offender was under age 18.

In nearly ali (89%) of the rapes in which
the offender was under age 18, the victim
was also under 18. In 37% of the rapes
involving an offender under age 18, the
victim was under age 12.



Victim-offender relationship

In 72% of the 1991 NIBRS rape incidents,
the victim knew the offender. in about a
fourth of such incldents (17% of all rapes),

the victim identified the offender as a

family member (table 2). In NIBRS, the
offender is defined as a family member if

his or her relationship to the victim is

spouse, parent (or step-parent), sibling {or
step-sibling), child (or step-child), grand-
parent, or in-law. The original NIBRS data
provides the relationship of tha victim to
the offender. For presentation purposes,
this data has been recoded to represent the
relationship of the offender to the victim.

In intra-racial rapes, the offender was more
likely to be a family member among whites
(25%) than among blacks (15%). In 55%
of the rapes involving a black offender and
a white victim, the victim did not know the
offender. The victim and offender were
strangers in 40% of the rapes involving a
white offender and a black victim.

Rape victims under age 18 were the most
likely to know the offender (84%) and 27%
of victims under 18 identified the offender
as a family member. This was 3 times the
percentage of victims 18 or older {(9%) who
identified the offender as a family member,

Nearly all (89%) of the rape victims under
age 12 knew the offender, and 43% identi-
fied the offender as a family member. A

similar percentage (82%) of the victims

age 12 to 17 knew the offender, but these

victims (20%) were about half as likely as
those under age 12 to report that the
offender was a family member.

Among victims under age 12 who reported

being raped by a family member, 43%

reported the offender was a parent or step-
parent, and 14% reported the offender was
a sibling or step-sibling (table 8). Among

family rapes in which the victim was

between ages 12 and 17, 52% reported

In cases where a victim 18 or older report-
ed beling raped by a family member, the
offender was most likely to be a spouse.
This was the case in 49% of the reported
family rape incidents involving a victim age
18 to 29 and in 62% of such incidents
invaiving a victim age 30 or older.

being raped by a parent or step-parent,
and 6% by a sibling or step-sibling.

Table 3. Relatlonship of offender to victim In rapes reported
in 3 NIBRS States, by age of victim, 1991

Relationship Age of victim
of offender 30 or
to victim Total Under 12 12-17 18-29 older
Family member
Number of cases 482 170 158 86 68
Total 100 % 100 % 100 % 100 % 100 %
Spousse 18 % 0 1% 49 % 62 %
Parent 36 43 52 17 3
Sibling 8 14 6 1 6
In-law 4 0 3 10 7
Other 35 44 37 22 22
Known, nonfamily
Number of cases 1,563 184 502 605 272
Total 100 % 100 % 100 % 100 % 100 %
Acquaintance 67 % 69 % 72 % 60 % 68 %
Friend 16 10 17 17 17
Boyfriend 9 2 6 12 9
Neighbor 3 9 3 1 2
Ex-spouse 2 0 0 3 3
Other 4 10 2 5 1

Note: Parent category inlcudes step-parents. Sibling category includes step-siblings.
Data include all cases. Detail may not add to total because of rounding.

Table 4. Type of location of rapes reported in 3 NIBRS States, by relationship
of offender to victim, and by age of victim, 1991

Type of location

Field,
Number Roadway,  woods, Bar, motel, Parking  Office Other,
of cases Total Residence  alley waterway __restaurant _ facility building unknown
Total 2,865 100 % 61 % 13 % 4 % 3% 2% 1% 15 %
Relationship of
offender to victim
Family member 482 100 % 87 % 3% 1% 1% - - 8 %
Known, nonfamily 1,563 100 64 11 4 3 1 1 15
Stranger 651 100 35 25 7 5 3 3 22
Unidentified 169 100 50 14 6 2 2 2 22
Age of victim
Under 12 397 100 % 85 % 2% 2% 1% - 1% 10 %
12-17 804 100 64 10 5 4 1 1 15
18-29 1,063 100 53 16 5 4 3 2 18
30 or older 601 100 54 18 5 4 1 2 15

~Less than 0.5%

Note: Data by victim-offender relationship and data by age of victim
include all cases. Detail may not add to total because of rounding.




Type of location

A majority of all reported rapes (61%)
occurred in a residence; however, the
NIBRS data do not specify if the residence
was the victim's (table 4). The next most
common type of location was in or near a
roadway or alley (13%). Rapes involving
family members were the most likely to
occur in a residence (87%). About 35%
of stranger rapes occurred in a residence,
with 25% occurring in or near a roadway
or alley.

Rapes involving a victim under age 12
(85%) were the most likely to occur in a
residence. About half (53%) of the rapes
involving a victim who was 18 or older
occurred in a residence compared to about
two-thirds (64%) of the rapes involving &
victim between ages 12 and 17. Rape
victims who were 18 or older (17%) were
about twice as likely as younger victims
(8%) to be victimized in or near a roadway
or allay.

Time of incident

An average of eight rapex per day were
reported to law enforcement agencies in
the three NIBRS States during 1991. High-
er than average numbers of rapes oc-
curred on Fridays (9) and Saturdays (11).

Average number of reported rapes occctirring
on each day of the week, 1991

Dally average forthe
3NIBRS States

Sunday

Monday

Tuesday

Wednesday

Thursday

Friday

Saturday 1

O NN ®

By month, the highest number of reported
rapes per day (10) occurred during June,
July, and August. The only other month
with an average number of rapes per day
above the overall average of eight was
May (nine per day).

Average number of rapes reported per
day, by month, 1991

Daily average forthe
3 NIBRS States

January 8
February 7
March 7
April 7
May 9
June 10
July 10
August 10
September 7
October 6
November 8
December 6

Slightly more than half (53%) of the rapes
reported in the three NIBRS States
occurred between 8:00 p.m. and 3:59 a.m.,
including nearly a third (31%) between
midnight and 3:59 a.m. (table 5). Rapes
in which the offender and victim were
strangers (59%) were somewhat more
likely to occur between 8:00 p.m. and 3:59
a.m. than rapes in which the offender was
a family member (48%) or not a family
member but known by the victim (52%).
Rapes in which the offender was a family
member (29%) were about twice as likely
to occur between 8:00 a.m. and 3:59 p.m.
as rapes in which the offender and victim
were strangers (13%).

As with the overall distribution by time

of day, the largest percentage of rapes
occurring in most types of locations
occurred between midnight and 3:59 a.m.
The only exception was for rapes occurring
in office buildings, where equal percent-
ages (24%) cccurred between 4:00 p.m.
and 7:59 p.m., between 8:00 p.m. and
11:59 p.m., and between midnight and
3:59 a.m. Sixty-one percent of rapes
occurring in or near a roadway or alley
occurred between 8:00 p.m. and 3:59 a.m.,
a higher percentage than for other types

of locations.

Table 5. Time of day of rapes reported In 3 NIBRS States,
by relationship of offender to victim and type of location, 1991
Time of day
Number Midnight- - 4:00am.- 8:00am.- Noon- 4:00p.m.=- 8:00p.m. -
of cases Total 3:59 a.m. 7:59 a.m. 11:59 a.m. _ 3:58 p.m. 7:59 p.m. 11;59 p.m.
Total 2,718 100 % 31 % 12 % 1% i1 % 14 % 22 %
Relationship of
offender to victim
Family member 415 100 % 31 % 7% 16 % 183 % 14 % 18 %
Known, nonfamily 1,495 100 29 1 11 12 14 23
Stranger 643 100 36 16 6 7 12 23
Unidentified 165 100 27 15 16 7 18 18
Type of location
Residence 1,626 100 % 30 % 11 % 12 % 12 % 14 % 21 %
Roadway, alley 364 100 37 17 6 7 9 24
Field, woods, waterway 125 100 31 9 10 4 20 26
Bar, motel, restaurant 87 100 29 14 5 17 11 24
Parking facility 50 100 34 12 8 10 14 22
Office building 42 100 24 10 7 12 24 24
Other, unknown 424 100 30 11 12 10 14 22
Note: Data by victim-offender relationship and data by type of location include 95% of ali cases.
Detail may not add to total because of rounding. ‘
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Among rapes involving an offender who
was a family member, those in which the
offender was ths victim's spouse were the
most likely to involve the use of a gun (5%)
r a knife {14%). Among rapes in which
‘ne offender was not a family member but
known by the victim, the use of a gun (8%)
or a knife (12%) was most likely when the

If all rgpe '?ﬁ'degtj o\jverfe ?Ipread even'lél Table 6. Type of weapon/force used to commit rapes reported in 3 NIBRS States,
over time, then 2. +70 o all rapes wou by relationship of offender to victim, 1991
have occurred during each of the 42
4-hour periods occurring during any Type of weapon/iorce used
given week. There were two blocks of Physlcal
time in which more than twice this many| Relationship of Number force Other, None
rapes occurred: Saturday inidnight to | _offender to victim ofcases __Total ___only Gun Knife unknown ___reported
3:59 a.m. (7.0%) and Sunday midnight
to 3:59. a.m. (5'7%). About a Seventh Total 2,865 100 % 80 % 5% 7% 3% 4 %
(14.6%) of all reported rapss occurred i b 2 100 % %0 % - - 2 3 o
during one 12-hour time block — 8:00 F‘;";re"n:“"m er ‘1‘72 o a 2% . 2% .
p.m. Friday to 7:59 a.m. Saturday. The s 8 100 78 5 14 5 ]
llest percentage (0.9%) of rapes pouse
smailsst p ge \u.5% P Sibling 38 100 95 3 0 3 0
occurred between 4:00 a.m. and 7:58 Other 188 100 94 1 1 4 1
a.m. on Mondays. As the NIBRS data
collection grows, further temporal Known, nonfamily 1,563 100 % 85 % 3% 4% 4% 4%
analyses of rape incidents (such as Acquantaince 1,042 100 86 3 4 3 3
comparing stranger and nonstranger Friend 252 100 88 4 4 3 1
rapes) can be conducted. Neighbor 43 100 81 7 7 2 2
Boyfriend 133 100 79 3 8 8 3
Perlods with the highest number Ex-spouse 26 100 73 8 12 8 a
of reported rapes, 1991 Cther 67 100 73 3 4 1 18
Percent of Stranger 651 100 % 69 % 10 % 16 % 3% 3%
rapes in the 3
NIBRS States Unidentified 169 100% 57 % 13 % 7 % 7% 17 %
Saturday, midnight-3:59 a.m. 7.0%
Sunday, midnight-3:59 a.m. 57 Note: Data include all cases. Detail may not add to total because of rounding.
Friday, midnight-3:59 a.m. 4.7
Friday, 8:00p.m.-11:59 p.m. 41
Tuesday, midnight-3:59a.m, 3.9
Thursday, midnight-3:58 a.m, 3.8 Table 7. Type of weapon/force used to commit rapes reported In 3 NIBRS States,
.Saturday, 8:00p.m.-11:69p.m. 3.8 by type of location and by race of offender and victim, 1991
Type of waapon/force used
Type of weapon used Physioal
Type of Number force Other, None
Twelve percent of the 1991 NIBRS rape location ofcases __ Total ___only Gun Knife unknown _reported
incidents involved the use of a gun (5%)
or knife (7%) (table 6). Most of the rapes Total 2811 100% 81 % 5% 7% 3% 4%
mvglved on!Z the use of physical .fO{ce Type of location
(80%). In 4% of the rapas, the victim Residence 1738 100% 8% 3% 6% 3% 5%
reported that the offender did not use any Roadway, alley 373 100 74 13 8 3 2
physical force or weapon to commit the Fleld, woods, waterway 128 100 78 5 8 5 4
r LA m this &0 e Bar, motel, resteurant 93 100 87 4 2 1 5
apel d bn exa. p Iel c_?f , t}'p f rﬁ(pt d Parking, storage facility 51 100 73 6 14 4 4
woula be one involving an incapacitate Office building 42 100 79 5 12 2 2
victim. Other, unknown 386 100 81 4 10 3 2
About a fourth (26%) of stranger rapes Race of
involved the use of either a gun (10%) ora | °ffenderlvictim
. 0 Black/black 1,345 100 % 80 % 7% 7% 4% 2%
knife (16 ), apd such rapes were much White/white 1131 100 84 2 5 5 p
more likely to involve the use of agunor a Black/white 300 100 72 9 13 4 2
knife than rapes in which the offender was White/black 43 100 70 7 14 2 7
a family member (5%) or otherwise known
to the victim (7%). Note: Data by typs of location and by race include 98% of all cases.
Datail may not add to total because of rounding.

ffender was the victim's ex-spouse.
Seven percent of the rapes in which the
offender was a neighbor of the victim
involved the use of a gun.

By type of location, the use of a gun or a
knife was most frequent among rapes
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occurring in or near a roadway or alley
(21%) or at a parking facility (20%) (table
7). The use of a gun or knife was the least
likely when the rape occurred at a bar,
motel, or restaurant (6%) or in a residence
(9%s).




There was some varlation in weapon
use depending on the race of the
offender and victim. Among inter-
racial rapes, about the same percent-
age involved the use of a gun or knife
regardless of whether the offender
was black (22%) or white (21%).
Among intra-racial rapes, the use of a
gun or a knife was about twice as
likely among those involving blacks
(14%) as among those involving
whites (7%). This difference may be
attributable to the fact that a higher
proportion of intra-racial white rapes
involved an offender who was-a family
member, since such rapes were less
likely to involve the use of a weapon,

Victim injuries

Rape victims suffered major physical
injuries such as severe lacerations,
fractures, internal injuries, or uncon-
sciousness in 5% of the 1991 NIBRS
rape incidents, and an additional 36%
of the victims suffered minor physical

Table 8. Most serlous physical Injury sustained by victim in rapes reported in 3 NIBRS States ,

by relationship of offender to victim, 1991

Relationship Most serious injury recelved by victim

of offender Number Percent injured Not

to victim of cases __ Total Total Major Minor injured
Total 2,865 100 % 40 % 5% 36 % 60 %

Family member 482 100 % 34 % 7% 27 % 66 %
Spousse 86 100 52 7 45 48
Parant 172 100 26 8 17 74
Sibling 38 100 34 5 28 66
Other 186 100 34 6 28 66

Known, non-family 1,563 100 % 37 % 4% 33 % 63 %
Acquantaince 1,042 100 37 4 33 64
Friend 252 100 36 2 34 64
Boyfriend 133 100 47 7 40 53
Neighbor 43 100 42 5 37 58
Ex-spouse 26 100 50 8 42 50
Other 67 100 25 9 16 75

Stranger 6561 100 % 52 % 5% 47 % 48 %

Unidentitled 169 100 % 46 % 5% 40 % 54 %

Note: Data include all cases. Major injury category includes fractures, internal injuries,
severe lacerations, loss of teeth, unconsclousness, and other injuries considered to be
serious. Detall may not add to total because of rounding.

injuries (table 8). About half (52%)

of the victims who reported being raped
by a stranger were injured. The percent-
age of the rape incidents in which the
victim was killed cannot be accuratsly

determined because the 1991 NIBRS data

are incomplete in terms of multiple offen-
ses committed within a single incident.

The victim suffered an injury in 37% of

the rapes in which the offender was not a

family member but known to them. The

victim was most likely to be injured in such

incidents when the offender was her ex-
spouse (50%) or boyfriend (47%). The
victim was injured in 34% of the rapes
involving a family member, including 7%

by type of weapon used and age of victim, 1991

Table 9. Most serious injury sustained by victim in rapes reported In 3 NIBRS States,

Most serious injury received by victim

in which the victim suffered a major injury.
Among family rapes, the victim was most
likely to be injured when the offender was
her spouse (52%).

Fifty percent of rape victims age 30 or
older were injured, including 6% with major
injuries (table 9). The NIBRS data indicate
that victims age 30 or oldar had a higher
likelihood of physical injury, regardiess

of whether the offender was a family mem-
ber, a known person who was not a family
member, or a stranger. Among victims
age 18 to 29, 43% were Injured in some
way and 4% suffered a major injury. In
rape incidents where the victim was under
age 18, 33% were injured, with 5%
suffering a major injury. Among victims
under the age of 12, 36% were injured,
including 8% with a major injury.

Number Percent injured Not
of cases  Total Total Major Minor injured
Age of victim
Under 12 397 100 % 36 % 8 % 28 % 64 %
12417 804 100 31 3 27 69
18-29 1,063 100 43 4 40 57
30 or older 601 100 50 6 45 50
Type of weapon/
force used
Physical force only 2,305 100 % 39 % 4% 34 % 61 %
Gun 148 100 48 3 46 52
Knife 199 100 57 10 47 43
Other, unknown 96 100 48 5 43 52
None reported 116 100 30 5 25 70

Note: Data by type of weapon and by age of victim include all cases.

Major injury category includes fractures, internal injuries, severe lacerations,
loss of teeth, unconsciousness, and other injuries considered to be serious.
Detail may not to total because of rounding.

A majority (57%) of rape victims received
physical injuries when the offender was
using a knife, compared to 46% when a
gun was used and 39% when only physical
force was used (table 9). Ten percent

of the rapes-in which a knife was used
resulted in a major injury to the victim,
compared to 3% when a gun was used
and 4% when physical force was used
without a weapon.
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Reported robberies in 3 States:
Sample anaiyses using the
‘1 991 MIBRS robbery data

The NIBRS data file contained a total of
11,618 robbery incidents reported in
Alabama, South Carolina, or North Dakota
during 1991, About three-fourths (72%)
of these robberies were committed agalinst
individuals, with most of the remainder
involving the robbery of a business
establishment. The tables presented

in this report include only those robberies
of an individuai. In some instances, these
personal robberies may have occurred

in conjunction with a commercial robbery.

Type of victim In NIBRS robbery Incidents,

1991
Percent of
robberies in the
Victim Number 3 NIBRS States
Total 11,618 100.0%
Individual 8,394 72.2%
Commercial 3,079 26.5
Other/funknown 145 1.3

Type and value of property

‘;’he type of property lost was reported for
5% of the personal robberies reportad in

the three NIBRS States.  Among incidents
for which property loss was reported,
money (77%) was the most frequently lost
item. The only other types of property lost
in more than 10% of personal robberies
were jewelry (14%) and clothing (12%). A
motor vehicle was taken in 6% of all
personal robbery incidents.

Type of property taken during reported
personal robberies, 1951

Percent of
robberiesinthe

Typeof property 3 NIBRS States
Money 77%
Jewelry 14
Clothing 12
Motorvehicle 6
Consumable goods 4
Electronicitems 3
Firearm 2

Note: More than 1 type of property was taken
in some robberies. Type of property was available
for79% of allincidents.

Among the personal robbery incidents for
which data on the value of property lost
were available, the total value of the
roperty lost was approximately $6.8
million, with a median loss of $120. The
mean loss per robbery was $962. If the
average loss for the 16% of incidents for

Table 10. Age of offender and victim in personal robberles

reported.in 3 NIBRS States, 1921

Age of Age of victim

offender Total Under 18 18-20 30 orolder

Total 100 % 13 % 36 % 51 %
Under 18 11 % 4 % 3% 4 %
18-29 62 6 26 30
30 or older 27 2 7 18

Note: Data include 64% of all cases. Detail may not add to

total because of rounding.

which no property value data were avail-
able matched the overall averags, the total
value of property lost during personal
robberies reported in the three NIBRS
States during 1991 would have exceeded
$8 miliion.

About a fourth (27%) of all perscnal rob-
beries involved the loss of less than $50

In cash and/or property. Nearly a third
(32%) involved a loss of $250 or more,
including 12% which involved the taking of
cash and/or property valued at over
$1,000. Nearly half (47%) of the robberies
that represented a loss of $1,000 or more
involved the taking of a motor vehicle.

Value of property taken during reported
personal robberles, 1991

Percent of

robberies

inthe 3
Value of property NIBRS States
$1,0000r more 12%
$250-$999 20
$100-$249 25
$50-$99 16
Under$50 27

Note: Valus of property taken was available
for 84% of all incidents.

Sex of victim and offender

The sex of both the victim and the offender
was known for 85% of the NIBRS personal
robbery incidents. Two-thirds (67%) of
these robberies involved both a male
offender and a male victim, and 28%
involved male offender and a female
victim. Males committed nearly 85%

of all personal robberies.

Sex of offender and victim in NIBRS
personal robbary incidents, 1991

Sex of Sex of

offender victim Number - Percent
Male Male 4,291 66.8%
Male Female 1,779 277
Female Male 212 3.3
Female Female 139 2.2
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Race of victim and oifender

As with rape incidents, a very small
number of the 1991 NIBRS personal
robbery incidents involved victims or
offenders of racial groups other than
blacks or whites, and the analyses pre-
sented are limited to those two racial
categories. The race of robbery victims
was almost evenly distributed between
black (51%) and white {49%); however, a
large majority of the robbery offenders
were black (86%).

in 58% of tihe robbery incidents involving a
black offender the victim was also black,
and half of all robberies were black-on-
black. Nearly all (30%) white offenders
robbed white victims, with such offenses
accounting for 13% of all rebberies report-
ed. Among the 37% of robberiss that were
interracial, nearly all (96%) of them in-
volved a black offender and a white victim.

Race of victims and offender in reported
personal robberles, 1991

Race of victim in the

Race of offender 3 NIBRS States

Total Black White

Total 100% 51% 49%
Black 86 50 36
White 14 1 13

Age of victim and offender

Nearly two-thirds (62%) of the robbery
offenders included in the 1991 NIBRS data
were between ages 18 and 29, while about
11% were under age 18 (table 10). A
slight majority (51%) of the robbery victims
were 30 years of age or older, while 13%
were under age 18.

For all age categories of offenders, a
majority of the victims were age 18

or older. Among robberies involving an
offender under age 18, more than a third
(39%) of the victims were also under age
18, a higher proportion than for robberies
involving older offenders.



Victim-offender relationship

In about a third (32%) of the personal
robbery incidents, the victim was unable to
ascertain whether or not they knew the
offender (table 11). In nearly half (47%)
of the incidents, the victim described the
offender as a stranger, and in about

a fifth (219%) the victim recognized the
offender as someone he or she knew. In
nearly all (94%) of the incidents in which
the victim knew the offender, the victim
identified the offender as someone from
outside the family.

The victim knew the offender in 35%

of intra-racial robberies involving blacks, a
slightly higher percentage than for intra-
racial robberies involving whites (27%).
The offender was a nonstranger in 17%
of the robberies. involving a white offender
and a black victim, about twice the per-
centage for those involving a black offend-
er and a white victim (8%).

Type of location

A fifth (20%) of all personal robberies
occurred in a residence (table 12). The
only type of location reported more fre-
quently was a roadway or alley (42%).
Other types of locations that were report-
ed for at least 5% of all robberies were
parking facilities (9%), stores (9%), and
office buildings (6%). Among robberies
involving an offender known but not related
to the victim, similar percentages occurred
in or near roadways or alleys (39%) and
residences (35%). Robberies in which the
victim and offender were strangers
cceurred about 3 times as often in or near
a roadway or alley (42%) as in a residence
(13%).

Time of incident

An average of 23 personal robberies per
day were reported to law enforcement
agencies in the 3 NIBRS States during
1991. Higher than average numbers of
robberies occurred on Fridays (28) and
Saturdays (31).

Table 11. Relationship of offender tc victim in personal robharies reported in 3 NIBRS States,
by age of victim, and race of offender and victim, 1991

Relationship of offender to victim
Known by victim

Number Family Relationship
ofcases Total  Total  member Nonfamily _ Stranger not identified
Total 8,392 100% 21 % 1% 19 % 47 % 32 %
Age of victim
Under 18 1,607 100% 22 % 1% 21 % 36 % 42 %
18-29 2,754 100 23 1 22 49 28
30 or older 4,131 100 18 2 17 50 32
Race of
offender/victim
Black/black 3,146 100% 35 % 2% 33 % 45 % 20 %
White/white 815 100 27 3 24 60 13
Black/white 2,257 100 8 - 7 68 24
White/black 93 100 17 1 16 70 13

~Less than 0.5%.

Note: Data by age of victim include all cases. Data by race include 75% of all cases.
Detail may not add to total because of rounding.

Table 12. Type of location of personal rehberles reported In 3 NIBRS States,
by relationship of offender to*

im, 1991

Relationship of
offender to victim

Type of Family Known, Relationship
location Total member___nonfamily __Stranger not identified
Number of cases 8,317 103 1,601 3,898 2,715

All types 100 % 100 % 100 % 100 % 100 %
Roadway, alley 42 % 20 % 39 % 42 % 43 %
Residence 20 66 35 13 19
Parking facillity 9 2 4 10 11
Store 9 1 4 11 8
Office building 5 0 3 8 3
Hotel, mote! 2 0 1 3 1
Bar, night club 1 1 2 2 1
Financial institution 1 1 - 2 1
Gas station 1 1 - 1 2
Other, unknown 10 8 11 9 11

Note: Data include 99% of all cases. Detail may not add to total because of rounding.

~Less than 0.5%.

Average number of reported personal
robberles occurring each day

of the week, 1991

Sunday

Monday

Tuesday
Wednesday
Thursday

Friday

Saturday

Daily average

forthe 3

NIBRS States

20
20
19
20
21
29
31
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By month, the lowest number of robberies
per day (19) occurred during February,
March, and April. The only other months
with an average number of robberies per
day below the overall average of 23 were
October (20) and January (22). The
highest daily average of 27 robberies per
day occurred during November, followed
by August and December with 26 per day
each.




Average number of personal

robberles reported per day, Table 13. Time of day of personal robberies reported in 3 NIBRS States,

by month, 1991 by type of location, 1991 )

‘ Daily average Time of day
forthe 3 Type of Number Midnight-  4:00am.- 8&09am.- Noon- = 4:00p.m.-  8:00 p.m.-
Month NIBRS States location of cases Total 3:59am, __ 7:59am. _ 11:59am.  3:59p.m. 7:59 p.m. 11:59 p.m,
January 22
February 19 All types 8,265 100 % 24 % 9 % 7% 11 % 18 % 32 %
March 19
April 19 Roadway 3444  100% 26 % 9% 6 % 0% 17% 32 %
May 24 Residence 1,628 100 23 9 10 11 17 31
June o5 Parking facility 739 100 22 9 7 1 17 33
July o4 Store 708 100 19 8 8 11 24 30
August 26 Office building 438 100 18 10 7 12 21 82
September 25 Hotel, inotel 145 100 30 12 2 4 13 39
October 20 Bar, night club 117 100 48 8 0 2 15 32
November 27 Financial Institution 106 100 8 7 17 12 14 42
December 26 Gas station 104 100 27 15 8 8 14 28
Other, unknown 836 100 22 9 8 14 18 29
Note: Data include 98% of all cases. Detail may not add to total because of rounding.

Slightly mo a If (569

fhg" ly n; tre dth 'r1 ha I( be;) s Table 14, Type of weapon/fores used to commit personal roboeries reported in 3 NIBRS States,
o all reporied personal robberie by relationship of offender to victim and race of offender and victim, 1991
occurred between 8:00 p.m. and 3:59
a.m., with about a third (32%) occurr- ;‘r’:’:igz‘“—we—ap°"”°'°° used
. . \ Y
ing between 8:00 p.m. ancL 11:59 p.m. Number force Other,
{table 13). Nearly half (46%) of the of cases Total  only Gun Knifa unknown
robberies at bars or night clubs oc-
curred between midnight and 3:59 a.m, | Tota! 8361 100% 41 % 3% 10 % 14 %

" 0,

afndhmogetzJ thfan three fogr;)hs; (78 /O)g-oofo Relationship of
such robberies occurred between 8: offender to victim

.m. and 3:59 a.m. Lodging facilities Family member 105 100 % 69 % 13 % 9% 10 %

9%) were the only other type of Known, nonfamily 1,613 100 52 23 11 14
location in which more than two-thirds g":”;ge’ ok gggg 188 32 32 }8 1;‘;
of the robberies occurred between 8:00 | neRienstpunnown 2,
p.m. and 3:59 a.m. Race of

offender/victim

Among the periods used in this study, Black/black 313¢  100% = 43% 37 % 9% 1 %
the fewest personal robberies occurred | While/white git 10 49 28 14 14
between 8:00 a.m. and 11:59 a.m. (7%) Blaci/white 2,241 100 44 35 11 10

8 Uua.m. o9 aMm. A).[ whitefolack 83 . 100 27 49 12 12
No more than 8% of the personal rob-
beries at any type of location occurred | Note: Data by victim-offender relationship include 99.6% of all cases. Data by race Include 75% of all cases.
during these hours except for those at Detail may not add to total because of rounding.

financial institutions (17%) and resi-
dences (10%).

If all robbery incidents were evenly spread
over time, then 2.4% of all incidents would
have occurred during sach of the 42
4-hour periods in a week. In three blocks
of time more than twice this percentage of
robberies occurred: Friday 8:00 p.m. to
11:59 p.m. (6.6%), Saturday midnight to
3:59 a.m. (6.3%), and Saturday 8:00 p.m.
to 11:59 p.m. (5.0%). Thirteen percent
of all personal robberies occurred between
8:00 p.m. Friday and 3:59 a.m. Saturday,
and another 10% between 8:00 p.m.
Saturday and 3:59 a.m. Sunday. Thus,
arly a fourth (23%) of all personal
bberies occurred during two 8-hour
weekend pericds, representing less than
10% of the 168 hours in a week.

Periods with the highest number
of personal robberles, 1991

Percent of
robberies
inthe3
NIBRS States
Friday, 8:00 p.m.-11:59 p.m. 6.6%
Saturday, midnight-3:59 a.m. 6.3
Saturday, 8:00 p.m.-11:69 p.m, 5.0
Thursday, 8:00 p.m.-11:59 p.m. 4.7
Sunday, midnight-3:59 a.m. 4.5
Monday, 8:00 p.m.-11:59 p.m. 4.4
Wednesday,8:00p,m.-11:59p.m. 4.3

Fewer than 1% of all robberies occurred
during each of the following periods: Mon-
day 4:00 a.m. to 7:59 a.m. (0.8%), Sunday
noon to 3:59 p.m. (0.9%), Monday 8:00
a.m. to 11:59 a.m. (0.9%), and Wednesday
8:00 a.m. to 11:59 a.m. (0.9%).
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Type of weapon used

Nearly half (45%) of the personal robberies
reported in the three NIBRS States
involved the use of a gun (35%) or a knife
(10%}) (table 14). The percentage of
robberies involving the use of a knife as
weapon varied only slightly by victim-
offender relationship; however, guns were
used more often when the offender was a
stranger to the victim (36%) than when the
offender was known to the victim but not a
family member (23%), or was a member
of the victim's family (13%).

The frequency of gun use by black rob-
bery offenders varied little by whether the
victim was black (37%) or white (35%).
Robberies with a white offender and a
black victim (1% of all robberies) were the




most likely to involve the use of a gun
(49%). Robberies in which both the victim
and offender were white were the least
likely to involve the use of a gun (23%).

By type of location, personal robberies
occurring at financial institutions (55%)
were the most likely to involve the use
of a gun (table 15). The next highsst
percantages in terms of gun use were
among robberies occurring at lodging
faciiities (41%) or gas stations (40%).
Robberies occurring at bars or night clubs
{18%) were the least likely to involve
the use of guns; a majority (65%j of the
robberies at such locations involved the
use of physical force exclusively.

Offenders age 30 or older (29%) were
somewhat less likely to use a gun during a
robbery than younger offenders (37%).
Robbers who were age 30 or older (13%)
were about 3 times as likely as those
under age 18 (4%) to use a knife.

Robbers using a gun or knife to commit
a personal robbery, 1891

Percent of robberies
in the 3 NIBRS States

Age of offender Gun Knife
Under 18 36% 4%
18-29 37 10
30orolder 29 13

Victim injuries

Personal robbery victims suffered major
physical injuries such as severe lacera-
tions, fractures, internal injuries, or uncon-
sciousness in 6% of the 1991 MIBRS
incidents (table 16). In another 26% of the
robberies, the victim suffered minor physi-
cal injuries.” As was the case with the
NIBRS rape data, complets information
was not available on additional offenses
committed in conjunction with the robber-
jes; thus, the numbser of robbery victims
who were killed cannot be determined.

The percentage of victims who were in-
jured was lowest for robberies involving the
use of a gun (14%). This was a consid-
erably lower percentage than for robberies
in which a knife (33%) or only physical
force (41%) was used. Among robberles,
a victim sustained a major injury in 10%

of the incidents when a knife was used —
about twice the likelihood of major injury
from physical force (5%) and about 3 times
the tikelihood of injury from a gun (3%).

The victim suffered an injury in 38% of the
robberies where the offender was some-
one whom they knew but who was not a

Table 15. Type of weapon/force used toc commit personal robberiés
reported in 3 NIBRS States, by type of location, 1991

Type of weapon/force used

Physical

Type of Number force Other,
location of cases ~_ Total oply Gun Knife __unknown

Ali types 8,284 100 % 41% 35% 10% 14 %
Roadway 3,456 100 % 3B% 37% 11 % 14 %
Residence 1,630 100 44 29 12 15
Parking. facillity 740 100 42 37 9 12
Store 711 100 45 33 9 14
Office building 439 100 a7 38 9 16
Hote!, motel 147 100 33 41 10 16
Bar, night club 118 100 55 18 6 21
Financial institution 106 100 28 55 7 12
Gas station 103 100 39 40 11 10
Other, unknown 834 100 42 33 11 14

Note: Data include 99% of all cases. Detall may not add to total because of rounding.

Table 16. Most serlous physical injury sustained by victim In personal robberies
reported in 3 NIBRS States, by relatlonship of offender to victim, type of weapon
used, race of offender and victim, and age of victim, 1891

Most serious injury received by victim

Number Percent injured Not
of cases _ Total Total ajor __ Minor __injured
Total 8,394 100 % 31 % 6% 26% 69 %
Type of weapon/
force used
Physical force only 2,029 100 % 41 % 5% 35% 59 %
Gun 2,474 100 14 3 12 86
Knife 579 100 33 10 22 67
Other, unknown 630 100 45 11 35 55
Relationship of
offender to victim
Family member 105 100 % 33 % 4% 30% 67 %
Known, nonfamily 1,618 100 38 6 - 32 62
Stranger 3,946 100 32 7 25 68
Relationship unknown 2,725 100 25 3 22 75
Race of
offender/victim .
Black/black 3,146 100 % 33 % 6% 27 % 67 %
White/white 815 100 41 8 32 59
Black/white 2,257 100 33 5 27 67
White/black 93 100 25 4 20 75
Age of victim
Under 18 1,507 100 % 14 % 1% 13% 86 %
18-29 2,754 100 32 6 27 68
30 or older 4,131 100 37 7 29 63

add to total because of rounding.

Note: Data by type of weapon used include 88% of all cases. Data by victim-offender relationship include
all cases. Data by race include 75% of all cases. Data by age of victim include all cases. Detail may riot

family member, a slightly higher percent-
age than when the offender was a family
member (33%) or a stranger (32%). Major
injuries occurred most often when the
offender was a stranger to the victim (7%).

The victim was most likely to be injured

in some way when both the victim and
offender were white (41%). About a third
(33%) of both black and white victims were
injured when the offender was black, and a
fourth {25%) of black victims were injured
when the offender was white. The preva-
lence of major injuries followed a similar
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pattern, with white victims (8%) twice as
likely as black victims (4%j to receive a
major injury during a robbery by a wiiite
offender. When the offender was black,
5% of white victims, and 6% of black
victims suffered a major injury.

Robbery victims under age 18 (14%) were
less likely to be injured than victims age
18 to 29 (32%) or victims age 30 or older
(37%). Victims age 18 or older (6%) wer
more likely than younger victims (1%) to
suffer a major injury during a personal
robbery.
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New from the Department of Justice —

Drugs, Crime, and the Justice System
A National Report

Drugs, Crime, and the Justice
System is—
 an essential reference for anyone
interested in issues concerning
illegal drugs
s a comprehensive, nontechnical

discussion, illustrated in four colors

» a guidebook to the effects of illegal
drug use on American society,
particularly the relationship between
drugs and crime
e an historical and contemporary
discourse on illegal drug control
efforts in the U.S. by the justice,
health, education, social service,
and financial systems
« a statistical overview of how the U.S.
justice system combats illegal drugs
< a primer on how iliegal drugs are QU IeBng g uso
grown, manufactured, smuggled, and control
distributed, marketed, sold and used Drugs and the fustics system
« a collection of maps, graphics, and

LS, Departimed of Justicn
Office of it Programs
Burvsacd Iosice Stainay

Bureau of ,Ill\i\it't-\\\‘lzniixli«'s_

ANational Report
Drugs, Crime, and
the Justice System

Naturs and extant of drug uss.
Consequences of
iNegal drug use
Patterns of itiicit drug use

Coceine trafficking pattemns

Dynamics of the iliegal drug
business

Responssa to the drug problem
Hislory 6t drug control
Public opinion
Drug control laws, policies,
and programs

Drug law enfoscemant

N Prosscution and adjudication
easy-to-grasp tables from a wide Serlanceg and sancions
variety of data sources including over Eptiogue

20 periodic data collections

e a thoroughly indexed resource that
contains bibliographic materials at the
end of each section.

Order now!

I YES! Send me my free inspection copy of Drugs, Crime, and the Justice System: A National Report,
NCJ-133652 (allow 6-9 weeks for delivery at bulk postal rates)

Name: _ Mail with a first class stamp to :

Organization: Bureau of Justice Statistics Clearinghouse
Address: P.0. Box 179

City, State, ZIP:

Forall orders, please provide:
Daytime telephone: (. )

Annapolls Junction, MD 20701-0179
or
FAX to 410-792-4358
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New from the Bureau of Justice Statistics!

Thinking about computerizing your criminal justice agency's information? Save time and
trouble by finding out what your colleagues are
using! Order the Directory of Automated
Criminal Justice Information Systems, 1993,
which:

@ Identifies the State and local criminal
justice agencies that use automated
information systems and the functions
that are computerized.

Q Describes the systems these
agencies use for a variety of
functions, the software, the operat-
ing systems, the hardware
requirements, product features,
and support services offered.

QO Gives the names, addresses, and
telephone numbers of contact persons at the
criminal justice agencies and at the system vendors.

The useful resource is in two volumes:
Volume I: Law Enforcement. 869 pp. $5
Volume IlI: Corrections, Courts, Probation/Parole, Prosecution. 654 pp. $4

To order, fill out the form below and send it, with payment, to Bureau of Justice Statistics
Clearinghouse, 179 Annapolis Junction, MD 20701-0179. If using a credit card, fax your order
to 410-792-4358. Questions? Call the BJS Clearinghouse at 1-800-732-3277.

rder Form
| Please send me
| Q Directory of Automated Criminal Justice Information Systems, 1993, Vol. I: Law Enforcement
l (NCJ 142645). $5 postage and handling.
; Q Directory of Automated Crimiinal Justice Information Systems, 1993, Vol. ll: Corrections, Courts,
| Probation/Parole, Prosecution (NCJ 142646). $4 postage and handling.
| Q Paymentenclosed, payableto NCJRS.
| Q Chargemy Q MasterCard 1 VISA
{ ccount # Exp. date




Bureau of Justice Statistics 8J5 technical reports

reports

(Revised November 1993)
'all toll-free 800-732-3277 to order BJS
epotts, to be added to one of the BJS
mailing lists, or to speak to a reference
specialistin statistics at the Bureau of
Justice Statistics Clearinghouse,
P.O. Box 179, Dept. BJS-236,
Annapolis Junction, MD 20701-0179.
For drugs and crime data, call the Drugs
& Crime Data Center & Clearinghouse,
1600 Research Bivd., Rockville, MD
20850, toil-free 800-666-3332.

BJS maintains these malling lists:

« Law enforcement reports

o Federal statistics

» Drugs and crime data

« Justice expenditure and employment

 Privacy and security of criminal histories

and criminal justice information policy
» BJS bulletins and special reports

« State felony courts

» Corrections

» National Crime Victimization Survey
» 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
muitiple 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, Mi
48106 (toli-free 800-999-0960).

ational Crime Victimization
urvey

Highlights from 20 years of surveying crime
victims: The National Crime Victimization
Survey, 1973-92, NCJ-144525, 10/93

Criminal victimization in the U.S.:

1991 (final), NCJ-139563, 1/93
1973-90 trends, NCJ-139564, 1/93

Crime and older Americans information
package, NCJ-140091, 4/93, $15

Crime victimization in city, suburban,
and rural areas, NCJ-135943, 6/92

School crime, NCJ-131645, 9/91

Teenage victims, NCJ-128129, 5/Q1

Female victims of violent crime,
NCJ-126826, 1/91

The Nation's twe crime measures: Uniform
Crime Reports and the National Crime
Survey, NCJ-122705, 4/90

Redesign of the National Crime Survey,
NCJ-111457, 3/89

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

Victimization and fear of crime: World
perspectives, NCJ-93872, 1/85, $9.15

The National Crime Survey: Working papers,
Vol. |, History, NGJ-75374, 8/82
Vol. I, Methodology, NCJ-90307, 12/84,

$9.90

BJS bulletins
Criminal victisnization 1992, NCJ-144776,
11/93
Crime and the Nation's households, 1992,
NCJ-143288, 9/93
The crime ¢f rape, NCJ-96777, 3/85
Measuring crime, NCJ-75710, 2/81

BJS special reports

Elderly victims, NCJ-138330, 10/92

Handgun crime victims, NCJ-123559, 7/90

Black victims, NCJ-122562, 4/90

Hispanic victims, NCJ-120507, 1/90

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

Motor vehicle theft, NCJ-109978, 3/88

Violent crime trends, NCJ-107217, 11/87

Robbery victims, NCJ-104638, 4/87

Violent crime by strangers and non-
strangers, 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-99843, 1/86

New directions for NCS, NCJ-115571, 3/89
Series crimes: Report of a tield test,
NCJ-104615, 4/87

Corrections

BJS bulletins and special reports

Cap11;a| punishment 1992, NCJ-145031,
11/93

HIV in U.S. prisons and Jails, NCJ-143262,
9/93

Prisoners In 1992, NCJ-141874, 5/93

Drug enforcement and treatment in
prisons, 1990, NCJ-134724, 7/92

Women in prison, NCJ-127991, 4/91

Violent State prisoners and their victims,
NCJ-124133, 7/90

Prison rule violators, NCJ-120344, 12/89

Recidivisn of prisoners released in 1983,
NCJ-116261, 4/89

Drug use and crime: State prison inmate
survey, 1886, NCJ-111840, 7/88

Time served in prison and on parole, 1984,
NCJ-108544, 12/87

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

imprisonment in four countries,
NCJ-103867, 2/87

Prisoners at midyear 1993 {press release),
NCJ-143960, 9/83

Correctional populations in the U.S.:
1991, NCJ-142729, 8/93
1990, NCJ-134948, 7/92

Survey of State prison inmates, 1991,
NCJ-136949, 5/93

Census of State and Federal correctional
facilities, 1990, NCJ-137003, 6/32

Prisons and prisoners in the United States,
NCJ-137002, 4/¢2

National Corrections Reporting Program:
1990, NCJ-141879, 5/93
1989, NCJ-138222, 11/92
1988, NCJ-134929, 4/92

State and Federal institutions, 1926-86;
Race of prisoners admitted, NCJ-125618,

6/91
Historical statistics on grisoners,
NCJ-111098, 6/88

Census of jails and survey
of jail inmates

BJS bulletins and special reports

Jail inmates, 1992, NCJ-143284, 8/93

Drunk driving: 1989 Survey of inmates
of Local Jails, NCJ-134728, 9/92

Women in jail, 1589, NCJ-134732, 3/92

Drugs and jail inmates, NCJ-130836, 8/91

Profile of jail inmates, 1989,
NCJ-129097, 4/91

Population density in focal jails, 1988,
NCJ-122299, 3/90

Census of local jails, 1988,
NCJ-121101, 2/90

Census of local jails, 1988:
Summary and methodology, vol. |,
NCJ-127992, 3/91
Data for Individual jails in the Northeast,
Midwest, Scuth, West, vols, I-V,
NCJ-130759-130762, 9/91
Census of local Jails, 1983: Selected
findings, methodology, summary tables,
vol, V, NCJ-112795, 11/88

Probation and parole

BJS bulletins and special reports
Probation and parole:
1980, NCJ-133285, 11/91
1989, NCJ-125833, 11/90
Recidivism of young parolees,
NCJ-104916, 5/87

Juvenile corrections

Children in custody: Census of public and
private juvenile detention, correctional,

and shelter facilities, 1975-85, NCJ-1140865,

6/89
Survey of youth in custody, 1987 {special
report), NCJ-113365, 9/88

Expenditure and employment

Justice expenditure and employment:
1990 (BJS bulletin), NCJ-135777, 9/92
1988 (full report), NCJ-125619, 8/91
Extracts, 1984, '85; ‘86, NCJ-124139, 8/91

Justice variable pass-through data, 1990:
Anti-drug abuse formula grants (BJS
technical report), NCJ-133018, 3/92

*U.S. G.P.0.:1993-301-151:80024

Courts

BJS bulletins

Felony sentences in State courts, 1990,
NCJ-140186, 3/93

Pretrial release of felony defendants, 1990,
NGCJ-1395860, 11/92

Prosecutors in State courts, 1990,
NCJ-134500, 3/92

Pretrial release of felony defendants, 1988,
NCJ-127202, 2/91

Felony sentences in State courts, 1988,
NCJ-126923, 12/90

Criminal defense for the poor, 1986,
NCJ-112919, 9/88

BJS special reports

Murder in families, NCJ-143498, 9/93

Murder in large urban counties, 1988,
NCJ-140614, 3/93

Recidivism of felons on probation,
1986-89, NCJ-134177, 2/92

Felony case processing in State courts,
1986, NCJ-121753, 2/90

Felony defendants in large urban counties,
1990: National Pretrial Reporting Program,
NCJ-141872, 5/93

National Judicial Reparting Program, 1988,
NCJ-135945, 1/93

The prosecution of felony arrests:

1988, NCJ-130914, 2/92
1987, NCJ-124140, 9/90

Felons sentenced to probation In State
courts, 1986, NCJ-124944, 11/90

Felony defendants In large urban counties,
1988, NCJ-122385, 4/90

Profile of felons convicted in State courts,
1986, NCJ-120021, 1/90

Felony laws of 50 States and the District of
Columbia, 1986, NCJ-105066, 2/88, $14.60

State court model statistical dictionary:
Supplement, NCJ-98326, 9/85
1st editlon, NCJ-62320, 9/80, $10.60

Privacy and security

Criminal justice information policy:
Use and management of criminal history
record information: A comprehensive
report, NCJ-143501, 11/93
Survey of criminal history information
systems, 1992, NCJ-143500, 11/93
Report of the National Task Force on
Criminal History Record Disposition
Reporting, NCJ-135836, 6/92
Attorney General's program for improving
the Nation's crimlnal history records:
BJS implementation status report,
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10/93
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Violent crime in the U.S., NGJ-127855, 3/91

BJS data report, 1989, NCJ-121514, 1/91

Publications of BJS, 1985-89;

Microfiche library, PRO30014, 5/90, $190
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