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Data from the National Crime Survey
(NCS) show that between 1979 and 1986
blacks had higher rates of violent and
household crime victimization than whites.
In addition, violent crimes committed
against blacks tended to be more serious
than those committed against whites.

Major findings of this report include—

s During 1979 to 1986 the violent crime

‘vlctimizatlon rate for persons age 12 or
older was 44 per 1,000 blacks and 34 per
1,000 whites. Blacks experienced higher
rates of rape, robbery, and aggravated as-
sault, but whites had higher rates of simple
assault and personal theft. ‘

® Blacks had higher robbery rates than
whites for both males and females.
Robbery rates per 1,000 persons were

18 robberies for black males, 7 for white
males, 9 for black females, and 4 for white
females. Robbery rates were higher for
blacks than for whites for all age and mari-
tal status categories and nearly all levels
of family income. Robbery rates for blacks
and whites with family incomes of $50,000
or more did not differ.

* In central cities, blacks had higher rob-
bery and household burglary rates than
whites regardless of the age or family in-
come of the victim or household head. In
the suburbs and nonmetropolitan areas,
blacks had higher rates than whites for
thesse crimes but there were fewsr measur-
able differences when age, family income,
and home ownership were taken into
ccount.
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Analyzing data collected over 8 years,
this Bureau of Justice Statistics report
reveals that black Americans suffer
relatively more viclent crime than
other Americans and that crimes
against them cause greater injury
than similar crimes committed against
persons of other races. Morsover,
compared to white victims of violent
crime, black victims were more likely
to report the crimes to the palice.

These conclusions come from the
National Crime Survey, sponsored by
the Bureau of Justice Statistics. The
NCS is the Nation's second largest
ongoing househoid survey, asking
the members of 50,000 houssholds
to describe any criminal victimization
they suffered during the previous 6
months. The NCS is a rich source
of data on how crime affects Ameri-
cans of ali races and backgrounds.

Joseph M. Bessette
Acting Director

e Offenders were more likely to have
weapons in violent crimes committsd
against blacks than in those against
whites. The percentage of violent crimes
against blacks in which the offender had
a gun was nearly twice the percentage
of violent crimes in which whites were
the victims (11% versus 20%).

e Of all crimes of violence committed by
single offenders against white or black vic-
tims, 69% Involved a white ofiender and a
white victim, 15% Involved a black offender
and a white victim, 11% Involved a black
offender and a black victim, and 2% in-
volved a white offender and a black victim.
{About 3% Involved offenders of other
races.)

e Robbery was the violent crime most likeiy
to have an offender and victims of different
races — about 37% of all robberies com-
mitted by a single offender and involving
white or black victims.

® Black victims were mors likely than white
victims to be physically attacked during a
violent ctime. Although white robbary vic-
tims were more likely than black robbery
victims to be physically attacked, offenders
were more likely to attack black victims

of aggravated assault than white victims
(48% versus 41%). In aggravated as-
saults, black victims were more likely than
white victims to be injured. Black victims
iniured in violent crimes were more likely
to sustain serious injuries than white vic-
tims.

This report presents NCS data on the rates
and characteristics of crimes experienced
by blacks and whites during the period
1979 to 1986. The NCS collects informa-
tion from a natlonally representative sam-
ple of households about completed and
attempted crimes, including incidents not
reported to law enforcement authorities.
Not included in this repert is information
about crimes experienced by other racial
groups who represent about 2% of the
population age 12 or older and experience
about 2% of the NCS crimes. Data about



Hispanic victims have been published sep-
arately.' In this report, both races include

persons with Hispanic origins.
Victimization rates

During 1979 through 1986, blacks had a

Whites had a higher rate of personal
crimes of theft than did blacks primarily
because of a greater likellhood of experl-
encing personal larceny without contact
(78 versus 71 per 1,000). Blacks were
mora likely than whites to be a victim

of personal larceny with contact, which

higher annual average rate of violent crime  consists of purse snatching and pocket

than whites (table 1). The violent crime
victimization rate was 44 per 1,000 blacks
and 34 per 1,000 whites. Blacks experl-
enced higher rates of rape, robbery, and
aggravated assault, but whites had a
higher rate of simple assault.

1Hispanic victims, BJS Special Report, NCJ-120607,
January 1990,

picking.

For each of the three categories of house-
hold crime, households headed by blacks

had higher victimization rates than house-
holds headed by whites.

Trends

During 1979 to 1986 the trends in personal
crimes for blacks and whites were similar.
The annual rate of violent crime decreased
by about 20% during this perlod for whites
and 17% for blacks (figure 1).

Both blacks and whites had decreasing
annual rates of crimes of theft during 1979
to 1886. Although whites had somewhat
higher rates of crimes of theft than blacks
in 1979, the rates for the two groups did
not differ in the early 1980's. From 1983
to 1986, the rates of crimes of theft
dacreased by 21% for blacks and 12%

for whites.

Table 1. Average annual victimization
rates and number of victimizations,
by race of victim and type ot crime,
1479-86

Race of victim
White Black
Victimlzation rates
Crimes of violence 345 443
Rape 8 1.5
Robbery 5.4 13.0
Aggravated assault 9.3 13.8
Simple agsault 18.9 16.0
Crimes of theft 80.5 774
Personal larceny
with contact 2.6 5.6
Personal larceny
without contact 77.9 71.4,
Household crimes 2010 2607
Burglary 72.4 108.4
Houssahold larceny 118.7 127.9
Motor vehicle theft 149 245
Number of victimizations
Crimes of violence 5,638,350 937,86
Rape 135,420 31,460
Robbery 890,570 276,010
Aggravated assault = 1,526,060 292,790
Simple assault 3,066,300 337,700
Crimes of theft 13,172,080 1,630,430
Personal larceny
with contact 427,970 118,680
Personal iarceny
without contact 12,744,110 1,511,740
Household crimes 15,063,000 2,448,720
Burglary 5,426,600 1,017,850
Househotd tarceny 8,518,440 1,200,880
Motor vehicle theft 1,117,680 229,980
Numberofpersons 163,599,680 21,159,700

Number of households 74,945,970 9,392,490

Note: The victimizatlon rate I3 the annual average
of the. number of victimizations for 1979-86 per
1,000 persons or households In that raclal group.
Detall may not add to total because of rounding.
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Both groups experienced a decline in bur-
glary rates from 1979 to 1986 (figure 2).
Black and white households had similar
household larceny rates at the beginning of
the period and in 1986. Black households
had higher household larceny rates than
white households beginning in 1981 and
ending in 1985,

Although the rate of motor vehicle theft did
not change for black households, the rate
of motor vehicle theft for white households
In 1986 was significantly lower than the
annual rates for 1979 to 1981.

Victim characteristics

NCS data have consistently shown that
certain population groups, especiaily
males, the poor, younger persons, and
central-city residents, have higher victim-
ization rates than others. Blacks in the
United States are more likely than whites
to be in some of these groups associated
with a higher risk of victimization. From
1979 to 1986, 56% of blacks and 24% of
whites lived in central cities (table 2).

Table 2. Percent of raclal groups, by selected
demographic characteristics, 1979-86
’ Race Race
Characteristic White _ Black Characteristic White Black
Sex Locatlon of resldencs
Male 48% 45% Metropolitanarea
Female 52 55 Central city 24% 56%
Suburb 43 23
Age Nonmetropolltan area 32 22
12-15 7% 10%
16-19 8 11 Famlly Incoms
20-24 kR 13 Less than $7,500 13% 3%
25-34 21 22 $7,500-14,998 19 24
35-49 21 20 $15,000-24,999 24 18
50-64 18 15 $25,000-49,999 25 12
65 or older 14 10 $50,000 or more 7 2
Notascertained 11 11
Marital status” :
Married 58% 37% Home ownership
Widowed 7 8 Owned 72% 51%
Dlvorced or separated 7 14 Rented 23 49
Never married 28 42
Note: Percentages may not total 100% becatise of 86 was 163,599,670 whites and 21,159,700 blacks.
rounding. Data are based on population estimates *The category "marital status not ascertalned" Is not
calculated from the NCS; see Methodology. The av-  dlsplayed.
erage annual number of persons estimated for 1979-

Blacks also tend to have lower family in-
comes than whites. The percentage of
those with family incomes below $7,500
was 32% for blacks and 13% for whites.
In the sections that follow, victimization
rates for these different demographic
groups are analyzed to ses if the differ-
ences between blacks and whites persist

when other risk factors are taken into
account, Robbery, aggravated assault,
and household burglary are discussed;
these three crimes are often considered to
be among the most serious measured by
the NCS. (Comparable data for other NCS
crimes are presented in appendix table 1.)



Robbery a single parent, or a single person without

children than for whites in comparable

Although blacks living in households
headed by a marrled coupls had somewhat

Robbery rates remained higher for blacks  households {table 4). higher aggravated assault rates than-
than whites when other characteristics whites, blacks and whites in households ’
associated with victim risk were consid- Aggravated assault headed by a single parent or a single per-

ered. For males and females, robbery son without children were squally likely 1o

rates were higher for blacks than for
whites (table 3). Robbery rates per 1,000

Blacks did not have consistently higher ag-
gravated assauit rates than whites when

experience this crime (table 4).

persons were 18 for black males, 7 for other personal and household characteris- Table 5. Aggravated agsault rates,
white males, 9 for black females, and 4 tics were examined. There were no differ- by selected personal or household
for white females. Within each age and ences In aggravated assault rates for characterlstics and race of victim,
marital status category, blacks had higher  blacks and whites age 16 to 24 and age 65 | 1979-86
robbery rates than whites. In metropoli- or clder (table 5). Consistent with the rates
Average annual rate
tan and nonmetropolitan areas, blacks for the elderly, widowed biacks had an ag- Personal or ofaggravated assault
were more likely to be a robbsry victim gravated assault rate similar to that of wid- hgusehokli | %%:Ihﬂl??g@_n%
than whites, although the differences were ~ owed whites (3 versus 2 per 1,000). characteristic © ad
smaller in the suburbs and nonmetropolitan Among divorced or separated persons, Sex
areas than in central cities. Robbery rates whites had a higher aggravated assault g‘a'e | 12; 13-?
for blacks and whites with family incomes  rate than blacks (19 versus 15 per 1,000). emale : :
of $50,000 or more did not differ (8 Mersus  Blacks with family income below $15,000 Age
4 per 1,000). Among those with family in-  were more likely than whites with compara- 15:}3 ;} -g ;g;
comes less than $50,000, blacks had ble incomes to experience an aggravated 20-24 229 24.0
higher robbery rates than whites. Robbery assaul, but at higher income levels there 25-34 122 176
rates were higher for blacks living in wers no measurable differences in rates. S 50 o2
households headed by a married couple, 65 or older 1.0 1.5
Marital status®
Table 3. Robbery rates, by selected Table 4. Robbery and aggravated assault Never marred 168 20.1
Divorced or separated 19.2 151
personal or household characteristics rates, by household structure and race Widowed 18 2.7
and race of victim, 1979-86 of victim, 1985-87 Marrled 5.3 8.6
Average annual Typeof crime and Location of residence
Parsonalor rate of robbery race of victim Metropolitan area
household per 1,000 persons Aggravated Central clty 124 15.9
characteristlc White  Black Household Robbery  assault Suburb 8.9 12.4
structure White Black White Black Nonmetropolltanarea 7.5 10.0
Sex
Male 7.2 18.5 Household headed by: Family Incoma®
Female 38 8.5 Less than $7,500 147 17.6
Age Marrled couple 80 62 58 77 $7,500-14,999 106 145
1215 9.0 16.5 Couple only 18 88 29 40 $15,000-24,999 9.1 11.0
16-19 95 18.3 With children 38 65 71 102 $25,000-49,999 77 8.6
20-24 10.5 19.9 With children $50,000 or more 5.7 8.5
25.04 6.4 14.8 and others 4.0 7.3 8.3 8.0
35-49 3.8 9.1 With others 3.9 74 6.3 4.6 .
50-64 28 843 Note: Victimization rates are average annual
65 or clder 2.1 6.3 Single parent 122 155 200 20.0 rates per 1,000 persons.
Father *The category "mavital status not ascertained"
Marital status® with children 10,1 105" 20.1 9.8* Is not displayed.
Never married 9.9 18.5 Father by t “family | not ascertained”
Dlvorced or separated 12.3 16.9 with children is 23[352?%%13 ¥ Income
Widowed 3.1 6.2 andothers 188 150 185 178
Marred 2.7 6.9 Mother
Locatlon of resldence with chlldren 109 161 224 195
Metropolitan area Mother !
Centralclty 10.1 18.7 wiih children
Suburb 50 79 and others 116 1583 173 2186
Nonmetrapolitanarea 2.6 3.8 Single persan
Famllylncoma" without children 7.7 145 - 114 144
Less than $7,500 9.5 174 Manlvingalone 9.5 187 152 145
$7,500-14,899 6.3 13.0 Mariliving
$15,000-24,999 4.6 10.4 with others 124 258 194 210
$25,000-49,999 4.1 9.1 Wormnanliving
$50,000 or more 41 6.5 alone 41 98 43 54
Woman living
withothers 71 95 108 8.8
Note: Victimization rates are average annual rates
per 1,00 persans. Note: Household ition Is determined by th
" tained* | ote: Housenold compos tion [s determined by the
;?Zlggfzggéy marltal status not ascertained Is relationships of all persons In the sample unit to
by - . the head ot househald; see Methodology.
he category "family income not ascertained" Is *Estimate is based on 10 or fewer sample cases;
not displayed. see Methodology.




Burglary

Black households had higher rates of bur-
glary than white households for each cate-
gory of family income and in metropolitan
or nonmetropolitan areas (table 6). Bur-
glary rates per 1,000 households in central
clties were 123 for black households and
94 for white households. In the suburbs
and nonmetropolitan areas, the rates were
102 and 73 for black households and 68
and 61 for white households, respectively.

Table 6. Burglary rates, by selected
peraanal or household characterlstics
and race of victim, 1979-86

Average annualrate

Personalor of burglary per
household 1,000 households
characteristic White Black
Sex

Male 68.2 103.2

Female 82,5 114.1
Age

16-18 209.7 235.1

20-24 131.0 158.8

25-34 84.0 1331

35-49 80.6 107.0

50-64 55.8 85.6

65 orolder 40.8 67.4
Marital status"

Never married 103.8 140.0

Divorcedor separated  118.2 127.0

Widowed 50.9 89.8

Marrled 61.0 87.8
Location of resldence

Metropolitan area

Central city 94.1. 122.8
Suburb 67.6 101.9

Nonmetropolitanarea 61.0 73.4
Famlly Income”

Less than $7,500 95.9 122.6

$7,500-14,999 74.0 106.8

$15,000-24,999 66.7 90.2

$25,000-49,999 64.4 108.8

$50,000 or more 721 117.7

Note: Victimization rates are average afihual rates
per 1,000 households. Personal characteristics
are those of the head of househoid.

*The category "marital status not ascertalned" is
not displayed.

5The category "family income not ascertained" Is
not displayed.

Black households were more likely to be
burglarized than white households regard-
less of the age, sex, and marital status of
the head of household. The apparent dif-
ference In burglary rates between house-
holds headed by blacks age 16 to 19 and
those headed by comparable whites was
not statistically significant because of the
comparatively small number of households
headed by teenagers.

Household crimes

Black households wers miore likely to be
burglarized than white households when
home ownership, household size, and size
of the structure containing the hotsing unit
were considered (table 7). One excsption
to this finding was households with six or
more persons; burglary rates for black and
white households of this size did not vary
(101 per 1,000 for both black and white
households).

By contrast, black households did not have
consistently higher rates of household
larceny and mator vehicle theft than white
households when these household charac-
teristics were examined. White house-

holds that were in rented dwellings or in
bulidings of 5 to 9 uniis had higher house-
hold larceny rates than comparable black
households. There were no significant dif-
ferences in household larceny and motor
vehicle theft rates between black and white
houssholds of three or more persons.
Household larceny rates did not vary for
households in buildings containing 2 to 4 or
1G or more housing units. There were no
measurable differences in motor vehicle
theft rates for black and white households
in buildings containing two to nine housing
units.

Victimization rates by location
of residence

Since a higher proportion of blacks than
whites live in central citles (56% versus
24%), central-city crime rates have a
greater influsnce on the total rate for
blacks than for whites. When victimization
rates for persons in different age, income,
and home ownership categories are exam-
ined, blacks in central cities had higher
robbery and burglary rates than whites, but
fewer differences were found in suburban
and nonmetropolitan areas.

Table 7. Household crimes by selected household characteristics
and race of victim, 1979-86
Type of crime and race of victim
Motor
Household vehicle
Housshold Burglary larceny theft
characteristic White  Black White  Black White  Black
Home ownership
Owned 59.1 88.2 g7.8 122.6 114 24.1
Rented 99.2 124.2 145.6 132.0 22.0 24.8
Numberof persons
In households® :
One 66.4 106.6 70.5 80.4 103 209
Two 64.4 100.1 9741 113.7 129 = 245
Thres 79.4 110.3 185.1 1454 18.8 253
Four or five 81.0 120.6 154.0 162.6 18.1 274
Sixor more 1014 101.5 204.4 187.3 26.0 27.0
Number of hausing
units in structure®
One® 66.7 96.6 107.8 130.9 12,0 20.8
Two 90.2 129.3 1439 163.5 20.9 31.1
Three 104.8 113.6 141.8 131.4 32,0 24.2
Four ' 958 148.8 160.8 150.9 21.2 25.8
Fivetonine 91.5 121.8 145.4 1211 223 24.0
Tenor more 71.8 1074 100.5 94,8 23,6 309
Note: Victimization rates are average annual rates bCensus-designated "other units” and the category
per 1,000 households. Race Is that of the head of “number of units not ascertalned” are not displayed.
I:ousehold. “Includes moblie homes and trallers.
The category "household size not ascertained”
Is not displayed.




Age and residence

In centrat cities, blacks in sach age cate-
gory had higher robbery rates than whites
(table 8). in the suburbs, however, blacks
and whites age 20 to 24 were the only age
group with measurably different rates of
robbery victimization (17 versus 10 per
1,000). In nonmetropolitan areas, the rob-
bery rate per 1,000 persons age 25 to 34
was 6 for blacks and 3 for whites. For the
other age categories, robbery rates for
blacks and whites in nonmetropolitan areas
were not measurably different.

Black households in each arsa generally
had higher burglary rates than white
households although the differences far
households headed by persons age 16 to
19 wers not statistically significant. In non-
metropolitan areas, households headed by
whites age 35 to 48 had higher burglary
rates than comparable black households
{86 versus 50 per 1,000).

Blacks age 25 to0. 34 in suburban and non-
metropolitan areas had somewhat higher
aggravated assault rates than comparable
whitss; these were the only measurable
differences found for this crime. In both
the suburbs and nonmetropolitan areas,
the aggravated assault rate for blacks age
25 to 34 was about 17 per 1,000. For
whites age 25 to 34, ths aggravated as-
sault rate was about 11 per 1,000 in the
suburbs and 10 per 1,000 in nonmetropoli-
tan areas.

income and residence

in central cities, blacks in each income
category had higher robbery and burglary
rates than whites {table 9). In the suburbs,
blacks with incomes above $15,000 had
higher robbery rates than whites, but rob-
bery and burglary rates for blacks and
whites in nonmetropolitan areas did not
vary. Blacks In central cities with family
incomes below $15,000 had higher aggra-
vated assault rates than whites; at higher
income levels in central cities and for all
income levels in the suburbs and non-
metropolitan areas, no measurable
differences ware found. For example,
aggravated assault rates for blacks and
whites with family incomes of $15,000 o
$24,999 were 12 and 13 per 1,000 in
central cities, 11 and 9 per 1,000 in the
suburbs, and 8 and 6 per 1,000 in non-
metropolitan areas, respectively.

Table 8. Victimization rates, by age, race,
and locatlen of residence of victim, 1873-86

Type of crime and race of victim

Aggravated
Locaticn of residence Robbery assault Burglary
andage ofvictim White _ Biack White__ Black White Black
Metropelitan area
Central city
12-15 18,5, 258 165 210
16-19 158 26.8 284 320 221.6 238.8
20-24 144 270 278 278 1861 1720
25-34 11.2 209 163 182 111.8 1500
35-49 87 135 7. 105 1053 1268
50-64 66 125 4.0 55 71 974
65 orolder 4.9 8.6 1.7 1.5* 5§50 756
Suburb
12-15 85 103 107 112
16-18 96 108 222 218 2024 3028
20-24 10.1 - 16.8 209 214 119.4 1315
25-34 58 7.8 113 169 756 1254
35-49 3.0 4.4 5.8 7.4 78,1 9938
50-64 22 4.0 23 3.0* 548 68.8
65 orolder 1.7 34 N 19* 343 617
Nonmstropolitan area
1215 4.3 8 10.4 9.7
16-19 5.4 6.5 170 132 2064 190.8
20-24 7.3 5.5 186 1841 119.5 1533
25-34 29 6.1 101 169 696 86.0
35-48 15 2.3* 5.4 7.8 66.0 49.9
50-64 8 1.6* 18 24 455 6741
65 or older 5 3.3 g 1.2* 36,5 54.3

characteristics are those of the head
of household,

*Estimate is based on 10 or fewer
sample cases; see Mathodology.

Note: Robbery and aggravated as-
sault rates are average annual rates
per 1,000 persons. Burglary rates are
average annual rates per 1,000
households, For burglary, persanal

Table 9. Victimization rates, by tamily Income, race,
and location of residence of victim, 1579-86

Type of crdime and race of victim

Aggravated
Location of residence Robbery assault Burglal
andincomeofvictim  ‘White Black White_Biack White . Black
Matropolltan area
Central clty
Lessthan$15,000 = 142 22.7 16.0- 191 108.2 1317
$15,000-24,999 8.1 138 1832 118 88.1 1063
$25,000 or more 68 124 9.0 11.1 834 1280
Subusb
Less than $15,000 7.2 8.9 12,1 154 778 116.7
$15,000-24,999 47 73 8.0 107 861 807
$25,000 or more 40 65 77 186 634 1257
Nonmetropofitanarea
Less than$15,000 3.4 4.0 100 111 70,8 807
$15,000-24,999 20 4.1 6.5 8.1 51.2 4441
$25,000 or more 20 B 55 1.2* 8§52 703

characterlstics are those of the head
of household,

*Estimate I3 based on 10 or fewer
sample cases; see Methodology.

Note: Robbery and aggravated as-
sault rates are average annual rates .
per 1,000 persons. Burglary rates
are average annual rates per 1,000
households. Far burglary, personal




Home ownership and residence

Blacks who lived in houses that they
owned or were buying had higher robbery
and burglary rates than comparable whites
in central cities and the suburbs (table 10).
Blacks in rental housing had higher rob-
bery rates in central cities and higher bur-
glary rates in central cities and the
suburbs. Burglary rates per 1,000 house-
holds for black and white homeowners
were 110 and 82 in centrai cities and 87
and 58 in the suburbs. For black and white
renters, burglary rates per 1,000 house-
holds were 130 and 107 in central cities
and 118 and 91 in the suburbs. Blacks liv-
Ing In their own houses In central cities had
higher aggravated assault rates than com-
parable whites. There were no measur-
able differences in aggravated assault
rates for owners or renters in suburban
and nonmetropolitan areas.

Crime charactetistics

The severity of crime is often measured
by physical attacks against the victim, the

presence of armed offenders, and the ex-
tent of injuries to the victim. NCS data on
these characteristics suggest that violent
crimes against blacks are more serious
than those against whites.

Weapons

Black victims were more likely than white
victims to face an armed offender during a
violent crime (table 11). The propartion of
robberles and aggravated assauits com-
mitted by an offender armed with a gun
was higher for black victims than for white
victims (29% versus 17% for robberles,
36% versus 29% for aggravated assauit),
Black victims were more likely than white
victims to face an offender armed with a
knlfe during an aggravated assault, but the
proportions of black and white robbery vic-
tims who faced offenders armed with
knives did not differ (16%).

Attacks

Violent crimes are defined in the NCS as
physical attacks or as threats against the

victim. Offenders can attack victims by
using weapons or physical force; victims
may or may not sustain injurles as a result.
Threats Includs verbal threats, following
the victim, or displaying (but not using}
weapons,

Black victims were more llkely than white
victims to be physically attacked during
violent crimes (table 12). In‘particular, a
higher proportion of black victims of aggra-
vated assault than of white victims were
physically attacked (48% versus 41%).
White robbery victims were more likely
than black robbery victims'to be physically
attacked.

Injuries

White robbery victims were more likely
than black victims of this crime to sustain
injurles (34% versus 28%). Black victims
of aggravated assault were more likely
than white victims to be injured (38% ver-
sus 32%); this finding can be attributed In
part to the higher percentage of attacks
among black victims than among white

and locetlon of residence of victim, 1979-86

Table 10. Victimization rates, by home ownership, race,

Table 11. Presence of weapons In violent crimes, 1979-86

Type ofcrime and race of victim

Type of crime andrace of victim

Aggravated
Locatlon of residence Robbery agsault

andhomeownership White Black  White Black

Metropolitan area

Central clty
Owned 55 107 80 114
Rented 16.6 252 188 196
Suburb
Owned 3.5 5.6 6.6 8.3
Rented 9.7 112 16.3 - 18.2
Nonmetropolltan area
Owned 1.6 2.2 4.9 6.1
Rented 6.0 6.1 16.3 158

Crimes of Aggravated
Type of weapon violence* Robbery assault
Burglary used by offender White Black  White Black  White Black
White Black
Total 100% 100%  100% 100%  100% 100%
Noweapon 60 42 43 30 6 3
Weapon a3 48 46 57 94 97
82. 9
10'-2,.; 1123.5 Gun 11 20 17 29 29 36
Knife 9 14 16 16 22 27
Other 12 18 11 10 38 30
gzg 1?;2 Typenotascertained 2 2 2 2 4 3
Don'tknow 7 10 1 12 - i
473 46.2
98,5 106.5 Note: Percentages may not total *Include data bn simple assaults,

100% because of rounding. ' If the

Note: Robbery and aggravated as-
sault rates are average annual rates

households. For burglary, personal
characterlstics are those of the head

offender had more than one weapon,
the crime Is classlfled by the most
gerlous weapon present.

which by definltlon canriot be commit-
ted by an armed offender, and rape.
**Estimate Is based vn 10 or fewer
sample cases; see Methodology.

per 1,000 persons. Burglary rates are  of household. --Lass than 0.5%.
average annual rates per 1,000
Table 12, Attacks and injuries in violent erimes, 1979-86
Type of crime and race of victim
Crimes of Aggravated
Typeofcrime and violence* Robbery agsault Simple assault
race of victim White Black ~ White Black White Black __ White Black
Total 100% 100% 100% 100% - 100% 100%  100% 100%
Notattacked 53 50 46 50 59 52 54 50
Attacked 47 50 54 50 41 48 46 50
Injured 29 31 34 28 32 38 26 26
Notinjured 18 19 20 22 10 11 20 24

Note: Percentages may not total 100% because of
rounding.

*Include data on rape, not shown as a separate
category.




victims.? Black victims of simple assault
were about as likely as white victims of this
crime to sustain injuries.

When injured, black violent crime victims
were more likely than white victims to sus-
tain serious injuries (table 13). About 24%
of Injured black victims and 16% of injured
white victims sustained serious injuries.
The proportion of injuries that were knife
wounds and gunshot wounds was higher
for blacks than for whites. This finding Is
consistent with the higher percentage of
black victims than of white victims who

taced oftenders armed with guns or knives.

Medical care

A higher proportion of injured black victims
of violent crime than of injured white vic-
tims received medical care (table 14).
injured black victims were more likely than
Injured white victims to receive medical
care in a hospital. The proportion of in-
jured black victims hospitalized overnight
or longer was twice the percentage of
injured whites (8% versus 4%).

When Injurles are calculated as a percentage of those
attacked, white robbery victims were more likely to be
Injured than black robbery victims (63% versus 56%).
However, there was no significant difference in the pro-
portion of black versus white victims of aggravated as-
sault who sustained serlous Injurles (77% versus 78%).

Reporting crimes to the police

About 35% of crimes against whites and
37% of crimes against blacks'were re-
ported tc the palice (table 15). Black vic-
tims were more lkely than white victims to
report to the police violent crimes, burglary,
and motor vehicle theft; a higher proportion
of white victims than of black victims re-
ported crimes of theft and household
larceny to law enforcement authoritles,
Past research has shown that police re-
porting rates vary more by the severity

Offender characterlstics

The NCS collects from crime victims these
characteristics about offenders: sex, race,
age, and relationship to the victim. The
proportion of violent crimes committed by
males and by offenders from different age
groups tended to be similar for black and
white victims. However, differences be-
tween black and white victims were found
for the race of the offender and relationship
to victim.

Table 13. Type of Injuries sustained
In violentcrimes, by race of injured
victim, 1979-86

Race of Injured

victim
Type of injury White  Black
Total 100% 100%
Serlous Injuries 16% 24%
Knlfe wounds 3 8
Gunshotor bullet
wounds 1 3
Broken bones, teeth
knocked out 7 5
Internal injurles 3 4
Knocked unconscious 4 5
Other Injurles only* - 1*

Minor Injuries only® 84%  76%

Note: The individual injury categories sum to more
than the total for serlous Injurles because some
victims sustained multiple serlous Injuries.
--Less than 0.5%.

- *Estimate Is based on 10 or fewer sample cases;
sea Mathodology.
*Undetermined injurles resulting In 2 or more days
of hospitalization.
bBrulses, black eyes, cuts, scratches, swelling, or

undetermined Injuries requiring less than 2 days of
hospltafization.

of the incldent than by the characteristics
of the victim. The higher rates of police Table 15. Reporting crimes to the police,
reporting by black violent crime victims :’37’;33?' victim and type of crime,
than by white victims is consistent with the
greater likelihood that they will face armed Percentof crimes
offendars and sustain serious injuries. reported, by race
Typeotcrime White  Black
Table 14, Medicat attention recelved, Total 35% = 87%.
!;g _’rg%es of Injured victim of violent crime, Crimes of viclence 8% 529
Rape 51 57
Robbery 55 55
\?Iit?z\m Injured Aggravated assault 57 69
Medical care White _ Black Simple assauit 41 43
E -
‘Totalracelving care 46%  61% Crimes of theft 2% 24%
In hospltal Household crimes 368% 40%
Burglary 49 52
Eevs::rl‘%wggg nger g 13 Household larceny 27 23
Emergency roon¥ 10 15 Motor vehicle theft 69 75
Doctor's office 6
Health unit 1 1
Athome 14 15
Atscene - 2 1
Other 1 -

Note: Detail may not add to total because of
rounding. Injured victims who recelved medical
care In more than one place are tallled once in the
location offering the most intenslve medical care.
--Less than 0.5%.

*Estimate |s based on 10 or fewer sample cases;
see Methodology.




Racs of offender

Of all ¢rimes of violence comrmitted by lone
offenders against white or black victims,
69% Involved white offenders and white
victims; 15% involved black offenders and
white victims; 11% Involved black offend-
ers and black victims; and 2% involved
white offanders and black victims (table
16). (About 3% of violent crimes Involved
offenders of other races.)

Robbery was the violent crime most likely
to have offenders and victims of different
races — about 37% of all robberies com-
mitted by a lone offender invoived victims
and offenders of different races.

The proportions of crimes committed by
multiple offenders that involved offenders
and victims of the same race were similar
to the findings for lone offenders. How-
ever, the proportion of crimes involving el-
ther white victims and offenders or black
victims and offenders was lower primarily
because of crimes committed by offenders
from different racial groups.

Victim-offender relationship

Black-victims of aggravated or simple as-
sault were more llkely than white assault
victims to report that they knew the offend-
ers (table 17). The proportion of robberies
committed by nonstrangers did not vary by
the race of tha victim.

Methodology

The NCS obtains information about crimes,
including incidents not reported to the po-
lice, from a nationally representative sam-
ple of households. In 1986 about 100,000
persons 12 years old or older in 49,000
households took part in the survey. The
NCS measures attempted and completed
incldents of rape, robbery, aggravated and
simple assault, personal theft, burglary,
household larceny, and motor vehicle theft.

In this repont, series crimes are counted as
one incident, and the characteristics are
those of the most recent event in the se-
ries. Series crimes are three or more simi-
lar crimes that the victim cannot describe
as separate events.

_Calculation of rates

The rates in this report are annual average
rates for the period 1979 to 1986. The

numerator of a given rate is the sum of the
crimes that occurred each year from 1979

Table 16. Race of victim, by race and number of offenders, 1979-86

Number of offenders by Crimes of . Aggravated Simple
victim/offender race vidlence Rape Robbery assault agsault
Single-ofiendar
victimizations
Total 100% 100%  100% 100% 100%
White victims
White offenders 68 63 44 67 76
Black offenders 15 15 31 13 12
Other race offenders 3 5 4 3 3
Black victims
White offenders 2 * 2 2 1
Black offenders 11 16 19 15 8
Other race offenders - - 1 - --
Multiple-offender
victimizatlons
Total 100% 100%  100% 100% 100%
White victims
White offenders 53 39 28 61 66
Black offenders 21 22 34 14 14
Other race offenders 4 5 4 4 3
Mixed raclal groups 6 12 7 6 6
Black victims
White offenders 2 4 2 2 2
Black offenders 13 16 22 11 8
Other race offenders 1 1* 1 - -
Mixed raclal groups 1 1* 2 1

Note: Percentages may not total 100% because
of rounding. Excludes crimes where the number
of offenders was not known or not ascertalned.

*Estimate |s based on 10 or fewer sample cases; see
Methodology.
--Less than 0.5%.

Table 17. Victim-offender reiationship in violent crimes, 1979-86

Type of crime and race of victim

Crimes of Aggravated
Type of crime and violence* Robbery assault Simple assauit
race of victim White Black.  White Black  White Black  White Black

Total 100% 100%
Stranger 58 54 75
Non-stranger 38 42 21
Don'tknow/notascertalned 4 5 4

100% 100%

100% 100%  100% 100%

75 60 46 52 42
20 34 48 44 54
5 6 6 3 3

Note: Percentages may not total 100% because of
rounding. Multiple-offender victimizatlons are classi-
fled by the most intimate relationship between the

victim and one of the offenders.
*Include data on rape, not shown separately.

to 1986; the denominator is the sum of the
annual population totals for these years:
The averags annual rate per 1,000 is com-
puted as follows:

(x1979+... +x1986) X 1,000
(y1979+... +y1986)

where x1979 is the number of victimiza-
tions Iin 1979 and y1979 Is the appropriate
population total for x in that ysar.

Calculation of population estimates

The population proportions presented in
table 2 of this report are calculated from
estimates dsrived from the NCS. Inciuded
in the NCS are persons age 12 or older liv-
ing in households, including group quarters
such as dormitories. The estimates do not
include chlldren under 12, institutionallzed
persons, U.S, citizens living abroad, crew



members of merchant vessels, and Armed
Forces personnel living in military barracks.
The percentapas are calculated using a
formula similar to the one used for average
annual rates.

Household composition

Household composition is determined by
the relationship of all persons in the unit
to the reference person or head of house-
hold. The reference person is one of the
household members who owns, rents, or is
buying the housing unit and who is gener-
ally 18 years old or oider. Housshold
members ars defined as children if they
are age 18 or younger. Adult children of
the reference person, other relatives, and
persons unrelated to the household head
are listed as "other persons.” If a spouse
Is not present, the head of household is
defined as not married regardiess of the
marital status reported by that person.

Reliability of comparisons

All comparisons presented in this report
were tested to determine if the differences
were statistically significant. Most compar-
isons passed a hypothesis test at the .05
level of statistical significance (or the 95%
confidence level), meaning that the esti-
mated ditference between comparisons
was greater than twice the standard error
of this difference. Statements qualified by
"somewhat" or "some evidence" were sig-
nificant at the 90% level.

The data tables note when estimates are
based on 10 or fewer sample cases. Since
standard errors cannot be computed accu-
rately for such estimates, it Is inadvisable
to compare estimates based upon 10 or
fewer sample cases to other small esti-
mates.

More Information on NCS estimation pro-
cedures can be obtained from appendix
Il of Criminal victimization in the United
States, 1987 (NCJ-115524).

Appendix: Race and homicide

The NCS does not coliect data on homi-
cide; information on this crime ¢an be
obtained from the Federal Bureau of Inves-
tigation's Uniform Crime Reports (UCR).
UCR data are compiled from police depart-
ment reports sent to the FBI elther directly
or through State agencies. Murder as de-
fined in the UCR includes nonnegligent
manslaughter but excludes

&

Appendix table 1. Selected victimization rates, by personal or household
characteristics and race of victim, 1979-86
Crimes of violence Household Motor
Personal or house- Total Simpleassault Crimesoftheft _larceny vehicle theft
hold characterlstic White Black White Black  White Bleck  Whnite Black Whlie Black
Sex
Male 44,8 548 - 23,7 165 86.1 - 866 1161 1351 1568 289
Female 248 356 144 155 753 69.1 107.8 1198 126 195
Age g
12-15 578 631 358 284 1324 106.0
16-19 733 716 395 256 135.7 897 2426 1994 335 245
20-24 732 - 726 385 26,0 1812 1115 196.0 1727 299 807
25-34 443 528 247 182 935 944 1467 1510 194 294
35-49 230 294 128 102 727 €67 1297 1346 174 275
50-64 106 18.2 51 5.4 465 432 89.4 1126 117 249
65 or older 53 108 2.2 2.8 216 238 506 . 723 45 8.5
Marital status®
Never marrled 63.2 650 349 241 12903 928 135.0 12683 22.0 24.2
Divorcedorseparated 72,86 54.2 8386 203 1135 804 1483 1326 183 255
Widowed 86 145 3.6 5.2 295 302 576 86.5 54 102
Marrled 186 232 103 7.3 586 677 1135 1408 144 293
Locatlon ot residence
Metropolitanarea
Central clty 46,7 550 229 187 99.1 835 1423 1398 224 305
Suburb 339 363 193 146 853 894 1124 12909 156 258
Nonmetropolitan area 26,1 251 153 104 60.1 474 92,1 909 8.0 5.4
Famlly income®
Less than $7,500 531 564 270 19.2 764 63.6 1150 1097 - 111 128
$7,500-14,999 38,8 436 209 148 752 7898 1220 1389 146 256
$15,000-24,999 319 362 177 143 80.4 855 1219 1418 1566 837
$25,000-49,999 295 327 172 142 87.3 1009 111.2 1625 167 443
$50,000 or more 260 274 157 119 1026 1156.2 1048 165.2 19.7 513
Note: Crimes of violence and crimes of theftare av-  a7hg caragory “miarlial status not ascertalned” Is not
Ierage anméal rales p?‘r] c1I ,000 persons, Household displayed,
arceny and motor vehicle theft rates are annual av- M "
erage rates per 1,000 hauseholds. For household :}rh? cat:gory famlly income not ascertalned" Is not
larceny and motor vehlcle theft, personal characterls- ~ 9SP'@yed.
tics are those of the head of household.

negligent manslaughter, suicide, and justifi-
able homicide. In addition to the number of
murders, police departments provide infor-
mation on the characteristics of homicide
victims and offenders and the circum-
stances surrounding the murder.

Supplemental information was collected for
about 93% of the estimated 20,610 mur-
ders that occurred in 1986. In 2% of the
cases where some supplamental informa-
tion was available, data on the characteris-
tics of the victim were missing. Ratios
were applied to the available data to obtain
estimates of the total number of homicides
by the race, sex, and age of the victim.
These adjusted counts show that in 1986,
an estimated 10,971 murder victims were
white, 9,153 wers black, and 486 victims
belonged to other racial groups. Unad-
justed counts ware 10,199 white victims,
8,509 black victims, and 452 victims of
other races.
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Adjusted homicide rates show that the
murder rate for blacks was nearly six times
the rate for whites (31.2 versus 5.4 per
100,000). Homicide rates per 100,000
were highest for black males, followed by
black females, white males, and white fe-
males:

Adjusted rate
per 100,000
Black total 31.2
Male 52.3
Female 123
White total 5.4
Male 7.9
Female 29

Males have highar homicide rates than fe-
males: this disparity is greater for blacks
than for whites. The homicide rate for
black males in 1986 was 4.3 times higher
than the rate for black females. Among
whites, the homicide rate for males was
2.7 times the rate for females.



For both races, homicide rates were high-
est for persans age 20 fo 34 and lowest for

' those under age 12 (appendix table 2).

; Homicide rates were highest for black
males age 25 to 34 who had a rate of
104.3 per 100,000, followed by black
males age 20 to 24 at 100.0 per 100,000.
These rates were about 4.7 times higher
than ths rates for black females In these
age groups and 6 to 7 times higher than
the rates for white males age 20 to 34,

Source: The homicide counts for 1986
ware caleulated from the UCR supplemen-
tary horricide report. This data set Is avail-
able from the inter-university Consortium
for Political and Soclal Research.
Estimates of the resident population were
used to calculate rates per 100,000 and
ware obtained from the U.S. Bureau of the
Census, Gurrent Population Reports, Se-

ries P-25, No. 1022, United States popula-

tion estimates by age, sex, and race,
1980-1987. Adjustments of homicide

. counts for missing data and calculation of
homicide rates were done by the author,

Bureau of Justice Statistics Special
Reports are written principally by BJS
staff. Catherine J. Whitaker prepared
this report, and Thomas Hester edited
it. Lisa D. Bastian completed the sta-
tistical review, and Ida Hines and
Gertrude Thomas provided statistical
assistance. Marianne W. Zawitz as-
sisted with data presentation. Marilyn
Marbrook administered report produc-
tion, assisted by Yvonne Boston, Tina
Dorsey, and Jayne Pugh.

April 1990, NCJ-122562

The Assistant Attorney General,
Office of Justice Programs, coordii-
nates the activities of the following
program offices and bureaus: Bureau
of Justice Statistics, National Institute
of Justice, Bureau of Justice Assist
ance, Office of Juvenile Justice and
Delinquency Prevention, and Offica
for Victims of Crime.

Appendix table 2. Homicide rates per 100,000 residents

byrace, sex, and age of victims, 1986

Rate per 100,000 persons
Mals

Total Female
Ageofvictim  White Black  White Black _ White Black
Total 5.4 312 79 523 29 1238 )
1-11 1.4 6.1 1.4 6.6 13 55
12-15 1.8 6.3 1.8 8.2 1.7 3.3
16-19 44 33.6 8.7 543 3.4 12.6
20-24 1014 593 150 100.0 5.1 21.4
25-34 9.0 609 136 104.3 43 22.4
35-49 8.7 398 101 716 34 135
50-84 4.1 2156 6.2 3%.0 241 7.2
65orolder 3.2 165 4.2 285 28 84

Note: Homiclde rates have been adjusted for missing data.

% National Victims
Resource Center

provides vital information

The National Victims Resource Center
{NVRC) is a national clearinghouse for vic-
tims information funded by the Office for
Victims of Crime, U.S. Department of Justice.
Like thé Justice Statistics Clearinghouse,
sponsored by the Bureau of Justice Statistics
(BJS), the NVRC is one of several information
resources maintained by the National Crimi-
nal Justice Reference Service (NCJRS). When
you contact the NVRC, information special-
ists will provide you with access to the fol-
lowing resources:

M More than 7,000 victim-related books and
articles covering child physical and sexual
abuse, victims services, domestic violence,
victim-witness programs, and violent crime
included in the NCJRS data base.

M National victimization statistics from the
BJS National Crime Survey.

B Federally sponsored victim-related re-
search studies.

B Names, addresses, and telephone num-
bers of people to contact for information
and assistance.

W Information on State victims compensa-
tion programs funded by the Office for
Victims of Crime.

Learn About Victims Issues
and Programs

From the clearinghouse you can get free
publications, borrow hard-to-find publica-
tions, and buy selected videotapes. The
NVRC information specialists can also con-
duct data base searches designed especially
for your needs.

The NVRC is the single most comprehensive
source of victim information: it can refer vic-
tims to programs that help soften the blow,
ease their recovery from trauma, and educate
them about the aftermath of crime.

If we can be of assistance, call us at
1(800) 627-6872 or (301) 251-5525
or write

National Victims Resource Center
Box 6000-AJE
Rockville, MD 20850
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To be added to any BJS mailing list, copy
or cut out this page, fill it in and mail it to;

0O If your mailing label below is correct,
check here and do not fill in
your name and address.

Name:
Title:
Organization:

Street or box:

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

Justice Statistics Clearinghouse/NCJRS
U.S. Department of Justice

B8ox 6000

Rockville, MD 20850

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

Please put me on the mailing list for—

O Law enforcement reporis—national
data on State and local police and
sheriffs’ departments: operations,
equipment, personnel, salaries,
spending, policies, programs

[ Federal statistics—data describing
Federal case processing, from inves-
tigation through prosecution,
adjudication, and corrections

O Drugs and crime data—sentencing
and time served by drug offenders,
drug use at time of crime by jail
inmates and State prisoners, and
other quality data on drugs, crime,
and law enforcement

O Justice expenditure and employment
reports—annual spending and
staffing by Federal/State/local
governments and by function
{police, courts, etc)

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

] White-collar crime—data on the
processing of Federal white-collar
crime cases

{1 Privacy and security of criminal
history information and information
policy—new legislation; maintaining
and releasing intelligence and inves-
tigative records; data quality
issues

C Juvenile corrections reports—
juveniles in custody in public and
private detention and correctional
facilities .

1 BJS bulletins and special reports—
timely reports of the most current
justice data

O Prosecution and adjudication in
State courts—case processing from
prosecuticn through court disposi-
tion, State felony laws, felony
sentencing, criminal defense

Official Business
Penalty for Private Use $300

You will receive an
annual renewal card.

If you do not return it,
we must drop you from
the mailing list.

O Corrections reports—resuits of
sample surveys and censuses of jails,
prisons, parole, probation, and other
corrections data

J National Crime Survey reports—the
only regular national survey of
crime victims

0O Sourcebook of Criminal Justice
Statistics (annual)—broad-based
data from 150+ sources (400+ tables,
100+ figures, subject index,
annotated bibliography, addresses
of sources)

O Send me a form to sign up for NCJ
Reports (free 6 times a year), which
abstracts both private and
government criminal justice
publications and lists upcoming
conferences and training sessions
in the field.
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