
/ 


CRIME STATISTICS 

January 24, 1999 


• 	 Vnder the Clinton Administration, the crime rate has fallen for over seven years in a row. This is 
the longest period of decline in the crime rate on record. (1998 VCR) In the first six months 
of 1999, the crime rate continued this record period of decline, falling another 10 percent -­
twice as much as any other six-month period over the last decade. 

• 	 Murder rates'have fallen to the lowest level since 1967 -- over 31 years. (1998 VCR) 

• 	 The overall crime rate in 1998 was the lowest since 1973 -- over 25 years. (1998 VCR) 

• 	 The number of gun crimes is down over 35% since 1993. (1998 VCR) 

'. 	 The violent crime rate is the lowest in 25 years according the 1998 DOl National Crime 
Victimization Survey -- the lowest it has been since they began the survey in 1973. 
However, the 1998 VCR s~ows that the violent crime rate isthe lowest in 11 years -- since 
1987. 

• 	 In 1998, crime fell in every geographic region and in cities, suburbs andrural areas across 
America. The regional decline continued into the first six months of1999. (1998 VCR) 

• 	 The number of juvenile gun homicide offenders fe1157% from 1993 to 1998. (BlS) 

• 	 In 1998, the number of forcible rapes reported to police were the lowest in a decade, representing 
a 4% decrease from last year. (1998 VCR) 

• 	 In 1998, the property crime rate fell to its lowest point since 1973 -- a 25-year low. The 1998 
rate is 13% lower than the 1994 rate, and 20% below the 1989 rate. The total value of 
property stolen-in connection with property crimes in 1998 was estimated at over $15.4 
billion. The property crime rate continued to decline in 1999. 

**These numbers are all consistent with the preliminary 1999 VCR data released by the FBI last 
November. ' 
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cc: Cathy R. Mays/OPD/EOP@EOP, Leanne A. Shimapukuro/OPD/EOP@EOP 
Subject: Safest Big Nation .. 

I am working with the International Crime Divison over at. DOJ and the Council of Economic· 
Advisors on this, and I will let you know if I learn something new. Also, I spoke with Jeremy Travis 

he confirmed that today, America's property crime rate is below that of England and many 
Western European nations, yet our violent crime rate, while decreasing, is still higher and it is 
largely due to gun violence. (I'm trying to squeak better statistics out of them to back this 
statement up,) 

Here are our options so far: 

(1) Compare the U.S. crime rate to that of the other G-7 nations (or G-8 if we choose to include 
Russia), which we can reference as "the other major industrialized nations" -- aI/ have relatively 
similar urban patterns, relatively large populations, and similar distribution of wealth: U.S., Canada, 
Japan, France, Germany, Italy, Britain~,,\ . 

(2) Compare the U.S. crime rate·to that of the other 25 countries classified by the World 
Development Report's list of the nations with the highest incomes and population over one million. 
This is the report 'that the Centers for Disease Control uses for the factoid: "U.S. children are 12 
times more likely to die in gunfire than 25 other industrialized nations combined." The 25 nations 
include: U.S., Finland, N. Ireland, Israel, Canada, Belgium, Norway, Austria, France, Switzerland, 
New Zealand, Australia, Sweden, Italy, Germany, Denmark, Scotland, England and Wales, Ireland, 
Spain, Taiwan, Hong Kong, Netherland, Singapore, Japan, Kuwait. (I have faxed this report to 
you.) 

(3) Compare the U.S. crime rate to those of the other nations with the largest Gross Domestic 
Product. . . 

! 

(4) Compare the U.S. crime rate to those of the other nations with the lar.gest per capita 
income. 
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Rates of Homicide, Suicide, and Firearm­

Related Death Among Children --.26 

Industrialized Countries . 

During '1950-1993, the overall annual death rate for u.s. children aged less than 15 years declined 
substantially (1), primarily reflecting decreases in deaths associated with u{lintentional injuries, 
pneumonia, influenza, cancer, and congenital anomalies. However, during the same period, 
childhood homicide rates tripled, and suicide rates· quadrupJed (2). In'1994, among children aged 1-4 
years, homicide was the fourth leading cause ofdeath; among children aged 5-14 years, homicide 
was the third leading cause ofdeath, and suicide was the siJcth (3). To compare patterns and the 
impact ofviolent deaths among children in the United States and other industrialized countries,.QlC.. 
analyzed dautQn childhood homicide, suicide~ and fireann~related death in the United States and 25 
other industrialized countries for the most recent year for which data were available in each country 
(4). This report presents the findings of this analysis, which indicate that the United States has the 
highest rates of childhood homicide, suicide, and frrearm-related death among industrialized 
countries. 

~~In~ili~'~e~I~9~9~4~VV~or~ld4fD~~~~~~~y5U;2~0~8~n~a~ti~0~DS~w~er~e~c~l~~ifi~e~d~b~~~~~~~~~__ 
om at ist, the United States and al126 ofthe other cOUllni.es in the hi 
o u attons 0 eater t an or e t 

com arabili untrie . In 
January and February 1996, the ministry ofhealth or the natiomil. statistics institute in each oftha 26 
countries were asked to provide denominator data and counts by sex and by 5-year age groups for the 
most recent year data were available for the number of suicides (International Classification of 
Diseases, }Jinth Revision {ICD-9}) codes E950.0-E959») homicides (E960.0-E969), suicides by 
firearm (E955.0-B955.4), homicides by firearm (E965.0-E965.4), unintentional deaths caused by 
fu-earm (E922.0-E922.9),and fueru.m-related deaths for which intention was undetermined (B985.0­
E985.4); 26 (96%) countries, including the United States, provided complete data *. Twenty (77%) 
countries provided data for 1993 or 1994; the remaining countries provided data for 1990, 1991, 
1992, or 1995. Cause-specific rates per 100,000 population were calculated for three groups 
(children aged 0-4 yem's, 5-14 years, and 0-14 years). The rates for homicide and suicide by means 
other than firearms were calculated by subtracting the firearni-related homicide and firearm-related 
suicide rates from the overall homicide and suicide rates. Rates for the United States were compared 
with rates based on pooled data for the other 25 countries. Of the 161 million children aged less than 
15 years during the 1 year for which data were provided) 57 million (35%) were in the United States 
and 104 million (65%) were in the other 25 countries. . 

Overall, the data provided by the 26 countries included a total of 2872 deaths among children aged 
less than 15 years for a period of 1 year. Homicides accounted for 1995 deaths, including 1177 
(59%) in boys and 818 (41 %) in girls. Of the homicides, 1464 (73%) occurred among U.S. children. 
The homicide rate for children in the United States was five times higher than that for children in the 
other 25 countries combined (2.57 per 100,000 compared with 0.51) (Table n. . 
Suicide accounted for the deaths of 599 children, including 431 (72%) in boys and 168 (28%) in 
girls. Of the suicides, 321 (54%) occurred among U.S. children. The suicide rate for children in the 

http;//www.cdc.gov/epo/nunwr/preview/mmwrhtmll00046149.htm 2/10/2000 
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United States was two times higher than that in the other 25 countries combined (0.55 compared wlth 
0.27) (Table 1). No suicides were repolted among children aged less than 5 years . . 
A firearm was reported to have been involved in the deaths of 1107 children; 957 (86%) of those 

occurred in the United States. Of all frrearm-related deaths, 55% were reported as homicides; 20%, 

as suicides; 22%, as unintentional; and 3%. as intention undetermined. The overall firemm-related 

death rate among U.S. children aged less than 15 years was nearly 12 times higher than among 

children in the other 25 countries combined (1.66 compared with 0.14) (Table 1). The firemm­

related homicide rate in the United States was nearly 16 times higher than that in all of the other 

countries combined (0.94 compared with 0.06); the firerum-related s~icide rate was nearly J1 times 

higher (0.32 compared with 0.03); and the unintentional frrearm-related death rate was nine times 

higher (0.36 compared with 0.04). For all countries, :males accounted for most of the firearnHelated 

homicides (67%), firea:lln-related suicides (77%), and unintentional firearm-related deaths (89%). 

The nonfll'earrn-related homicide rate in the United States was nearly four times the rate in all of the 

other countries (1.63 compared with OA5), and nonfireanil-related suicide rates were similar in the 

United States and in all ofthe othel' countries combined (0.23 compared with 0.24). 


The rate for fu'ealTn-re1ated deaths among children in the United States (1.66) was 2.7-fold greater 

than that in the country with the next highest rate (Finland, 0.62) (Figut~ D. Except for rates for 

fll'eaun-related suicide in Northern Ireland and frrearm-re1ated fatalities of unkno'W'U intent in 

Austria, Belgium, and Israel, rates for all types of frremm-related deaths were higher jn the United 

States than in the other countries. However, among all other countries, the impact of frrearm-related 

deaths varied substantially. For example, five countries, including three of the four countries in Asia, 

reported no firearm-related deaths among children. In comparison, fire3;fffiS were the primm)' cause 

ofhomicide in Finland., Israel, Australia, Italy, Germany, andEngland and Wales. Five counuies 

(Denmark, Ireland, New Zealand., Scotland, and Taiwan) reported only unintentional firemm-rel_ate_d_~ 

deaths. 


Reported by: Div of Violence Prevention, National Center for Injury Prevention anci'-C 

Editorial Note 

Editorial Note: The fmdings in this report document a high rate ofdeath among U.S. children 

associated with violence and unintentional fireann-related jnjuries, particularJy in comparisoll with 

other industrialized countries. Even though rates in all other countries were lower than those in the 

United States, rates among other countries valied substantially and were particularly low in some 

countries. Although specific reasons for the differences in rates among countries m'e unknown, 

previous studies have reported on the associations between rates of violent childhood death and low 

funding for social programs (6), economip stress related to participation of women in the labor force 

(7,8), divorce, ethnic-linguistic heterogeneity, and social acceptability of violence (9). , 


The fmdings of the analysis in this rePort'are subject to at It!ast three limitations. First, although the 

data were obtained from official sources and wel'e based on ICD-9 codes, the sensitivity and 

specificity of the vital records and reporting systems may have vmied by country. Second, because 

21 (81%) countries each reported less than '10 firearm-related deaths among chjldren aged 0-14 

years, the fireann-rdated death rates for those countries, when not pooled, are unstable and may vary 

substantially for different years. Finally, only one halfof the countries (including the United States) 

reported all fouT' digits of the ICD-9 codes for firearm-related deaths; the fourth digit distinguishes 

whether deaths were caused by injuries from firea.nns or by other explosives. For countries in which 

this distinctioD could not be made, the firearm-related death rates may be overestimated slightly. 


In May .1996, ~e 49th World Health Assembly adopted a resolution that declared violence a leading 
, worldwtde puhl1c health problem and urged all member states to assess the problem of violence and 

to communicate their findings to the World Health Organization (10). Cross-cultw'a! comparisons 
may identify key factors (e.g., attitudinal, behavioral, educational, socioeconomic, Ot regulatory) not 

http://www.cdc·80v/epo/mmwr/preview/mmwrhtmll00046149.htm 211012000 
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ev:tdent from intranational studies that could assist in the development ofnew country-specific 
strategies for preventing such deaths. 
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o 	Compl etc data were pi'ovided by Australia, Austria, Belgium, Canada, Denmark, 
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Sweden, Spain, Switzerland, Taiwan, and the United States. In this analysis, Hong 
Kong, Northern ll'el~d, and Taiwan are considered as countries. 

Table 1 
Note:-To print large tables and graphs users may have to change their printer settings to huu::lscapc and 
usc a small font size. 
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In one year, 

firearms killed no children in Japan, 19 in Great Britain, 57 in Germany, 

109 in France, 153 in Canada. and 5.285 in the United States. 
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CRIME STATISTICS 

January 24, 1999 


• 	 Vnder the Clinton Administration, the crime rate has fallen:foi over seven years in a row. This is 
the longest period ofdecline in the crime rate on record. (1998 VCR) In the first six months 
of 1999, the crime rate continued this record period of decline, falling 'another 10 percent -- . 
twice as much as any other. six-month period over the last decade. 

• 	 Murder rates.have fallen to the lowest level since 1967 -- over 31 years. (1998 VCR) 

• 	 The overall crime rate in 1998 was the lowest since 1973 -- over 25 years. (1998 VCR) 

• 	 The number of gun crimes is down over 35% since 1993. (1998 VCR) 

• 	 . The violent crime rate is the lowest in 25 years according the 1998 DOJ National Crime 
. 	Victimization Survey -- the lowest it has been since they began the survey in 1973. 


However, the 1998 VCR shows that the violent crime rate is the lowest in 11 years -- since 

1987. " 


• 	 In 1998, crime fell in every geographic region and in cities, suburbs and rural areas across 
America. The regional decline continued into the first six months of 1999. (1998 VCR) 

• 	 The number ofjuvenile gun homicide offenders fell 57% from 1993 to 1998. (BJS) 

• 	 In 1998, the number of forcible rapes reported to police were the lowest in a decade, representing 
a 4% decrease from last year. (1998 VCR) 

• 	 In 1998, the property crime rate feIlto its lowest point since 1973 -- a25~year low. The 1998 
rate is 13% lower than the 1994 rate, and 20% below the 1989 rate. The total value of 
property stolen in connection with property crimes in 1998 was estimated at over $15.4 
billion. The property crime rate continued to decline in 1999. 

**These numbers are.all consistent with the preliminary 1999 VCR data released by the FBI last 
November. . 



CRIME STATISTICS 
. January 24, 1999 

• 	 Vnder the Clinton Administration, the crime rate has fallen for over seven years in a row. 
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• 	 The violent crime rate is the lowest in 25 years according the 1998 DOJ National Crime 
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• 	 In 1998, crime fell in every geographic region and in cities, suburbs and rural areas across 
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• 	 The number of juvenile gun homicide offenders fell 57% from 1993 to 1998. (BJS) 

• 	 In 1998, the number of forcible rapes· reported to police were the lowest in a decade, 

representing a 4% decrease from last year. (1998 VCR) 


• 	 In 1998, the property crime rate fell to its lowest point since 1973 -- a 25-year low. The 1998 . 
rate is 13% lower~ than the 1.994 rate, and 20% below the 1989 rate. The total value of 

. property stolen in connection with property crimes in 1998 was estimated at over $15.4 

billion. The property ~rime rate continued to decline in 1999 . 


. **These numbers are all consistent with the preliminary 1999 VCR data released by the FBI last 
November. 
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The Federal BlIJ'emI afInvc:stlpticm armouneed today that p:relinUDazy 1998 
figures 1iom its natianwicie Uniform Crime RqsortiDg (OCR) Prognun indicate a decline in 
5Cl'iQUS crime for the sevelltb consecutive year.. The totm :fOr teponcd serious Crime in 1998 
show Ii decline of'? paeent hm the 1997 figures. 

Cam.parec:I willa tigures from the previdus year. these ptdim.iDaty fiaums indicate 
tlmt the ciOWllward trend is the msult of a 7-pcmm1 decrease in both violent and ptopol'ty crime. 
The fmal figures for 1998 will be available itt tho fall. . 

Roblx:ty da:noDst.J;atr;1he gn:zdc5t drop in tho violent c:airo§ categaIy. down 
11 pm:ent from the 1997 figures.. The number ofmurders decreased 8 perccm. Forcible rape 
and aggravated assault fiptll9 each deelined. by S perc:alt. Down 10percellt motor vebiclo theft 
fifPJIlllS ~ the ~dtraease in the property ariImI categoty. Declines of7percent were 
noted in burglary and in ar.san. ~ aumber ofla:rceny-'1:hdb was down 6 percent from the 
preceding year'" figurca. 

Decreases in the Crhne Index tGtaI were zeparted by Jaw eofO%'CCPlent agencies in 
all regions. Declines ofl pemmt were reported. by the Nartheast aDd the West. Declines of 
6 aDd 4 pc:n:;ent wc:rc reported. in tb= South mel the Midwest, mspcct:iVely. Drops m violent crime 
were noted in the W. dowIl9 pen:ent; in dJc Northcat tmd the South, c:ad2. dowD 7 percent; and in 
the MidWeSt. dOwn 4 percent. The DJUIlber ofmurc!ers was down in allrDJions. The Northeast 
and the west reCOlded the greI'tIst drop, 11 perceDt, respectively. The South reported a 7 percent 
decreaae,. aDd the Midwest, a 5-petc:ent decline. PIoperty crime dec.leases of8 perClent in both the 
Northeast me! in the West, 6 pcICOIlt in ~ South. azui4 peNent in the Midwest were also 
recorded.. 

Serious c:ritnc.s fieures fiill in cilia ofall po,pula.tion groups. :Dt::crta:s ofRpc:rceDt 
wc:re recorded in Qitia with populatiODS from 2.S0.0Q0..999.999 and those with populations from ;'
50,000 to 99,999. The smJIlest c:Jecrase. 4~ was ICpOI1cd in eitics widl1c.ss thaD 10,000 
inba'bitants. Couiparcd with the 1m figures. a 7-perccr4 decline 'WU recorded in suburban 
counties. and a S"I'~t drop was *o~ in rural counties.. 

. Over 17.000 city, coUlliy. and statD Jaw ~cmt ageuc.ies voluntariIy submit 
data to the nationYlic1c;. cooperative statisticaleff'ort ofthe FBI's UCR Program. These 
compreheftsive data ate published annually ~Crime in. the United Stale,. 

The .IDPJet. prelimibary 8DDual1lNlFORM CRIME REPORT is avaDabI~ 
OD the lI'BI~1!I I.te....eliite at btlp:/Iwww.fblIO'lf 
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·.Criminal Victimization·1996 

.' . ' , 

. Changes. 1995·96 with Trends 1993~96 
By Cheryl Ringel sample of households in 1993: there­ for personal theft, and for the meas­
. BJS Statistician fore, the trends presented begin with ured violent crimes except robbery 

that year. showed a significant decrease. Be­In 1996 U.S. residents age 12,or older 
tween 1993 and '1996, the violent experienced nearly 37 million c~lmlnal Compared to 1993 rates, the 1996 Vio­ crime rate fell 16%, and propertyvictimizations, according to data 001- . tlmlzatlon rates for all property crimes, crime rates dropped 17%.lected from the National Crime VIctimI­

zation SUNey (NCVS). Of these . 

victimiZations, 27.3 million involved 
 Highlights 
proPerty crimes against households, 
9.1 million involved the violerit crimes • The 1994-95 general downward, • In 48% of.violent victimizations in
of rape, robbery, and assault, and 0.3 . trend in criminal vlctlmi2atiOr:lS . 1996. the victim knew the offender.
million involved personal thefts such continued in 1996. 

· as purse snatching. ,. • In 1996,4 in 10'vlolent-crimes and 3 
4. The NCVS property and violent in 10 property crimes were reported to 

Translated into the numbEtr of violent crime rates for 1996 are the I~t . the police. Females and blackS were 
and property crimes per 1,000 persons recorded since the survey's incepti9n , more likely to report a crime to pollee
or households. crime rates for 1996 in 1973." than were males and whites. 
show 42 violent victimizations per 

" .1,000 persons and 266 property .• The ~urde~~te dropped 1Qo/4j-' ·'n 1996 Violent crime rates were 
crimes per 1,000 households. The tween 1995 and 1996 -the largest · 16% lower and property crime rates 

· victimization rates declined from 1995,. decreaSe in the past 4 years. 11% lower than they were in 1993. 

and are the lowest recorded by the 

NCVS since its inception in 1973." 
 • Though overall violent crime rates • Between no two consecutive years 

decreased significantly from 1995.to from 1993 to 1996 did a violent, per-
From 1995 to 1996 the violent crime 1996, the decline in the rates for rob­ ,sonal, or property crime rate increase 
rate overall, as measured by the' bery and aggravated assault were not a statistically significantamount.. 

· NCVS, decreased about 10%, and the statistically significant. 

rate of property crime went down 8%. 
 • The decreasing victimization trends 

during 1993-96 were experiencedThese deqUnes follow,ed a general . . -In 1996 males experienced signifi­

downward trend of criminal victimiza­
 · about equally by both males andcantly higher victimization rates than 

· females and by the racial and Incometion rates over the past 3 years. females for all violent crimes except 
groups.rape!sexUai assault. Males were 2 


The trends reported in this Bulletin. 
 times more likely than females to 
It Between 1993 and 1996 Hispanicencompass,993 through 1996. The . experience robberY and aggravated households experienced a greaterredesignedNCVS firshlseda full assault .:. decrease than non-Hispanic house­
holds in the rate of property crime•After ratoo were adjusted following the 1992 


NCVS redesign.. 

•After rates were adjusted following the 1992 

NCVSredeslgn. victimization. 



.. 

The figure shows Change In violent vlcdmlzallon ' 

,the estimated by categOry, 199546 

annual percentage Violent crime categories, 

change In victimi- , , rMlaad bt 1900 races 


,	~ation rates from pet1.1XXI~ 
1995 to 1996 for ~ 12or 0\/8C' 

the categories that Total violent 42.0 ­ ' 
comprise violent 

Crime: homicide, 

rape and sexual 

assault, aggrava~ 


ted s$$ault. 

simple assault, 


. Simple assault 26.6 • ~and robbery. The 

crime categories 

are displayed 

vertically accord­

Ing to their 1996 

rates per 1,000 ' 

population age 

12 or over. Total Aggravated assault 8.8' .. lid 

violent (the sum , I 


,.,:' , l@Robbery 5.2 -	 ,~, of all types) Is first 	 I 
f'~':with the highest , Rape 1.4 ; .... 


rate and murder Is 
 Homicide.07 ' 	 r•, last with the lowest 
Irate. 

-60% -40% ·20% 0% ',20% 

Decrease' , NolnoreaseBecause the 
changeNational Crime Percent change In violent victimization rates 

Victimization 

Survey (NCVS) 

relies on a sample of Note: The rape category 
 Probability that tile year-to-year households, the rates and includes se)l;ual assaults. e/'iange in ow Iolent v ictlmlzatlOJ'Inumbe,rs from it are esti­ The Chal;g9 in murder' occurred Ylithln the rarige
mates and are not exact. rates is presented as ' 80st estimate .
Each bar shows the range apoll1t since the SOurce 

within which the true per­ of the data, the Uflitorm I • §II , , '
• 
cent ohange in rates from ' Crime Reports, is not ' 

year to year is likely to fall. a sample survey. ' 67%
. I·: 

If a bar is clear of the ' Source: BJS, National 

UNo change" line, we are ' , Crime Victimization Survey, 

reasonably certain a afld FBI, Uniform Crime 9S% 

change occurred. If a bar Reports. ' Probebility that a 
crosses the "NO change" change ocouned 
line, there is a possibility • Greater than 950/. 
that there was no change. • Greater than 90% 
The degree of certainty size and rarity of the event. • Less than 90% 

depends on where the bar The value for the change in 
crosses the line. The bars homicide rates is given as 
representing the crime a point and not a range of 
categories where a estimates, because homi­
statistically ~Ignfficant cide rates are derived from Forfur'ther explanation of 
year-to-year change nonsample data. The mur­ this graph see the forth­
occurred are outlined. der rates have no variance. coming BJS Technical 

but some discrepancies Report, Displaying Violent, 
The length of the range exist between UCR rates Crime Trends Using Esti· 
bars varies considerably and Vital Statistics of the' ma.tes ftom the National , 
from crime to crime, National Center for Health Crime Victimization Survey, 

dependent on sample Statistics. NCJ 167881. 


FIgure 1 NOTE. - - Ap'p~o..Y\c~ 0;' ..f'\g v~-e. 
2 Criminal Victimization 1996 G,\,.o..;~e "', ~ ,,-r. ,V)c::t. , 

CrIminal vlctlinlzatfon, 
1995-96 

Violent crime 

The Uniform Crime Reports, 
(UCR) program oUhe FBI eol· 
IEicts data on murcler and non~ 
negligent manslaughter'. The 
NCVS collects information about 
rape and sexual assault, rob­

" bery. and siinple and aggra- ' 
vated assault. 

From 1995 to 1996 both the 
niul'der rate and the rate of vio­
lent crime in the aggregate d~ , 

.' cUned about 10% (figure 1). 
This decrease in the NCVS esti· 
mate was statistically Significant 

. Of the four types of violent of­
fenses measured by the NCVS 
only simple assault showed a 
significant decline from 1995. 
For aggravated assault, robbery, 
and rape or sexual assault, the ' 
apparent declines in rates from 
1995 to 1996 were not statisti­
cally significant. . 

,Murder and nonnegligent 
, manslaughter 

The murder rate for 1996 was: 
7.4 per 100,000 inhabitants, 

with a total of 19.645 murders. 

The 10% decrease in the mur­

der rate for 1995-96 was the 

largest such decrease in 4 

years. The decrease was ap­

parent across all sizes Of cities 

and regions of the country. 

(See the bOx o,n page R) 


" 

Violent crime measured 
by the NCVS 

The decrease in 'overall violent ' 
crimes between 1995 and 1996 
included completed rape~ as­
'sault. and simple aSl>ault (table 
1). For aggravated assault and 
robbery, apparent declines in 
rates from 1995 to 1996 were' , 
nat statistieally ~ignificanLThe ' 
rate ofsexual assault did not 
ch~ge from 1995 to 1996. 

http:Homicide.07
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The category of assault (an aggregate 
.measu,.e of aggravated and simple as­
sault) showed a significant decrease 
from 1995 to 1996-Just over 10%. 
However,.this Is a reRection of the sig­
nifioant 1 1 % decline in simple assault 
from 1995'to 1996. Aggravated as­
sault continued Its dOwnward trend. but 
the 7% decrease was not statistical,ly 
significant. 

The category of rape (which repre­
sents completed rapes) exhibited a 
signlflcant decline from 1995 to 1996. 
However. because there were no de­
clines in attempted rape orsexuaJ as­

· sault over the same period, this 
'. decrease Is not apparent In the aggre­
gate category of rape/sexual assault. 

Though personal theft was down 21% . 
from 1995-96. the change was only 
somewhat signlflcant. 

Among demographic oharacteristics 
ethnlclty was the only factor associated 
with a greater rate of decline In violent 
crime. Between 1995 and 1996 indi­
viduals of Hispanic origin. experienced " 
a significantly greater decline than 
those of non-Hispanic origin in the rate 

· of violent orime. The 1995-96 rate of 
decrease In violent crime was not dif­
ferent for males compared to females 

'or whites compared toblaclcs. ' 

Property crime 

. The crimes of motor vehicle theft, 
household burglary and theft make 

· up the NCVS property crimes. In the 
aggregate. property crime Showed just 
over an 8% decrease from 1995 to 
1996. Household burglary decreased 
(but not significantly) from 1995. This . 
was true for both forcible entry and 
unforced entry. 

Motor vehicle theft. down 20%, 
showed the largest percent change 
from 1995. Both completed and at­
tempted motor vehicle thefts dew' 
creased significantly. The significant 
8% decrease in theft included a 13% 
decrease in thefts with a loss of Ulider 
$50. Thefts of greater economic loss 

.. 


Table 1. Orlmlnal vlctfmlzatlon, 1995-96 
., .' 

Numberof vlctImIza­
tIons (l.000'sl 

vIctimization rates (per 1.000 
persons age 12 or older or per 
1.000 households 

1m!:! of CI'!!!!!! 1996 19~ 1iii 1996 
Percent change, 
1&9,2;~2 . 

.. 
Allctlmes 39,926 . 38,796 ... ... 

Pereonal crimes" 
aimes 0' violence 

10,436 
10.022 . 

. 9M3 
9,125 

48.5 
46.6 

.....43.5 
42.0 

\ -10.3' 
.(,J.e" 

Cc:!m&lIetecI violence 2,960 2,700 13.8 12.4 -10.1' 
Atte~eatened violence 7.061 8,425 32.8 29.E -9.8' 
~assautt 363 807· 1.7 1.4 -17.6· 

RapWattampted rap6 252 197 1.2 .9 -26.0'" 
Rape 153 98 .7 A -42.9" 
Attfll11)ted rape ·99 99 ..5 .5 0 

Sexual assault 112 ' 110· .5 ..5 0 
Robbery 1,171 . 1.134 504 6.2 -3.7 

CoJ11)letec!/pmp8rty taken 753 767 3.5 3.5 0 
Wfth 1n./UlY 224 250 . 1.0 1.1 10.0 
Wdtlout Injury ,. 629 508 2.5 2.3 -8.0 

Attempted to take property 416 377 1.9 1.7 -10.5 
Wlthlnlury 
WIthout injury 

84 
335 

19 
298 

.4 
1.6 

.4 
1.4 

0 
.12.5 

Assault· 8,487 7.683 39.5 35.4 -10.4· 
AggraVated 

Wrttl injury' " . 
2,050 

53S 
1,910 

513 
9.5 
2.S 

8.8 
2.4 

·7,4 
-4.0 

11Yeatened with weapon . 1,517 1,397 7.1 604 ~.9 
Simple 6,437 5,713 29.9 26.5 -11.0' 

With minor InjUry 1,426 1.240 6.6 5.7 -13.8' 
WdhoUt Injury 6,012 4.533 . 23.3 20.9 -10.S' 

Personalll1Elftb. 414 . 318 1.9 1.6 -21.'" 
, , 

Property crimes .29.490 27,353 290.6 ' 266.3 -8.3' 
Household burgla!y 6,004 4,845 49.3 47.2 -4.3 

Completed 4,232 4,056 41.7 39.5 -5.3 
FOrcil:ile entry . 1,570 1,511 15.5 14.7 -5.2 
Unlawful enby without fOroe 2,662 2,545 . 26.2 24.8 -5.3 

Attempted forcible entry 173 789 7.6 7.7 1.3 
Motor vehicle Iheft 1,717 1,387 16.9 .13.5 -.20.1~ 

~ted 1,163 936 11.5 9.1 -20.9' 
Attempted 554 449· 6.5 4.4 ·20.0' 

Theft 22,769 21,120 224.3 205.7 -8.3' 
¢ompIeted' 21JJ51 . 20.303 . 215.3 197.7 -8.2' 

Less than $50 8,852 7/580 852 73.8 ·13.4­
$50-$249 7,712 7.374 76.0 71.8 -5.5" . 
S250 or more 4,270 4,216 42.1. 41.1 -2.4-· 

Attempted 911 818 9.0 8.0 -11.1 

Note: The nurroer of vletlrni:e.tions may dltter from 1hose reported previoU$ly because the estimates 

ate now blised on data collected in each calendar year rather than data about events within Ii calendar 

yeaI. See SlJfVey methodologyon page 9. Completed violent crlmes inClude rape, Sexual assault. 

robbery with or withOut·Injury,'aggravated assault with Injury, and siinplQ assault with minor InJul)'. In 

19931he total population age 12or older was 210,906,900; in 1994, 213,135,890; 111 1995, 

215,080,690; and in 1996, 217.234280. The total number of households in 1993 was 99,746.020; in 

1994. 100,ses,oeO; in 1996, 101,504,820 and in 1998, 102.697,490 .. 

"The difference Is signiflC8f1t at the 95% confidence level. 

'!he difference 19 SigniflCaflt at the 00% confidenoe level. 

"The NCVS is based on Interviews with IIidImG and 1her8fore cannot measure murder. 

blncludes pocket picking, purse snatching, and alternptsd purse snatching not shown separately. 


($50-$249 and $250 or more) did 
decrease,somewhat between 1995 
and 1996. 

. Changes 1995-96 with Trends 1993--96 3 
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CharactertstiCs of victims Raoe ofvictim Ethnioity of victim 
of violent crime, 1996 

The rate of violent victimization in 1996 
varied across demographic character­
istics such as sex, race, and ethnlcity 
(table 2). 

Sex of victim 

Except for rape and sexual assault, 
males were more likely than femaJes 
to be victims of violent crime. Men 
were twice as likely as women to expe­
rience aggravated assault and robbery: 
Women, however, were 10 times more 
likely than men to be a victim Of rape . 
orsexua'assau~ , 

. tt!a1es 
RapelSexualassault _ Femalea 

Robbery 

Aggravated assault 

o 3 6 ,0 12 
Rate of victimization per 1,000 
persona age 12 or older In 1996 
(SeB table 2.) , 

Blacks were more likely than whites to Hispanics were twice as likely as non­
be Victims of Violent crime. Robbery Hispanics to fall· victim to robbery and 
- for which blacks are victimized at 3 personal theft. While the rates of vio­
times the rate for whites - shows the lent crime Overall and attempted vio­
greatest difference. While there was lent crime did not differ significantly ~ 
no ~tistlcally significant difference . . tween HispaniCs and non-Hispanics, 
.between the rates for blacks and HispaniCS were victims of completed 
whites for the overall assault category violent crimes at a rate somewhat 
or tor simple assault, there was a dif· higher than that of non-Hispanics. 
terence tor aggravated, assault. the . 
more serious speclfio category. Blacks Number of \liGtim~oos per

1,000 persons 6g8 12 or olderwere nearly twice as likely as whites ' 
Hlspanio Non-H;spanlcto experience aggravated assault 

AI/violence' 44.0 41.6 
. Atteinpted . 29.1 29.6 ' 

COMPleted 14.90 
. 12.1r 

VIolent Crime 
Note: The National Crime Vldimlzatlon 
Survey exCludes murder and manslaughter.~hlte 

. ' ,Robbery _ BISGk " 	 "Difference Is slgnlflcsnt at 9Q.p8fcerrt 
level of confidence. . 

Aggravated ~It II. 
02040 60 Completed violence . 


Rate of victimization par 1,000

parBOilS age 12 or older In 1996 Robb:lry(Sae table 2.) . 

NOte: The ci1me survey ineJudea as violenl 	 o 3 6 9 12 16
crime rape, robbery, arid assault Rate of victimization per 1,000 

persons age 12 or older In 1996 
, (See lable 2.) 

r---..-,;.--...:------------~--~---------1 Note:' The crime SUMly incIudeeas violent 
Table 2. Rates of violent crime and personal theft. by sex. age, race, crime rape, robbery, and assault. 
and Hispanic origin; 1996 

~mizati2!UI ~( 1,000 CltIllQQs age 1g2( glder 
VIoklnt crimes 

All RapaI Wiult Per-

Characteristics CrimeGof Sexual Aggm- sana! 

ofvkltims PootjaUon vIoleooe" assault Aob!:!!!Y Total vated Simole 1tteft 


Sex 

Male 105,054,160 49.9 .4 72 42.3 11.6 30.8 1.3 

FltI'mle 112;180,110 34.6 2.3 3.4 28..9 62 '22..7 1.6 


. Age' 
12·15 15.587,620 95.0 2.6 10.0 82.3 15.6 66.& 3.3 
16-19 ·14,866,000 ·102.7 4.9 . 12.0 85.7 25.3 60.4 2.5 
20-24 17,533.290 74.3 2.1 10.0 622 15.9 46.4 . 21L 
25-34 40.876.720 51.1 1.8 7.1 422 9.8 1232.4 . 


35-49 ' 61.741,430 32.8 1.3 3.8" 27.7 .1.4 20.3 1.0 

5().64 34.889,360 15.7 '.1 1.& 13.8 3.6 10.0 1..2 

65 or older 31.739.850 4~9 0 1.1 3.8 .8 3.0 .7· 


Race 

WhIte 182,853,380 40.9 . . 1.3 42 35.3 8.2 272 1.4 

Black 26,274,270 52.3 1.8 11.4. 39.1 13.4 25.6 1.9.. 

Other 8,106.620 332 2.1 7,4 23.8 7..2 16.6 1.3 . 


Hispanic origin 

Hispanic 20,502,470 44.0 1.2 8.4 34.5 1Q.6 23.9 ,2.7 . 

Non-Hispanic 194,729,590 41.6 1.4 4.9 35.3 8.5 26.6 1.3 


'The National Crime VIotlmluWon Surv~ InclUdes as violent crime 

rapelsexual assault. robbery, and assau t but not murder Or manslaughter. 
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Age ofvictim 

Persons between ages 12 aOO 15 and 
between 16 and 19 had higher rates of 
violent crime victimization than those 
25 or older. Persons age 12t~ 19 
were twice as likely as those age 
25-34 and 3 times as likely as those 
age 35-49 to be Victims of violent . 
crfmes. Persons age 12 to 19 had a 
violent crime Victimization rate 20 
times higher than those age 65 or 
older. For the crime of aggravated as­

, sault, individuals between ages 16 and 

19 had a significantly higher rate of vic­
timl~tion than any other age group. 
A ofvictim .
D~,I'ObbeIy, a assar.dt 

12-19 
20-24 

25-34 
35-49 . 
5().64 

65 or older 

0 20 40 eo 80 100 
Rate of violenl victimization 
(rape, robbery, or assault) In 1(196 
~er 1,000 persons age '2 or older 
See table 3.) . 

Income 

In general. as household income levels 
decrease, rates of violent crime 
Increase (table 3). Persons inhouse­
holdS with an-annual income of less 
than $7,500 experienced significantly 
more violent crime than persons in 
households at any other income level, 
while persons In households with in­
comes of $75,000 or. more experi­
enced Significantly lesS than any . 
others. Persons in·households In the 
middle range of Income ($15,000- . 
$49,000) had similar rates of victimiza­
tion In comparison to one another but 
significantly different rates from the 
lowest and highest income groups.: 

. Annual household Income 

loess 1t\an $7 ,600 
$7,500'$14,999 

$15,0CJ0.$24,9QQ 
$25,000-$34,999 
$3S,CIOO-$49,999 
$5O,OOC)..$74,999 
$75,000 or more 

o 2040 60 80 
Rate 01 victimization by Ilrimes of vlolenoe 
(rape, robbery, and assault) per 1,000 
persons age 12 or older In 1996 
(~GG table 3.) . 

vu.., ...... v ........ ................... ,-- ._-­

Table 3. Rates of violent crfme and personal theft, by household Income, 

mantalstatus, region, and location ~f residence of victims, 1998 


VIctImlZlAtiIUlI12§! :I.QQQ D8I'SONJ 1Q112 QC gl2!!: 
VlOlenta1~ 

All . . Rape! ASMIllt Per­
Charao1eristics crimes of Sexual 	 1>Qgra- sanal 
of victllTlG PopulatIon Yiolance· assault Robbery Tote! vated §impIe theft 

Household Income ,. 
L.eas than $7.sao . 14.774,050 6S.S 2.9 9.9 52.5 17.3 352 2..6 
$7.500 - 14,999 24,184.130 52.1 1.8 8.5 41.9 11.9 30.0 1.1 
$15,000 - 24,999 . 31,709.970 44.1 1.4 5.4 37.3 10.3 ' 26.9 1.5 
$25,000 -34.999 , 29.229.1 so 43.0 1.9 5.5 . 36.6 6.8 28.S .9 
$35,000 - 49,_ 34,958.450 43.0 1.4 4.5 37.1 8.6 28.6 1.6 
S60,ooo -74,999 31.007.900 37.6 ·.8 3.3 33.3 7.9 25.4 1.8 
$75,000 or more' 23.924,850' 30.6 1.0 2.0 27.5 5.5 . 22.0 1.5 

Marital statuG 
Never married 66,676.940 79.1 2.8 10.4 65.9 16.0 49.9 2.5 
Man'I«I 113,157,450 20.5 .3 2.0 18.2 4.6 13.6 .8 
OIvOl\*1Jaeparated 22.925,490 62.5 3.5 8.8 50.2 12.8 37.4 2.2 

Widowed . 13,724,450 7.2 .3 1.1 5.8 2,2· 3.6 .9 


'Region 
. Nonheast 42,546,610 37.7 1.4 5.4 30.9 7.0 23.9 . 1.9 

Midwest 51,833,600 43.7 1.7 5.2 36.8 7.9 28.9 1.5 
South 76,436.860 37.5 1.0 4.4 82.1 8.6 23.5 1.2 
West 46.418,200 51.6 1.8 6.3 43.4 11.8 31.6 1.5 

Residence 
Urbari· 63,137.110 . 65.1 2.0 10.4 42.7 11.7 31.1 2.4 
SUburban 104,794,740 38.9 1.3 3.3 34.2 7.8 28.4 1.4 
.RuraI 49.302,420 31.9 .9 2.6 28.3 7.2 21.1 .•5. 

°The National Crime Vlctlml%ation Surv~ InCludes lIS vIOlent Crime 
mpelsexual assault, robbery, and 8SS8U but not murder or manslaughter. 

Marital status 	 .RegIon 

Individuals who had never married or Considered by region, Western resi­
.who had separated or divorced had dents were the most likely in the 
higher rates of violent crime and per­ United States to be victims·of violent 
sonal theft than those who were mar­ crime. The SOuth and the Northeast 
ried or widowed. For overall violent were indistinguishable from each other 
crimes, those who had never married in victimization rates for overall violent 
.were 4 times more likely than married crime, rape/sexual assault, robbery, 
persons to ,be victimized. and assault The Midwest had gener"· 

ally higher rates of Violent victimization 
than the South and Northeast but

.Rape/ ~ 
Sexual 	 lower rates than the West. . 
assault 

Northeast 

Midwest ••,,~ 

Robbery r--=,,"" 
 South 

West 

o 20 40 60 
Aggravated ~ ',> 	 Rate of violent vle1li'nization per
assaull ~. 	 1,000 persons age 12 or older 


(See table 3.) 

o 4 8 12 16 

.Rale of viet! miz8Udn per 1,000 

persons age 12 Or older In 1998 

(See table 3.) 
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,Urbanization 

City dwellers had s'slgniffcantfy gl'eater 
likelihood than'suburbanites and rural 
residents to be victims of all types of 
violent crime and of personal theft. ' ' 
Except for robbery and rape/sexual 
assault, for which' differences were 
negligible. individuals in suburban 
areas were more likely than those In , 
rural areas to experience violent crime., 

Violent crime 

All assault ' 

020 40 60 
Rate of victimization per 1;000 
persona age 12 or older In 1996 
(See table 3.) 

Note: The crime aurvey indudee as violent 
crime rape, robbery, and sssauIt 

Vlctlm-offender relationship 

Half of the victims of nonfatal violent ' 
victimizations knew the offender. If the 
victim knew 1heoffender, a violent , 
crime 'was more likely to be completed 
rather than left as a threat o~ attempt. _ 
Among categories of violentorime in­
cluded in the NCVS, the'greatest liken.; 
hood of the viotim's knowing the , ' 
offender occurred with rape - 68% of 
the rape victims. The least likelihood ' 
was with robbery; 23% of robbery vic­
tims knew the Offender. 

Percent of violent crime 
victimizations. 1996 

Stranger Nonstranger 
NCVS violent cfime 47.5% 48.2% 

Attempted 
Completed 

48.9 
44.1", 

46.7 
51.3" 

Rape/sexual 29.1%' , 67.5%" 
assault 

Robbery 71.1' 23.3' 
Assault 44.1" 50.8" 

Aggravated . 
Simple . 

48.5 
43.5" 

45.2 
52.S" 

Note: The Natiooal Crime Victimization SUr­
vey includes liS violent crime rape, robbery.
and assault but not murder or manslaughter.
·Slgnlficant at 95-percent leVel of confidence. 

Murder and nonnegllgant manslaughter, by characterfstlcs 

of vlctfms and location, 1.~3-98 ' 


Percent of murders, 
CharacteriGtlc of and nonnegligent manslaoohtm . 

Vialim or location 1993 1994 ' 1995 1996 

Race of v1c:tfm 100.00/0 100.0% 100.0% , 100.00/0


White '. 	 ,46.0 . 46.2 48.0 , 48.3 , 

Black 50.7 50.8 ·48.4- 48.2 

OCher 2.4 2.3 2.7 2.7


.9 .Not reported .9 • 8 1.0· 

Sex of v1c:tfm 100.0% 100.0% .~ 100.0% 100.0% 


Male ,77.1 78.4,',. ' 76.6 76.9 

FwnaIe 22.7 21.5 232 22.9 

Not reported .2 .1 .2 .2, 


A~orvlctlm 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% '100.0% 

Under 18 11.6 11.4 12.1 12.4 

18 or over 87.0 86.8 86.2 86.3 

UnI<nO\In'l 1.4 1.8 1.7 1:3 


~weapon used 100.0% 100.0% 100.00/0 100.0% 
69.8 70.0 68.2 67.8 


Knife 12.7 12.7 , 12.7 ,13.5 

Blunt object , 4.4 4.1 ' 4.5·, 4.6 

PerSonal weapon 5.0 5.3 5.9 " 5.9 

Other,' " 8.2 7.8 8.7 ' 8.2 


Myrdar rate per 100.000 fBSjdents " 


Ovel"8l1 U.S. rate 9.5 9.0 8.2 7.4 

Region ' " 


NotUleast 8.2 7.1 6.2 6.4 

MIdWest ,7.6 , 7.5 6.9 ' 6.4 

South 10.7 9.8 9.0
, 11.3 

West 9~~ 9.4 9.0 7.7 


Urban character, 

Metropolitan cities" 10.6 10.0' 9.1 ,8.1 

Smalfer cIdes" 5.3 4.8 4.7 4.5 

Rural counties 5.4 5.0 ,5.0 4.7 


, Number of murders and 
nonnagllgent manSlaughters 24.530 23,330 21,610 19,650 

"Metropolitan cities ara those In Metropolitan Sta:tisIicaI Areas 

(MSA). aod smaller cities are those outside an MSA., 

Source: FBI Uniform Crime Reports. 


Murder In the UnlJed states, 1996 • 13% of murder victims were under 
age 18; 28% were under age 23. 

Statistics ,on murder are compiled Individuals age 1&-22 represent 
.	from over 16,000 city, county and 15% of murder Victims but only 7% 

State law enfo~ment agencies as of the U.S. 'population, 

part of the FBI's Uniform Crime Re­


• Whites and blacks each made upporting program (UCR). For' 1996 48% of myrder victims.' ' 
theUCR shOWed 19,645 murders­

a rate of 7.4 murders per 100,000 
 • Firearms were the weapons used 
persons. The number Of murders per In about 7 of every 10 murders.
, 00,000 U.S. population in 1996 is 

10% lower than in 1995. 
 • the number of murders declined 

from 1995 to 1996 for all regions',
, The FBI defines murder in Its annual with the largest decrease-13%­

report Crime in the United States as occurring in .both the Northeast and
the willful (nonnegligent) killing of one , West. 	 ' 

, human being by another. The inci­
denc~ of murder va~~ across d,lffer~. '. In 1993-96 the murder rate dropped 
ent. Victim charactenstics. ' " 22%. During this period thIH;"orth­

east experienced a 34% decrease • ' 77% of the victims were male., ,and city·dwellers a 24% decrease. ' 
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. CharacterisUcs of vtcUms . 

of property crfme,1996 


Race/ethnlCity ofheadofhousehold 

There were significant differences in 
property crime rates for black ver'Sus 
white households and Hispanic versus 
non-Hispanic households (table 4). . 
For overall property crime, household . 
burglary, motor vehicle theft and theft, 
black and Hispanlo houSeholds were 
more likely to experience property 
crimes than white or non-Hispanic 
households, respectively. 

Black households were twice as likely 
as white households. and HlspaniO 
households twice as likely as non­
Hispanic houS$holds to be victimized 

. by motor vehicle theft.. . 

.. ~rgl8ry I• ••.•I' Wh.ite B1........""'" 


Motor vehiCle theft ~ 

Burglary 

MOtorvel'licletheft , _._._ 

0 20 40 60 80 

Rate of victimization ~er1,OOO householda 
in H19B (See table 4. . . 

Note: The race or ethniclty Is that 
of Ihe household head. ..' 

Region, urbanization, and home 
ownership 

Rates of property clime victimization 
were often different according to level . 
of urbanization, place of residence. 
and home ownership. For each type of 
property crime, people living in rented 
homes or apartments had a signifi­
cantly higher rate of victimization than 
those' living in their own homes. Rentw 

ers were 1Y2 times as likely as home 
owners to be victims of burglary and . 
theft. 

Households in the West had th.e great­
est risk Of property crime. For'overall 
property crimes, motor vehicle theft. 

~Ui>J"''''V'''''' ... .. _ ............. _-_.__ 


and theft,.households In the West had 
significantly higher victlminltlon rates 
than the households In the NortheaSt. 
Midwest. and South. For burglary. the 
SoUth joined the West in having higher 
viotimization rates than other regions. 

Households In urban, suburban, and 
rural areas had significantly different 
rates Of victimization. Compared to 
suburban and rural households, house­
holds in'urban areas were the most 
likely to be victims of property crimes. 
Except for burglary, urban households 

.' had the highest rates of property 
. crime, followed by suburban house­

holds and then rural households. For 
burglBIY, suburban' households experi­
enced the lowest rate, while urban 
households had the highest. 

._-­

. 	Owned 

Rented 

Nol'ltleast 
Midwest 

South 
west 

.Rural 
Suburban 

Urban 

o 100 200 300 40Q 
Rate of household crime vIctimization 
par 1,000 households In 1996 
(See table 4.) . 

Income 

The most noticeable differences in rate 
of victimization for householdS of dif­
ferent income levels were for burglary 
and theft. Households with Incomes 
under $7,500 and those between 

Table 4. Household property crime vlctlinlzatlon, by race, Hispanic origin, 
housellold Income, region. and home ownership of l1ouseholds victimized; 1998 

ctlaractel1st1c Number of . Vldlmlzations per 1,000 hoUSeholds 

:of housahold or . households. . Motor vehicle 
hGad or household 1996 Total Burglary theft Theft 
Race 
· 	White 


Black 

.• 	 Other 

Hispanic origin . 
Hispanic 
Non-Hispanic 

. Household income 
" 	 Less than $7,500 

$7,500-14,999 
$15,000-24,999 ' , 
$25,000 - 34,999 . 
$35,000 ·49.999 
$50,000- 74,999 
$75,000 or more 

Region 

Nol1heast 


· Midwest 

South 

West 

Residence 
· Urban 

St.lbulban 

Rural 


Home ownership 
OWned 
Rented 

86,828.970 259.9 44.3 12.1 203.5 
12,610.740 310.0 69.3 22.2 218.5 
3,257,760 268.4 39.4 16.5 212.5 

8.029,100 328.1 562 24.6 247.3 
94.046.690 261.2 46.4. 12.5 202.3 

9,169.350 282.7 74.5 11.8 196.5 
13,196.430 ·247.5 59.5 11:5 176.5 
15,715,240 . 273.1 45.9 14.1 

< 
213.1 

13,529.800 285.1 47.8 14.5 222.8 
14,894,950 287.6 39.3 16.1 232.1 
12.444,620 284.0 38.1 14.4 . 231.6 
9,471,690 304.6 41.8 . 14.4 248.3 

20.287,590 2152 35.5 12.0 167.8 

24,933.490 249.6 44.4 10.0 195.1 

36.181,470 259.9 51.0 13.2 . 195.7 


. 21,294,940 345.6 65.0 19.6 271.0 


31,501.620 334.5 642 20.3 250.0 
48.322,180 250.5 31.S 12.9 199.8 
22,873,eoo 200.0 . 43.7 5.4 156.9 

66,798.710 233.7. 36.S 10.7 184.1 
35,898,780 327.1 62.6 18.8 245.8 

.. 
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$7.500 aOO,$14,999 were more likely 
to be Victims of household burglary 
than those with household Incomes 
of $15,000 or higher, but less likely 
to be victims of theft. 
AnnulIl household Income 
Less than $7,600 

$7,5IJO.14,999 

$16.000-24,999 

$25,()()0..34,999 


$3S,CJ0()..49,999 


$50,000-74,999 

$75,000 or more 


o 20 40 60 80 " 
Rate of household burtllary 
per 1,000 houlioholds In 1996 
(See table 4.) , 

Annual housahold Income 
Less than Sf,600 

$7,500-14,999 

$16,000-24,999 
S26,tlQOo34,Q99 

$35.Q00.49,999 

$50,000-74,999 


$75,000 Or more 


o 50 100 150200250 
" Rate or household theft 

per 1,000 hOl.l$oholds in 1996 
(See table 4.) " , • 

Reporting to the police 

The percentageot Victimizations that 
were reported to law enforcement 
authorities varied by type of crime and 
victim characteristic. Of all types'of 
victimizations, motor vehicle theft had 
the highest rate of being reported to 
the police - 76%. compared to 35% 
of property crime overall. The victim or 
someone else reported 43% of all vio­
lent crimes to authorities. Thirty-<.>ne " 
percent of the rapes or sexual assaults 
were reported to police. 

Percent of crime 
reported 10 the 
poljce 

"All vic:timlza!lons 36.8% 

VIolent crime 42.80/0 

Rape ISexual assaun 30.7, 

Robbery 53.9 

Assault 41.6 


SllTf>Ie 37.3 

Aggravated 54.6 


Household crime 34.8%' 

Burglary 50.6 

Moror vehicle theft 76.5 

Theft 28.4 


Females were more likely than males. 
characteristic • 
,Vlcilm 

and blacks more likely' than whites, to 
All 42.8% 'reports crime to the police. 

Male 39.0 Victimization trends, 1993-96 
Female 47.& 

White 41.4 While not all year-to--year ohanges 
BIaIJk SOA were statistically significant for the d&­
Hispanic 44.1 tailed victimization categories. thereNon-Hispanic ' 42.5 

Table 5. Rates of criminal victimization and percent change, 1993-98 

VICtImization rates (pet 1.000 peI'8OnS age 12 or older or ' 
e!{ 1,000 households} , ' 

" Percent ehanae 
TvtlG Of Clime 1993 1994 1995 1996 1993-96 1994-96 199f>.96 

Per80nal crimea" ' 52.2 54.1 48.6 43.5 ~16.7· -19.6· -10.3' 
~ of violence 49Jl 51.8 48.6 42.0 -1S.S" -18.9· -9.9" 

CoInpIeted vIoIenoa 
" 

'15.0 15,4 13.8 ,12.4 ,.17.3" -H).5' -10.1· 
A~eatened IIfOIence ' 34.9 '36.4 32.8 '29.6 -15.2· -18.7" -9.S- ' 
RapeISexuaI w;sauIt 2.5 2.1 1.7 1A -44.0" -33.3· -17./3 
~edrape 1.6 1.4 , 1.2 .9 -43.8. -35.7" -26.0" 

Rape 1.0 .7 .7 .4 -60.0' -42.9" -42.9' 
~rape .7, .7 .5 .6 ·28.6 -28.6" , 0 

.8 .5 ' ' Sexual assault .6 .5 -37.5" "16.7 0 
Robbery 6.0 6.3 5.4 \ 5.2 -13.3 -17.5" -3.7 

Colrf)leted'propeltj taken ' 3.8 4.0 3.5 ,3.5 -7.9 ·12.5 0 
WIth Injury " 1.3 1.4 1.0 1.1 -15.4 -21.4 10.0 
Wdhout Injury 2.5 2.6 2.5 2.3 -8.0 -11.5 -8.0 

. Attempted to take prOperty 2.2 2.3 1,,9 , 1.7 42.71 
-26.1 • -10.5 


.Wi\t'llnJulY .4 .6 A A 0 -33:3' 0 


.WithOut Injury 1.8 ".7 ' 1.6 1.4 -22.2 -17.6 -12.5 

Assault 41.4 43.3 39.S 35A -14.5" ~18.2· -10.04' 


Aggravated 12.0 11.9 9.5 6.8 ·26.7'" -26.0' -7.4 
WIth InJury 3.4 . 3.3 2.5 2.4 -29.4' -27.3' -4.0 
Threatened with weapon 8.6 8.6 7.1 6.4 , -25.S" -25.6" -9.9 

Simple 29.4 31.5 29.9, 26.6 -9,5" -16.6'" -11.0· ' 
WIth minor injury 6.1 6,8 6.6 5.7 -6.6 -16.2' v13.S" 
Without Injuty 23.3 24.7 23.3· 20.9 -10.3" ~15.4· , -10.3' 

Pel'$Onai theft' 2.3 2.4 1.9 1.5 -34.8" -37.5' -21.1" 

Property crimes 318.9 3102 290.5 2e6.3 -16.5' -14,2" ,.;.B.3" 
. Householdburglary . 58.2 56.3 49.3 47.2 ~18.9·· -16.2- -4.3 

Completed 472 46.1 41.7 39.5 -16.3' -'4.3' :.0.3 
Fordble entry 18.1 IS.9 15.514.7 . -1S.S" -13.0' -5.2 
Unlawful entry withoUt force 29.1 29.2 26.2 24.8 -14.8" -15.1" -5.3 

Atten';ltedfordbleentry ·10.9 102 7.6 7.7 -29.4" -24.S+ 1.3 
Motor vehiCle theft 19.018.816.913.5 -28.9' -26.2" -20:1· 

Completed 12.4 12.5 11.5 ·9.1 -26.6" -27.2· -20.9" 
Attempted 6.6 6.3 5.5 4.4 -33.3' -30.2" ·20.0' 

Theft 241.7 '235.1 224.3 205.7 -14.9" -12.5" -8,3­
Completed" 230.1 224.3 2,15.3 197.7 . -14.1' -11.9' -82' 
.l8ssthan$50 98.7 93.5 .65.2 73:8-25.2' -21.1' -13.4~ 
~49 76.1 no 76.0 71.8 -IS.7 -6.7" 'ii.S" 
$250 or more 41.641.8 42.1·41.1 -1.2·. -1.7 -2.4" 

Attempted 11.6 10.8 9.0 8,0 -31.0· -25.9" -1,1.1 
Note: Vlatimizatlon rates may differ from those reported prevlOUGly because 1he estimates are now 

based on diua oollooled in each oaIendar year rather than clata about events within a calendar year. 

(See Survey Methodology on page 9,) Completed violent Climes InclUde rape. sexual assault, rob­

bery with or without injury, aggravated assault with injury. and Simple eaaault with minor injury. 

•••Not applicable. ' . 

"l'hedfference Is signifioant at 1he 95% conlldence level. 

""The dIff@r9l1C$ is signilk::e.nt at the 90% confidence lGvel. 

"The victimization survey cannot measure murder because of the inability to queS1lon the victlm. 

blnclucles pook8t picking, purse snatching, and attempted purse snatching not shQwn separately. . 

°looll.Jdes thefts with unknown losses.· , . 
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was a statistically slgnlflcant decline In 
the overall rates between 1993 and 
1996 for violent and property crimes 
(table 5). , ' 

Murderlnonnegligent manslaughter 

The number and rate of murder In all 
. regions Of the United States have de­
clined steadily since' 993. (See the 
bOx on page S.) The characteristics 
Of murder victims have. remained 
relatively stable during that time. 

.Violent crime 

The generaf pattem among violent 
crimes measured by the NCVS was a 
nonsignificant increase in both the 
number and rate of victimization 
between 1993 and 1994 and then a 

.. decline through 1996. While some 
year-to-year changes in victimization 

. rates for violent orime in the aggra­
, gate, for rap'e and sexual assault and. 

assault (both aggravated and simple) 
were not significant. the declines for 

. these crimes over the whole period 

were statistioally significant. 


Personal theft 

Personal theft includes pocket picking 
and attempted and completed purse 
snatohing: .The personal theft rate de­
creased slgnlflcant1y from 1993 to . . 
1996. .',' 

Property crime 

When broken into its co~ponent rates 
of househOld burglary, motor vehicle 
theft, and theft, property crime shows 
a different pattem than violent of­
fenses. There was a slight: steady de­
cline for all property crimes from 1993 
to 1996. However, as was the case 
with violent offenses, not every year­
to-year decrease was significant. 
though the rate in 1996 was signifi­
cantlylowerthan the rate in 1993 for 
each 

. 
type 'of property crime. . 

Characteristics of victims 

The general downward trend.in criml­
nalvlctlmization can be seen across 
demographic characteristics suoh as 
sex, race, and income. Males and 
females. blacks and whites. and those. 
at different Income leveJs experienced 
.slmllarrates of decline for overall vio:­
lent and propertycrfme victimizations 
from 1993 to 1996. . 

· The' one characteristic associated with 
a more rapid decline in victimization '. 

·	was ethnicity. Between 199$ and 
1996 the decrease in the rate of prop­
erty crime was greater for Hispanic 

·households than for non-Hispanic 

househokDt . 


For some segments of the population 
the rate of specific crimes did not 
decline significantly between 1993 and 
1996. For example. blacks dId not 
experience a significant d$crease in 

. the rate of aggravated assault. and '.. 
Hispanics did not experience a decline 
in the rate of robbery, 1993-96. 

Survey methodology' 

Except for homlclde data obtained 
from the FBI'S Uniform Crime Report­
ing program, this report presents data 
from the National Crime Victimization 
Survey (NCVS). The NCVS obtains 
information about crimes from an on­
going, nationally representative sample 
of households In the United States. 
NCVS data inClude both those Inci­
dents reported and those not reported 
to the pollee. In 1996 approximately 
45.400 households and 94,000 people 
age 12 or older were interviewed. For 
the 1996 NCVS data presented here, 
the response rates were 93% of eligi- .. 
ble households and 91 % of eligible . 
individuals. 

Calendar year estimates 

Previous reports in this series have 
presented data on Incidents occurring 
during a given calendar year. Because 
of the B-month retrospectlve nature of 
the survey, ·17 months of InterViews, 
culminating in June of the year folloW­
ing the year being estimated, were 
required to produce these annual 

· estimates. . 

Beginning with this report, annual 
NCVS estimates are based on data 
colleCted in interviews conducted dur­
ing the calendar year being estimated. 
For example. 1996 data represent inci­

· dents reported during Interviews con­
· duoted January through December 
1996. This change is being made to 
expedite reporting of NCVS data. The 

.' 	1993-95 data presented in the tables 
were recalculated to represent the data 
collected during those respeCtIve cal­
endar years~ 

Analyses have compared the victimiza­
tion information collectedin a calendar 
yearto that colleCted about victimiza­
lions experienced in the same calendar 
year. The results of the analyses 
sho~ that the impact of the change on 
annual estimates is small•. For exam-
pie, the violent crime rate for 1995 
based on the old method was 44.5 per 
1.000 persons age 12 or older, com­
pared to 46.6 based on the new 
method..The differences will be 
greater ooring periOds .of'ohanging 
crime rates and less during periods pf 
stable rates. 

. . 
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Computation ofstandard errors 

The comparisons made in this report 

were tested to determine whether the 

observed differences between groups 

or over time were statisticaJly signlfl­
.	cant. Comparisons mentioned in the 
report passed a hypothesis test at the 
.05 level of statistical signifioanpe (or 
the 95% confidence level). This 
means that the estimated diffel"ence 
between comparisons was greater 
than twice the standard erl"OI" of that , 
difference. For compansons that were 
found to be statistically Significant at 
the 90% confidence level. ttl's term' 
somewhat is used. 

Caution should be used ~en comPar- . 
ing estimates not discussed in the text. 
Seemingly large differences may not 
be statistically significant at the 950/0 or 
even the 90% oonfidence level. 

This report and additional data" . 
analyses, and graphs about criminal 
victimization in the United States are 
available on the Intemet at 
httpiJ/www.oiP.usdoj.govlbjs/ 

Data presented in this report may be 
obtained fl"om the National Archive of 
Criminal Justice Data at the Univel"­
sity of Michigan, 1-800-999-0960. 
The arohive may also be accessed ' 
'through the BJS Web Site. When at 
the archive Site, search for data set 
ICPSR 6406. 

calculations were conducted with sta:­
tistical programs developed specifically 
for the NCVS by the U.S. Bureau of 
the Census. lhese programs take into 
account the complex NCVS sample 
design when caJculating generalized 
variance estimates. 

The Bureau of Justice Statistics 

Is the statistical agency of the· 

U.S; Department of Justice. 

Jan M. Chaiken, Ph.D;, is dil"ector. . 


This report continues the BJS Bulle­

tin series of Criminal Victimization. 

BJS Bulletins present the first re­

lease of findings from permanent 

data collection programs such as the 

National Crime Victimization Survey. 


Cheryl Ringel. BJS; wrote this report. 
Marianne Zawitz. BJS StatistiCian. . 
and Michael Maltz. 8JS Fellow, pr<r . 
duced figure 1 and the figure on this 
page. Cathy Maston and Greg War­
chol provided statistica.J review. Tom 
Hester edited and produced the re­

. POrt. Marilyn Marbrook, assisted by 
Jayne Robinson and Yvonne Boston, 
administered final production. 
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The best estimate and range 01 estimates 

Violent vlcllmlUltions 

per 1.(MXl{lQPUIllllon 


: ega 12 or OIQI' 

Pl'Obabinty that the violent' 
v iotim lzation estimate 
ocourred Within the range 

as 
o ----~--~--~--~--~~--------

1973 ' 1979 '989 . 1996 

Note: Because of changes made,to the vidimi2:ation survoy, 

data prior 10 1992 are adjusted to make them comparable 

to data collected un~r the redesigned methodology. 

Source: National Crime Victlml%ation Survey. 1973-96, 

Because the National Crime Vlctimiza~ 
tion Survey (NOVS) relies on a sam­
ple of households, the rates and 
numbers from it are estimates and 
are not exact. 

The figure shows trends In the violent 
victimization rate: each barshowB the 
range within which the true victimiza­
tion rate Is likely to fall for the indj.. 
cated year and the line represents the 
best estimate, the ltIost Iik~ly value for 
the rate In each year which Is the pub­
lished number. There is a greater 
likelihood that the true r;ite will fall 
near the best estImate, and the bars 
. reflect that likelihood: the darker the 
bar segment the greater the 
likelihood. 

The difference between two estimates 
is considered sIgnificant when their 
range bars qo not overlap. The Preci:' . 

. sion in the estimate depends almost 
entirely on the sample size. For more 
explanation of this graph see the 
forthcoming BJS TechniCal Report. 
Displaying VIolent Crime Trends Using 
Estimates from the National Crime 
VictimiZation Survey. NCJ 167881. 
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(102) 324-3691 	 SA TUBDAY, OCTOBER 4, 1997 

9 A.M. EASTERN TIME 

The Federal Bureau ofInvestigation' announced today that serious reported crime in 

the United States declined 3 percent in 1996, the fifth consecutive annual reduction, 

Violent crime dropped 6 percent and property crime was. down 2 percent from 1995 

levels, the FBI said in releasing ~nal Uniform Crime Reponing (UCR) Program statistics for last 

year. " 

.For violent crimes, the re~uctions in 1996 from 1995 totals were murder. 9 percent; 

forcible rape, 2percent~ robbery, 7 percen~ and aggravated assault, 6 percent. 

For property crimes, the reductions were burglary. 4 perce'Qt; larceny-theft, 1 

percent; motor,vehicle theft, 5 percent; and arson, 3 percent 

In 1996. the South had 40 percent of reported serious crime; the West, 24 percent; 

the Midwest, 21 percent; and the Nonheast, 15 percent Crime was down 8 percent in the West, 7 

percent in the Northeast, 1 percent in the Midwest; it.was up 1 percent in the South, 

Serious crime dropped 5 percent last year in the Nation's 64 largest cities-those 

with populations of250,OOO or more-and violent crime was down 7 percent. 

The 1996 total ofnearly 13.5 million serious crimes is 7 percent below 1992 

figures. The number ofviolent crimes in 1996 was 13 percent below the 1992 level and was tJ:e 



lowest tow. since 1989 but remained 13 percent above the 1987 level. The number of rapes was 

the )owest since 1989 and the number ofburglaries the lowest in more than 20 years. 

The UCR is based on reports submitted by more than 16,000 city, county, and state 

law enforcement agencies. The 1996 data are published in Crime in the United States. the FBI's 

annual report which was released today. 

Highlights from the 1996 edition include: 

Crime Volume 

--- The 1996.Crime Index total ofapproximately 13.5 million offenses represents a 

3-percent decline from the 1995 total. Five- and 1 O-year comp~risons show the 1996 national total· 

has dropped 7 percent since 1992 and is virtually the same as in 1987. 

Crime Rate 

---The Crime Index rate of5,079 offenses per 100,000 United States inhabitants 

was 4 percent lower than the 1995 rate. The 1996 rate was the lowest since 1984~ it was 10 

percent below the 1992 late; and 8 percent lower than the 1987 figure. __ : 

---Regionally, the Crime Index rate in the South was 5,727 offenses per 100,000 

inhabitants; 5,528 in the West; 4,664 in the Midwest; and 3,899 in the Northeast. All regions 

reported rate declines from 1995 levels. 

--- The Nation's Metropolitan Statistical Areas (MSAs) also experienced a decrease 

in the Crime Index rate-5.512 reported offenses per 100,000 popUlation in 1996, compar~d with 

5,761 in 1995. 
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Violent Crime· 

_•• The number ofviolent crimes reponed to the Nation's law enforcement agencies 

during 1996 was the lowest total recorded since 1989. The rate of634 v'iolent crimes fo~ every 

100,000 inhabitants was the lowest since 1987. 

--All individual violent crimes showed declines in volume and rate from. 1995 to 

1996. 

---Data collected in 1996 on weapons used in connection with murder, robbery, and 

aggravated assault show that personal weapons (hands, fists, feet) were used in 30 percent of the 

offenses and that firearms were used in 29 percent. 

Property,Cri,me 

---The estimated property crime total-l 1.8 million offenses-was down 2 percent 

from the 1995 total. 

---The property crime rate was 4,445 offenses per 100,000 population, 3 percent 

lower than the 1995 figure. 

---All property crime categories declined in volume and rate. 

:.-.The dollar value ofproperty stolen in connection with P!operty crimes in 1996 

was estimated at more than $15 billion-an average loss per offense ofSl ,274. 

Hate Crime . 

·-·Crime in the United States 1996 includes data on bias crimes, i.e., criminal 

offenses committed against persons, property, or society motivated by the offender's bias against a 

race, religion, ethnic/national origin group, or sexual-orientation group. 

3 




nrThe UCR Program began collecting hate crime data in 1992. That year, 6,181 

law enforcement agencies Covering 129.2 million U.S. inhabitantS participated. In 1996, ] 1,355 

agencies covering 223.7 million ofthe population reported to the Program. 

---Crimes against pe~ons comprised 69 percent ofthe 10,702 offenses reported. 

Among the crimes against persons, intimidation accounted for approximately 56 percent; simple 

I 

assault and aggravated assault accounted for approximately 24 percent and 20 percent, 

respectively; murder and rape each accounted for less than I percent. 

---Of all offenses reported, 6,768 were motivated by racial bias; 1,497 by religious 

. ' 

bias; 1,258 by sexual-orientation bias; and 1.179 by ethnic ,bias. 

Crime Clearance!l 

---Law enforcement agencies nationwide recorded a 22-percent Crime Index 

clearance rate in 1996. The clearance rate· for violent crimes was 47 percent; for property crimes, 

18 percent. 

---Among the Crime Index offenses, the clearance rate was highest for murder, 67 

percent, and lowest for burglary and motor vehicle theft, 14 percent each. 

--Offenses involving only juvenile offenders (under 18y~s ofage) accounted for 

21 percent of the Crime Index offenses cleared; 13 percent of the violent crime clearances; and 23 

percent of the property crime clearances. 

Arrests 

---Excluding traffic violations, law enforcement agencies made an estimated 15.2 

million arrests for all criminal infractions in 1996, an increase of 1 percent over the previous year's 

figure. The highest arrest counts were for larceny-theft, drug abuse vioJations, and driving under 
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the influence, each at 1.5 million. Arrests for simple assaults followed at 1.3 million. Relating the 

number ofarrests to the total U.S. population, the rate was 5,838 arrests per 100,000 population. 

---For the 2-yearperiod 1995-1996, juvenile arrests rose 3 percent while adult 

arrests showed virtually no change. Violent crime arrests ofjuveniles decreased 6 percent and 

those ofadults, 3 percent. 

--~OfaU persons arrested in 1996, 45 percent were under the age of 25, 79 percent 

were male, and 67 percent were white. 

--Females andjuveniles were most often arrested for the offense of larceny-theft. 

Males were most often arrested for drug abuse violations and driving under the influence. 

Murder 

---The murder c.ountfor 1996 totaled 19,645, 9 percent lower than the 1995 total 

and 17 percent lower than the nlJIIlber reported in 1992. The murdenate was 7.4 offenses per 

100,000 inhabitants. 

---Based on supplemental data received for 15,848 ofthe reported murders, 77 

percent of murder victims in 1996 were males and 87 percent were persons 18 years or older. The 

percentage of white and black murder victims was equal at 49 percent. 

.~--Data based on a 'total of 18.1 08 murder offenders show that 90 percent of the 

assailants were male, and 86 percent were 18 years ofage or older. Fifty-two percent ofthe 

offenders were black and 45 percent were white. 

---Over 50 percent ofmurder victims knew their assailants. Among all female 

murder victims in 1996, 30 percent were slain by husbands or boyfriends, while 3 percent of the 

male victims were 'slain by wives or girlfriends. 
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---Arguments led to 31 percent of the murders, and 19 percent resulted from 

felonious activities such as robbery,arson, and other crimes. 

---As in previous years, fireanns were the weapons used in approximately 7 out of 

every 10 murders reported. 

Fottible Rape 

---The total of95,769 forcible rapes reported to law enforcement during 1996 was 

the lowest total since 1989. The 1996 count was 2 percent lower than in 1995. 

. ---In the Uniform Crime Reporting Program, the victims offorcible rape are always 

female. In 1996, an estimated 71 of every 100,000 females in the country were reported rape 

victiins, a rate that is 1 percent lower than the 1995 rate. 

Robbery. 

---The 1996 estimated robbery total was 537,050 or 202 robberies per 100,000 

population nationwide. Robberies declined 7 percent in 1996 as compared to 1995 levels . 

. ---Monetary loss attributed to property stolen in connection with this offense was 

estimated at nearly $500 million. Bank robberies resulted in the highest average loss, $4,207 per· 

offense; gas station robberies the lowest, $487. 

-..:-Robberies on streets or highways accounted for 51 percent of the offenses in this 

category. 

---In 1996, robberies committed with firearms accounted for 41 percent of the totaL 

Robberies committed with the use of strong-arm tactics accounted for 39 percent. 

Aggravated Assault 

-·Over 1 million aggravated assaults were reported to law enforcement in 1996, 

down 6 percent from the 1995 total. 
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-~-Thirty-four percent of aggravated assaults in 1996 were committed with blunt 

. objects or other dangerous weapons. Personal weapons such as hands, fists, and feet were used in 

26 percent of reported incidents; firearms in 22 percent; and knives or cutting instruments in 18 

percent 

Burglary 

---The estimated total of2.5 million burglaries in 1996 represented the lowest 

figure in more than 20 years. 

--- As in previous years, residences were the target of 2 ofevery 3 burglaries. 

Sixty-six percent ofall burglaries involved forcible entry. and 51 percent occurred during daylight 

hours. The average loss for residential offenses was $1,350. 

Larceny-theft 

---Larceny-theft, with an estimated total of7.9 million offenses, comprised 67 

percent of the property crime total for the year. ( 

---The total dollar loss to victims nationwide was over $4 billion during 1996. The 

average value of property stolen was $532 per incident. 

---Thefts of motor vehicle parts, accessories, and contents made ~p the largest 

portion of reported larcenies-·36 percent. 

Motor Vehicle Theft 

~-"A lower number of motor vehicles were reported stolen last year than in any year 

since 1987-under 1.4 million. From the 1995 number, the decrease in both the Nation and in 

cities was 5 percent. 

---The estimated average val ue ofstolen motor vehicles at the time of theft was 

$5,372 per vehicle. The estimated total value ofvehic1es stolen nationwide was nearly $7.5 billion. 

7 
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Arson 

--A total of 88,887 arson offenseS was reported in 1996 . 

. ---As in previous years, structures were the most frequent targets of arsonists in 

1996-48 percent ofthe reported incidents. Residential property was involved'in 59 percent ofthe 

structural arsons during the year; 40 percent ofthe arsons were directed at single-family dwellings. 

---In 199.6, the monetary value ofproperty damaged due to reported arsons averaged 

$10.280 per offense. 

---Of the arsons cleared by law enforcement during 1996, 4S percent involved only 

people under the age of 18, a higher percentage ofjuvenile involvement than for any other Index 

cnme. 

Law Enforcement Employees 

---A total of 13,025 city, county. and state police agencies submitting Uniform 

Crime Reporting data reported collectively employing 595,l70 officers and 234,668 civilians in 

1996. Reporting agencies provided law enforcement services to nearly 249 million U.S. 

inhabitants. 

---The average rate of2.4 full-time officers for every 1,000 inhabitants across the 

country was unchanged from the 1995 rate. 

---Geographically, the highest rate of sworn officers to population was recorded in 

the Northeastern States, with 2.8 officers per 1,000 inhabitants. 

Select 1996 Unirorm Crime Reporting data will be available on the FBI's 
Worl~ Wide Web site at bttp:/!www.fbi.gov .. 
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Please note: all results are shown aspercentages unless otherwise stated.I 	 _ 

50 Male 
50 Female 

[109] 

1. Would you please tell me your age? 

12 and under.•..............•.•• : .......... . 
13................................................. 17 

TERMINATE [137] 

14 ...................... ,......................... 
15 ................................ ,............... 
16 .............. :................................. 
17 ..................~.............................. 
18 : ............................. :.................. 

16 
16 
18 
17 
16 

CONTINUe 

1.9 and. over................................ . TERMINATE 

Not sure...................... : ............. . 


2. 	 Generally speaking, are you happy or unhappy with the way things are gOing for. you personally these . 
days? . . 

Generally happy ........ , ............... .. 81 [138] 

Generally unhappy .................... .. 10 

Not sure ...................... · .............. . 3 


3. 	 Which ONE or TWO of the following do you feElI are the hardest things about being a teenager today? . 
(ACCEPT UP TO TWO RESPONSES.) 

THISTABt.E HAS BEEN RAM<EO BY THE HIGHEST PERCENTAGE 

Academic pressure to get good grades ..........:........ 38 [139] 

Not having enough time to rela',x and just have fun.. 34 > 
Getting your parents to listen to you and 
understand you ......... ................................ ............... 19 

Fear of violence ....................................................... 17 
Problems of fitting in socially and being.accepted 
for who you are ............... ~... ............... ...................... 16 

Pressures to get involved w:th drugs or alcohoL..... 13 

All equally hard (VOL) ........................... ~................ " 2 

None/other (VOL) ............. : ....... ~.............................. 3 

Not sure ................................................................ .. 
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. 	 . . .. '. . 
4a. How easy do you feel it is for you to flt in socially with the other. students at your school and be accepted for 

who you artr-very easy, pretty easy, not that easy,or not easy at all? 

Vet'{easy............................... , ..... . 33 . [140] 

. Pretty easy .................................. . 50 

Not that ea$y ... u .....~.................. .. 12. 

Nat easy at all. ........................... . 4, 


Not sure .................................... . 1 


4b. .	Would you say that the studel"lts at your schaal are generally accepting of kids who are different from them 
and that they do their best to get along with all differentkinds of kids. or would you say that students at your 
sc.hool are· not generally acx::epting of kids. who. are different from them and that· they make kids who are 
different feel excluded? 	 . .. 

Generally accepting of kids who are different ..••...... SO [1411 
Generally not accepting of kids who are different .. .. 44 
Not sure ......................................................... i ....... .. 6 

5.. 	 I'm going to mention some different ways that people your age might spend their time. For each one I 
mentlon, please tell. me how important that activity is in your life-very important. fairly .important, just 
somewhat important, or not that important . 

THIS TASLE HAS BEEN RANKED BY THE PERCENTAGE WHO SAY VERY OR FAIRLY IMPORTANT 

Just 
Very Fairly Somewhat Not That Neit 

Imj20rtant Imli!ortant Imli!ortant Iml20rtant . Sure 

Hanging out with friends .......................... , ... 62' 20 13 5 [143] 

Ustenlng to music ............ , .......................... 47 23 15 15 [142] 

PartiCipating in extracurricular and after-
school activities ...•••.. ; ............ ; ........... : ....... 42 25 18 15 [147] 

Reading ..... ~ ...................~............ : .............. 36 25 21 1a [145] 

Using the Internet. e-mail. and instant 
messaging ........................ : ......................... 19 24­ 16 41 [149] , 

Going to the movies ; ............. : ................... 18 23 21 37 1 , (146) 

Watching television ....... " ........................... 11 21 20 48 (1441 

Playing video games ................... ; ............. 6 11 12 71 [148] 

6.· 	 Vllhen you think about the kind ofperoonyou are and how you think about things, what would you say are 
the most Important Influences in your life? 

(PROBE;) Are there any other influences that art). important to the kind of person you are and how you 
think about things'? [150-156J 

Parents, motl'ler and father 38% 

Friends 27 
Family 16 

Teacher. teac.hElTS 9 

School. school activities 9 
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7; 	 I am going to read you a list of some different people and things that may.or may not influence you and the 
way you live your life. Please rate each one using a· ten-point scale. on which a ten means that it affects 
you and the way you live your life a great deal and a one means that it does not affect you and the way you 
. live your life at all.· You may use any number from one to ten, 

THIS TABLE HAS BEEN RANKED. BY THE PERCENTAGE!MiO SAYAFFECTS ME A GREAT DEAL(RA TING OF "9- OR «1(,., 

Affects Me A Does Not 
Great Deal Affect Me At 

All Cannot 
9-10 7-8 5·6 ~ 

Your parents .; ....•..• : .............................. ~ ................... ~...... .. 73 12 a 1 (161-162] . 
Your friends: .................................................................... . 45 30 15 10 (165-166) 
Churches and religious organizations .. , .......................... . 42 ' 17 16 25 [157-158] 
Your teachers ; ................................................................. « 27 32 . 23 18 [169~170] . 
The music you listen to............~.................... ; ....~.............. 16 19 32 33 [163-164] 
The things you see and read on the Intemet..~............... .. 8 S 21 83· 2 [171-172] 
The movies and television programs you watch .............. . 6 14 27 52 1 (159-160] 
The video games you play., .... : ........................................ . 3 3 B 8S 1 . [167-1681 

Sa. 	 How much would you say you personally worry about being the victim of violence-is being the victim of 
violence something you worry about a lot. a fair amount, Just somewhat, or n~t that much at all? 

Worry a lot................................................. 16 [1"73] 

Worry a fair amount ................................... 14 

Worry jU$t somewhat ...................... ..... ...... 24 

Donat worrY that much a(all ... ;~................ 46 

Not sure .................................................. ; •. 


8b. 	 Have you. yourself, been a victim of violence? <IF "NO," ASK:) Has anyone else in your household been 
the victim of violence? 

Respondent was victim ........................................... ; 18 [1741 

Someone else inhoUsehold was victim ................... 9 

No victims in household ....................... ~................... 71 


.. Not sure ....................................... :.......................... ·2. 


9. 	. I'm going to read you some different ideas. that people have mentioned as possible causes of violence and 
violent behavior amohg young people today. r-or each Item I mention, please tell me how big a role you 
think it plays in causing violence and violent behavior among young peopie---a very big role. afair1y big role, 
a small role, or not much of a role at all. 

THIS TABLE HAS SEEN RANKED BY THE PERCENTAGE WHO SAY VEf{Y BIG ROLE 

A Vec;-r eig 
B.2.!.f! 

A Fairly Big 
Role· 

A Small 
Role 

Not Much Of 
A Role At All 

Not 
. Sure 

Parents not paying enough attention to what's 
. going on in their children·s.lives ......................... 70 24 3 2 [2101 

The widespread availability of guns and other 
weapons ...................... ; ...................................... 61 21 8 10 1208) 

The poor example set by adults when they 
resort to violence ................................................ 57 28 9 4 2 [175J 

The lack of positive adult role models in the 
lives of young people ......................................... S;,j 26 9 a 1 [180] 
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Q: 9. (C()nt'd) AVery Big A Fairly Big . ASmaH Not'Mud'l Of . Not 
Role .B9.!! Role· A Role At All Sure 

Social pressures that make some young 
people feel excluded and rejected by their 
peers ................................................. : ................ 50 33 11 5 1 

The high rate of divorce and the breakup· of 
families .......................... _ ................................... 40 33 17 9 1 

The declining role of religion in our society ........ 36 25 18 18 1 


The amount of violence that people see on the 
news everY day ........ ~................ , ........................ 30 29 22 16 1 

Movies and television programs that portray 
violence and violent behavior ......... ; .................. 19 28 27 25 1 

Music lyrics with offensive. violent; or anti­
socIal themes ..................................................... ·28 25 27{9

Video games that depict violence and make 
violence seem like fun .............. : ........................ 16 21 ·29 33 

10. Some adultS in innuential positions, such as elected officlals and news commentators, have blamed the 
. entertainment world. such as the music and movie industries. for the: problem of youth violence. When you 
hear adultsblaming music and movies. for the problem of youth violence. do you feel that these adults are 

. making a good point about how music and movies affed teenagers. or do you think that these adults are 
just making scapegoats outof music and themevies instead of dealing with the real causes? 

Making a good point iilbolJt hoW music and movies 
affect teenagers .......................... .......... ..... ........ ............. 20 [213] 
Making scapegoats out of music and the movieS ........... . 71 

Some of both (VOL) ...... ...... ................................ ..... ..... . 7 

Not sure ~ ........ , .. : ........... ; .............................. ;................ 2 


11. Now I'm going to read you a statement and then ask for your reaction. "Adults today don't give teenagers 
. enough credit for being able to make the rigN decisions and stay out of lroubl.e." Do you strongly agree, . 

somewhat agree; somewhat disagree. or strort]iy disagree wiU, this statement? 

Strongly agree ....................... ~.... 43 {214] 

Somewhat agree ....... ;................. 39 

Somewhat disagree ......... ........... 11 

Strongly disagree ........................ . G 


Not slJre ............ ..... ............... .... . 1 . 


@005 


[211) 

[212J 

[178] 

[177] 

(1761 

[179] 

[209]· 
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12. 	 On average, about how many hours during the week, including both w~kdays and weekends. do you 
spend listening to music, either at.home, in the car. or somewhere els~le6S than ten hourS or more than· 
ten hours? 	 .... 

(IF LESS THAN 10 HOURS, ASK:) Is thsl.less than one hour, one to two tiour$, three to five hours. or six 
to ten hours? .. 

(IF MORE THAN 10 HOURS. ASK:) Is that eleven to twenty hours. twenty-one to twenty.tive hours. or 
more tMn twenty-five hours? 	 . 

.	Less than 1 hour ....:..;~ ............•.. ~ 

1 to 2 hours..•...•...•.•••: ................ . 

3 to 5 hours ................................ . 


. 610 10 hours ........................... : ... 

11 to 20 hours ............................ . 

21 to 2S hours ............................ . 

More than 25 hours ...................... . 


Not sure ... ; ..... : ......... , ............... . 


1.3a. 	 I am gOing to read you some reasons why people might listen to music, and for each one, I would like you 
to tell me how often you listen 10 mU$ic for that reason. How often do you liste" to music -very often . .fairly 
often. once in a while. or not that often? 

THIS TABLE HAS BEEN RANKED BY THE PeRCENTAGE ~o SAY VERY O~N 

Very Fair1y Once InA Not That . Not 
~ . Often While Often ~ 

To relax and relieve stress ................................. 42 26 20 11 1 <[217] 


To party and have fun.;, .............. ~... , ................. .34 28 20 18 	 [216] 


To express feelings you have inside ................. '24 21 19 35 . [218] 


13b. 	 Do you feel that the music you listen to on CDs or the radio has a positive influence on your life, a negative 
influence on your life, or not much of an influence on your lifeeilher way? . 

Positive· Influence •...•.••..; .................................... ~....... 31 [219] 

Negative influence ....................................... , ......... .. 4 

Not much of an influence either way.: .................... .. 63 

Not sure .............................. ; .................................. ~ 2 


14. 	 Which one of the following statements comes closer to the way you feel about songs with offensive, violent. 
or antl-social them~s? 

Statement A: Music that porlraysoffensive, violent, and anti-social themes is an important cause of violent 
behavior among young people today. because this type of music encourages young people to act in violent 
and anti-social ways when they wouldn't otherwise do so. . 

. Statement B: Music that portrays offensive. violent. and anti-social themes is popular with some young 
people because it expresses ideas and feelings that they already have - but the music Itself doesn·t cause 
violent behavior or make young people more Ul(ely to act violently than they would otherwise be. 

statement Alcause of violent behavior ................... .. [220] 

Statement Bldoesn' cause violent behavior ............ . 
 G\ 
Depends (VOL) .................................................... .. 4 

Not sure ........... ; ..................................................... . 2 
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15. 	 VVhlch one or two of the followingwculd you. $iilY are the most important things that adults should be doing 
right now to help reduce the problem 'of violence among young people? (ACCEPT UP TO TWO 
RESPONSES.) 

" '", 

THIS TABLE HAS SIiEN RANKSO BY THE HIGHEST PERCENTAGE 

Get parents more involv~d in the lives of their.children .... ~ ...•.•.........• ; ........ . 38 (2211 

Restrict the availability of guns and do more to keep guns out of the > 
hands of young people .... , ........................ ~....... : .................. ~........................ . 31 
Educate young people more about how to reSolve conflicts without 
resorting to violence.;.....••.••; ..... ::.;; .."" ......................... : .............................. . 26 
Make themselves. more P9Sitive role mod~ls by their own conduct ............ . . 18 
stop the production and sale of music that portrays violence and 
expresses anti-social attitudes ................................ ~... : ............................... . ;3 


All (VOL)' .......................................................................... ~ ........................ . 5 

None/other (VOL) ...................................................................................... .. 1 

Not sure ......................~....... ; ... ~................................................................. . 2 


16. 	 Are there any other important things that adl.ilts could do to help reduce the problem of violence among 
young people? . . 

(PROBE:) What suggestions do you have for how adults could help reduce the problem of violence among 
young people? {222.2281 . . 

Pay more attention/support/more invoivedJbe there f'Drthem 	 25% 

Talk toth.e kids, keep lines of communication open 11. 'l;i \, . 

9 ..~, 
9 ( ';~ 

.Knc;>w what they are doing/supervise/monitor klds . 
Listen to what they say. care about what 'they.nave to say 

'" . Be a role model, set a positive. example 6 

Don·t let kids have guns, keep guns away from kids 5 

.Watch forslgnsisad/angry/depressedJhave mental problems, get help 4 r) 

Teach them violence Is not the answElr/teach the con$equenoes 	 4
-Dor1'lknow.noresPonse------·· ~<-----~---~------------29%-· 
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fACTUALS: These last few questions.sre for· statistical purposes only. 

F1. 	 lMiich of the following types of music do you usually listen to? (ACCEPT AS MANY RESPONSES AS 
APPLY.) 

. THIS TABLE HAS BEEN, RANKED BY 
THE HIGHEST PERCENTAGE:. 

Raplhip.hop .~••;............................ 50 (229-1 . 

. R&B ........... ;~ ................ ;.............. 48 230] . 

AlternatiVe rock,.......................... .37 > 

Pop/dance .............................. ; ••:. . 29 

Hard rocklheavy metaL............ :. 22 

Classic.rock ............... ~................. 21 

Jazz·and Blues ........................... 20 

Easy IisteninQltop 40................... 19 

Country ................. ~.... ................. 17 

·Classical ..................................... 15 

ElectronicJIndustliaL.................... 11 


. latin............................................. 8. 

Other (VOL) ........................ ;..... . 6 

Not sure .................................... 4 


F2~ 	 Are you currently in school? .elF "YES." ASK:) Wnat gn-de or year of school are you currentl~ in? 

In school'-7th grade or lower :.................................. 13 {231) 

. In school-8th grade ................................................. 14 


In school-9th grade ...................................................... 17 

In school-10th grade ............................ ,.. ................. 1 S 

In scl'iool-11 th grade .•: .......... ,............... ................... . 17 

In school-12th grade ........................ ; ...................... · 11 

In schooI-CollegeltechnicaVvocatlorialschool ....... ; 4 

Not in school .............. · ................................. : .... : .... ;... 5 

.Not surelrefused ... :................................................. 3 


F3~ . Do you regular1y use the Intemet or other on-line computer information services. either'at home, at a job. or 
at school? .. 

Yes, regularly use the Internet/on-Une services ....... . 57 [2321 
No, do not regulany use the Intemet/on-line 
Services... i .................................; ....·.......................... 40 


Not sure ........................................ ; ......... : .... ;.......... . 3 


. '. 	 . 
F4a.· 	 Do you currently live with both of your parents, oneot your parents, or someone else? 

Wve with both parentli ............... .. 55 .. [233] 

WI/e with one parent. .................. . 36 . 

. Live with someone else .............. . 5 


Not surelrefused ... ; .................. . 4 


. . . 

F4b. .. Are your parentS currently married to each other. or not? 


Yes, parents married .................. ·56 [234] 

No, parents not maniad .............. 39 

Not sure/refusee ....................... 5 




~009 

.. 
• 

.. 	 PETER 0; HART RESEARCH ASSOCIATES. INC . Study #5492-:-page 8 
AMERICAN VIEWPOINT. . RIM Youth Survey 

, April' 1999 

F5. 	 Haw would you describe the area in which you live-a large city,a medium to small city. a suburb near a 
city. iii small town thatis not near a dty. or a furalor country area? " 

Large city ................ :., ................. . 

Medium to small city .............. ; .. .. 


. Suburb. near a city ...................... . 

Small town not near a city ......... .. 

Rural/country area ..................... :' 

. Not sure ................................... . 


F6~ 	 Are you frama Hispanic or Spanish-speaking background? 
black, ASian, or something else? . ' 

Hispanic ...................................... 

Whlte ......................... ~.............. :.. 

Black .... ;...................................... 

Asian........................................... 

Other ...................................... ~.... 

. Not sure/refused ............... ~....... 


15. .[235J. 
32 

20 

18 	. 
10 

5 


(IF uNO," ASK:) What is your race - white. 

· 	 13' "[236] 
65 
15 
1 
3 
3 

AREA 

Northeast .......................................... ,.................. Z2 
South .............................................. ;~..................... . 35 
,Midwest. ...... : ....... ~•••••_....................................~..... 24 
We.st................................................................ ; ...: 19 
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'years; 'a' new Justice Pepartment i, th d I I . consumption. . '.'It' '~tudy has'found that the most impor· report.s '. at ocument.~ c,ose re a·, ',- Mr, Johnson's optnions',was dlsput. ; 
tant reason for the decline may be tlonshlp between the !Jlcre~e·1n ed by Robert .Sllberlng.· the Special . 

.~.'. 'the 'wanlng of the cr~ck cticiUne epi· crack In the 1980:s and'. the r,se' In Narcotics ProSecutor for New. York 
" " 'violent.crlme. The studies.havealso Clty~who said he believed that the, 

--,BY' 'FOX adrrERl"iELD 

. -At a tim~when many politicianS' 
and' law-enforcement officials ani 
saylng.their innovative police tactics 

. are responsible for the sharp drop in 
homicl'de' mtes over the past five. 

.The Justice Department rePort, . commissioned by Attorney General· 
-:--....A JanefReqo.·ac~nowledgesthai 1m· .The' w·ors·t.o''f.the·.; 
~	 . proved police work; along with long· . U er prison sentences and Improved '. . . .\ . . .. ' 

'1"f"'I. emergency. mediCal care•. have all , crack,epidemic :,
"""'contributed to the .lower homicide, .' / 

I U rate. But the report'suggests thatthe 'seemsto be over. .. 
, . clOse link between crack and homi· " . ' ,'. 

clde may be a fundamental dynamic 
, r 0 that explains why' homicide rates. . 

have declined not only In cities like ' found'a striking drop In craCk' use, you smoke crack.' It gets to your
+oJ' , New York. which.havelnstitutedag·partlcuia.:ly among,young people. be- braiD very fast. and your judgment Is . 

'.'."""';'" 'gresslve police strategies; but also In . glnn~ aboutlD89. which nia~ help greatly flawed and you.easUy· be­
\",,! c:ltiesllke Los Angeles. where the '. account. for',the decline In violent . come paranoid." .... , . 
<U ' police have, beendeinoraliZ~d or crime since 1992. '<'I :.When combined with·the advent of 

' ..-:A have, not adopted new methods. . A new study of 142 cltles.byEflc·' .new, more powerful handguns; he. 
~, . "What we found is that there was a·: Baumer of the State University . ofs1ltd, "It Is eaSy to see how h~micide . 

.,'.' ',....c I very strong statistical .cOrrelation 
. ~ . between changes In crack use In the.; ~.1. \criminal' population and homiCide 

rates," said Jeremy TravJs. director 
'of the National InstituIe.ofJustice, It, the resear$ arm of .the Justice .De­

\&01 partment.' ,
~.' The study tracked homicide rates" 
'"'" and crack use In six 'cities from 1987 

,-vJ to 1993. using data on drug use ob­
~ ' .. talned from the, Justice Depart~ 

ment~s program to test newly arrest· ·.. 
, ".' .. (1) . ed criminals for narcotics when they . 

'.. ,...,.--f ..' aretlrolight to JI:\iL. .: 
V "In -rIve of the'six study communi- " 

.'. ~ ·tles," ··the, r.eport' found, "hOmicide , '." U rates'track quite cloSely wlth,cocalne 

responsl61eforUi;;kOp iii ~l~~ ..'Mr. Johnson '881d ponce'criCk-' 
rates In cities across the nation. '~I downs on drugs In cities like New 
think It Is '8 combination of factors. York had clearly had an Impact on 
from crack gOing doWn to communi •. crack. but he said ~e ·effect was. 
ty poilclng to demographics." Mr. more on how crack was m~keted. " 
B own said; '. . .' 'closlng:down so-called open air drug 

r . '. ',' markets than' on the drug's actual 
.The study Is one of several recent " ..' ", 

New York' at Albany and Richard \ -and crack are linked.". > : 

.Rose~feld of_the Urilversltyof .Mls- ", But Alfred Blumsteln •.a crlminolo­
·sourl at St.· Louls..for example,found, gist atCamegle Mellon ~niverslty,
that '''the emergence and proltfera-said the connection· between crack 

,tion of crack. cocaine Is.re'sponsible,.' and homlcidecould'be linked to the 
at'least in part. for the In<;rease In way 'crack createc;; n~w . markets., . 
.violent cririle,'~ especla)ly,robberles; Crack was Ii new. cheap drug that' 
in the 1980's: .. ' '/ ,'; was outside the controi:ofthe older. 
, "If these findings are correct," the 

,auffiors wrote. "they may ·help to 
explain the recent decline In violent, 
crime, ,including 'robbery rates,.ob-' 
served In many U.S. cities" because 
of the 'e~bing of the crack ,epidemic. 

"The ·early."and ; pronounced, de., 
cline In' crime 'rates for New York 
City, widely attributed, to enforce· 

. • ~ . use, levels 'among, the' adult male" ment 'measures, Is also1consistent
d' .arrestee' .,oplilatlon.'r'· The report., with New York being among the first 

.'~. 	 said that when homiCide rates Iri- Cities where crack appeared and •. In - way the drug was ~ld. Because' 
creased, In them.ld-lDsO·SWltJ:t, the ". ,tum, plateaued,:'th~,authors wrote.' crqck has an ,In~ense high t~at !~sts . 

.~ A" advent· of the 'crack epldemlc:.~4'co- .' Another study; by Andrew Golub only abouUO mmutes, he said. you 
. .,... <caine-test positive rates general,ly In~ "and Bruce Johnson. of the nonprofit 'ha:re lots ofusets who are In urgent 
~ ·:ci'eased. Similarly. when homicide National Developmel'!l and Researchneeci. of It, and this creates a demand 

, ,:.rates declined; cocalrie-test positive Institutes In New .. York. found. a .fOr lots of selle~s, "'t~o sell It ch~aply . c:= rates,also generally de~llried.",· . steep decrease'.lncraCk useambng' In small quantlues., He added•. This. 
~ - . The. repot1 did not' ·address. the young ,people. being sent to' j all In generates lots of, compe~tlon and 
~ question of why crack use might. places: like Manhattan. Washington _,greater levels of ~~.
0. drive homicide rates, but expel'ts . and, Detroit. starting ·lnthe . late . 

have .suggested tftat It might be ,the : 1980·s. In .Manhattan. the rate of de-O pharmacological properties of the tected. crack .. use among juveniles 
~ :drug,. which creates a brief. Intense , admitted. to jail dropped to 22 per. '.

,1""\ " blgb. often with feelings of paranoia" i. cent 1n;1996 from 70 percent In 1988. , 
.......... ,.oftbewaycrack.!l!a'Y"e.<i anewtype . In Washington. that rate declined to\ 

" .... ,' of. drug market, brmgmgin larg~'lOpercent In 1996 from 30 percent In 

num, ber~ of younger dE!al~rs WhP. ,~•.1989. In Detroit. iUell to 5 per.cent In,: gan armmg themselves With sel,lll,au, '. 1.996 from 45 percent In 1987. ." 
. tomatic handguns. :. One reaSon this decrease iri crack 
. The study, which'wasrequested by" use by yOung peopieis significant. 
Attorney General Reno to try to ~- .. criminologists say, Is: that it was a 

'.-;;.:-:-- derst~d what has.led to th~drop m,doubllng of the rate of homicides by' 
~ homiCide, rates since 1992,. is :~o be .juveniles.that produced,much of'the' 

, . ~ rel.easednext month, The cIties .th.at Inc~ase' Inviole~t crime In the !..='t'... were selected were· those tha~ . 1980's. The homicide rate for:adults 
".,-& . s~owed the cle.arest patterns i~ hom·. 24 and older has actua,ly beel,l
.f-t' - iClde,.trends. ,~cluding ·De~rolt ~d shi1nklng since 1981.. _ . , 


·Ie) .r:-: ' Washmgton ,as well as Indl~apolls. . Mr. Johnson said he belie~ed that 

'. -.;, N where ~rackuse an~ homiCide ,rates . yoUng people s~0l>pedsmoklngcrack 

........ 0:: have r~sen sharply m the 1990 s, an ."~ th,atthe ~tah~ards .of thtl,street . 
~, t.x:l ,exceptlQn to the natlon,aIgeCllnes.. . SUDcultUre'Changed.'." .He.exp,l$ed, . 
JIIA. ~ . ,Some.. have· criticized the nev.:·"~Iri 1985 In New York,lt·was coOlto 

· WIt', 0 study, saylnglts ~amp!~ of cities WilS'gef;tnto crack,. It was,whenHhere
j i !J.E--< ·too small.and did not mclude some was lots of money to be made.andl 

. U " l~rge cities like New Yorl'. The other easy to get Into business, and the 
.!::; 0·· .clties In the stu~y were Atlanta. New . consequences' weren't ,'yet 'too' I 
"., .;:...-' Or~ans and Miami. ' , harsh ... · . . . .:' 

· ~ ~ '~~ri;:~~~rif~s~~r!~~n~~g!~~:; :ch:::~j~orl~~~n::e~~il~~~\:~~ 
~ . ':2:' , !alled to ,take ~to account the loss,o,f, son Said. The crucial factor was what . 
~'.O Jobs.)ncreasmg. Income ,ineqUality .. they had Wltnessed.:with ,their own· 
.-.., ..~. and,growlng racial segregation that, eyes:. the ravages of crack on their: 

<: ,caused,. decay In cities and ·made... ' . ' , I 

~ them'more-susceptlbleto the "cont~· familles. and fnends, "'t~om they no~ ,
l";' gl!)n of crack. guns' and gangs ... ·· looked. down on as crackheads.. 


~'ItwaSnotdemoncrack"byltself Cr~ck suddenlyw~ no longer cool. 

that'spawned the upsurge Inyiolence ' ! ~dtlteoO;dmerOkees.tcarba.1cISkhedfewUSeers contln· 


"dismantling 'of violent drug gangs" 
In New York by his office and the 

.' pollce'had made Ii big dlffereqce In 
"both crack use and In making :the 
: • streets safer. '. .

." i Ohthe ISsue of. why crack use 

. leads to murder, DaVid MUsto, a pro- .. · 
fessor of chUdpsychlatry and the 

history of med.lclne .'at the Yale 

School of Medicine, said: "There Is a· 


: strong pharmactiloglcal:effect. When· 


established dealers/he said. ·"You 
had a lot of-kidsrecrulted to sell it:~· 
he·said .... and when they got recrui!· 
ed; ,the~armed themselv~s; and then 
the.lr friends gOlguns, too, to protect 

' themse!ves,"settlng 0,.ff an' a(ms 
race on the stree.ts.... .' '. '. i. 

Professor Rosenfeld, of the . Um· 
. verslty of MiSsouri. said the link w~ 
··a combln~tlon of the pharmacologl-' 
c~l properties of crack and , the' new . 

'j 

' 
' 

~ . .. ' . ~ ~..~: 	 . 
:g ~,':, ;.,
Ii \ :. ,. - p> 

1:": '.'. . . ~ :a . '.'.: . 
", .! . ",:' - ~ 

... 

. I: V·' 'f ~ ,'Y'•it· . : :,:' g;, 
I: . ; ;. " . 

' . i ;'.. . :. . 0,' 
~... • !D 

,". . . 
",':' ,:', ". <D 

.C 	 .! P> .',i tu··l
. is ::':',g; . 

. 31: ~ .; 'i ,: .• . ~ 
0 w CI •. ":. P> . 

,Q ':Q •. ; . ::'. ti;
>-' ,~ . ~' ", . " 

:;:; ~. ~..: f~ 
.'.. _ 8· ·iI 	 ..' ;.,
"C '15 i ,:: P>':Ii -" • - .': .'.1\1 

~. II .:: gj . ~ 

Is:.:i a. , , ',. " ~, 
.. 8. '.' ..~. 
..., "C . t:(..'.,.. .i~,,~. . ,,',,g ~ j, <' :o· . ~'i 
CJ' ',g - ',......,P> ~ , 


.3: ,(,) :: . :. i' ;... "0 


CI) ~ .. . .!D . ~,
.c c' " . % ' 
..., :E....= :- ~~-p".,' t~' ~.'
"C' ."ij 'i: .. M .~' 
C~'~ III j i .•;' . .t;n~,' 
=0' *:~ I • : .':". a; -.~_ 

In the 1980's. lie said, ., .'. .' , r youn~er.. ~ ,3, : • . i.' ;... _ 
Lee Brown. the former Police'. people started usillg It,' deprlv~ng ".' ro , '. '." ,!D ~ 

" 	 CommiSSioner of New York who is ~r~ckof n~w ,re~rults. ~r., J~hnson. :a::: """'. >. _ (0" fj 
now a candidate.for Mayor.oi·HOlls-. said, In thl~'way. th~ epidemic was . 0 'CI)~' i ... ~ . . P> ~~., 
ton..commentlngon the study's find. ' reve,rsed.. S 'en 'c .. M ..g­

", r~:i:~th:n~~~~e1a~t;a~Ii~~r!: ' . , ~ . 'f5 ~. ~. .1. 	 ;.' i 
'i . 0"" 	 U $' J: .... c 
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. . 	 . f_. ' , 
· -.. .....,Ulr-- ; Last week, thf!,1uitice Depa'rtmentrenewed itsJantilrust .~crulinY()f the shall, give disclosing partY"'re~n- '..... 
~. ,n~,lion's largest ~oftware m'anufactu~er. It asked al'ed~ral, judge to order the' ablE! notice. prior to such disclosure 


, . <l.), Microsoft Corpqratlon to stop forCing makerso{' per~onal computers to. 'and an opportunity to contest such an 

.' ,include its fYiternet browser: sOftwa,e .in every machine they, sell, T~e . order,,: . ,,' '.", 


'. .·J\ttorney 'General. /anet Ren9. said .thec0"!1pany had violated its 1995 . 

'.~ ,'agreement riot .to tie the licensing Of one Of it~,prOdiJcts, like itsubiquilous . , M .". , ' 

rJl operating system; to another. like the browsersofiwa're that allows custom- I '. icrosoft s ~osl~lon
C . ers to find their way-around the World Wide, Web,· . '. ~ ',. ';'., "Micro,soWs' non-dlsclosure 

· " " Microsoft andi~s riveR the' Netscape, Commw'zications Corporation. . agreements are no different than ,,' 

· ~ ":hich ma~es the widely used t:tetscape:Navigator, have been engaged in a anyone else's\ln the software indus­
· ~ 'fierce battle for market share In the browser market, . , , try and numerous other industries. 


(1) 	 ,A day after its announcement that it would seek a $1 million-a~day fine "The standard nori-disclosure 
. against Microsoft for. civil contempt, the· Justice' D,epartment released .' agreement used by Noveli, for exam­

,,;.C hu~dreds Of pages of'supporting evidence, H,ere, in point-cour;terpoint format; . pie.'Includes ,a similar provision re­
.. I:+-" are excerpts from that evidence and,l'1icrosoft's position on thoseex~erpts;: • quirlngtompanies' to give'Novell 

,.....,..--4 as prepqr:edby .Mark Mim:?-y, a company~pokesman: '.. '," 'prompt notice' wh~n they recei~e a 
';. " ~ ; .' " -"Under' terms of its; Windows' legal or governmental request to dis~ 

.... license agreement, ~ th~y have be~ri close.I~formation. Sun ,Microsys-' 
, . cO'. .IS'SUE. . explained tome by Micro~oft repre-' t~m~ s_ hcens~ ~greeme~t, mCI~de~ a 

. '," .' . . ',' :.. .' sentatives. Micron is .~equired to sl~lIa:, provlslo~ req~lfIng . ~nQr 
· (t): .: Microsoft IS accused of ~reat-preinstall.the curren~ version of~i_~otl~e "befo~e,.~lsc\osmg co~flden~ 

_, '\ ,enmg computer m~ufactur~rs ,who, '. crosoft's Internet, browser. pro~uct tlal informatIOn under a.l~gal or gov­

.....", ' delete the desktop, Icon for Micro-, ... on every personal computer ,on ,ernme'ltal reQlIest. '. '. " 
t:: ,soft's browser, which is called Inter- which it preinstalls Windows 95. ;... :"~ompa"ies throughou~ the soft­

· (J) ,net E>e.plorer.:, . "In the summer of 1996, in the ware'mdustry use th7se'.~mds~f., 
.....,..--4' courseof,negbtiations-in connection agre,ements to ~rote~t their conII-,
'-', Jus~ice Dept. Evidence .' . with ithe seventh amendment of the. dentlal busmess mformation and, m- , . 

• ~ Th '0" 17 1997 d ' i f \ Windows license ag'reement c'... I. tellectual. p,ro!>~rty ..;. ·the. software:: 
t-..... e ct., ,eposlt on 0 '". .' . .' . . code that we ,spend years creatmg 
;00"'" Stephen A Decker director ofScft- . asked a Microsoft representative . Th 'th'" " d' I' . 


rT"" ware proc~rement 'for Compaq,dur- ',whether MiCron cou,ld< under the' 1- ere IS no. 109 m our non.:_J~o-_ 
 i 

~ ing which' Justice Department law-, . terms .of .the agreement and f?r r~a~ .'.' sure agree':l~l!ts }hat prevents .any ,,' 

J'J_\ yers ask d h1mi w y h C a ' . " , . one from glvmg information .'. " to the . 
h d sons Similar to·those underlymg ItSe ompaq . 	 . ',., f' ,

" ·\I,;wl:irited to remove'thelnternet'.Ex- earlierOinterest indelet~ng)ntern,et ~overnment as pa~t o any ~nqUlry, 

.~ , 'plorer icon from '-the' desktops 'of its .•Explore!- fq)m, Windows~~, delete an~j ,!"e have repeatedly adVised the 

G, Presario computers:," icons for online services,... , '. 'Justice D~partment, Inwntmg, that 
..:.r' , ." ." As with the removal of Internet we do not mterpret our license agree~ 


. '~At/thetitne~we had a' i~lation- / 'Exillo"rer,the ~icr()sott rept;esenta- ' ments i as requiring anyone to im}'

· '+,.j ship with Netscape and we had been . tive informed· me that deletin2"the ,vid,e notice ~o Microsoft· before dis~, . 

~, shippmg their product for a while. .' icons would not be:allowed,", . ," C\o~ing . information, to ttie, Justice .

,,0 '. And tqerefore Netscape was actuaJly. ' . . '., ~ .... ;. Department.:.' . 


, : rJl' the browser partner and we want~d Microsoft s Pos,tlon. . '.". ' . 

.. 0 to give. that positio~ on the Compaq .~'Microsoft has never restricted 
 ..' .' 'ISSUE . , . ,Presano desktop. , .' ',' , .. 'f 

'~ , . '~When (Microsoft,found out any computer manufacturer rom, Competitive br~wser software 

".\ ab'out .It,", they sent a' letter. to.', u's·~hipping Netscape Navigator or any '. . 'f' ' h
\WI . '" ,', . may represent a slgm Icant treat to

.~", telling us, you k90w, they would ter- other competitor' soHy.rare.Many 'Microsoft'sbread-arid-butter"prod;. 
. ,computer manufactu'rers sell, ma- .. , . 

· minate our agreement for doing so: ctiines preloadedwith a Windows op- ·.'ud, it~ ope'rating system .. 

, .. ' . I '''I believe that the reason. for, , eratl.'ng' . system .' and . Netscape."'s
~ 

" . Microsoft wanting that was.because 	 'Justice Dept: Evidence . 
• the icon represents' the ease of .use ' browser; so .consumershave free- , .' ., . ' . 


:',~ for the customer : .. with the iCon of doinh? ch09se whicheyer browser ' . Sept.. 19,·' 1997, :deposltion of 

.~ the Intern~t,E"plorer visible and they wantto use, ' '.,' . . James Joseph Von Holle,'~a:teway '" 


, ,.-1'.' aVailable to: the consumer,. they ','''Computer manufacturers are . 2000 executive responsible for soft: . 

'.... would naturally migrate t(>'thatpar~' .not allowed; however, to delete'fea~ ware acquisition and resale ...' ", 


. (L)' 	ticular product. .." . '. ~ 'lure's .from the' Windows operating ' .. Justice Department "lawyers' 

' ..' ' . system, sU,ch as the Internet Explor-' ,; asked Mr: Van Holle about the threat 


S, Mic.rosoft'sP,osltion 'er,icon... '. Constime..-s,tell us they·· .' ,
wimt to know that Windows will work the Netscape Communicator poses to " 

,~. . '~The New York Time~'wouldnot tbesame".rio matter. what. kindo! '. Microsoft's operating 'system. I The, ' . 

1"'1"'1 allow a newsstand 'to tear out its computer they buy: . . Netscape product. theoretically al~ .
cO business section, just because the' "F,ord would-nolallow one of its lows computer users to gain access 

t:". .. ,ne\;Vsstand want~d to sell'morecop-,' dealers',to pull the' factory installed to programs on the.!nternet written' ,
rr iEis of The Wall Street 'JournaL In the engine out ota Mustang, 'and substi- "in :Sun Microsystems's ,Java pro- ' 
.\I,; same way,:computer l!1anufacturers ·,tl.ltea Chevy engine. we're'simply'gramming,language: The ability to 


r"\ .",are free to ship any competitor prod- 'preserving the customer experience' do this' could render.' Micrpsoftsoft-, 
~ , uct they wish, but they:are not al-. ,with, the produ<;t.we've built, "," .' ware irrelevant:. 

. lowed to disable features of our prod­
(J) . ucts. Consumers need to know that' . .; ...., . , , 

, \ . Windows Will-work in a consistent' ISSUE .'~Su~ has ·released· 'a product 

\wi 	 called 'Java!. and there's promise in , . 

• ~' manner no \!latter what kind of coriv ' Justice contends that the terms . this product according to' the devEd­
,,~ , puterthey DUY, .". ...,. 'of Microsoft'S' nondisciosure agree~ ; lopers thatinvould bean application . , 

" rJll.. "'J!ie 1994. consent decre,e ex~ • ment impede the Govenlment:s abil- or an operating-system7ind~penderit, ' 

, ;:j' .pr~s~ly ,stat.:s . that· Microsoft may . :: ityto' gather . evi~ence ,Of. antitrust . environment 

'~ .,conUI)ue to: Jntegrate new :fe~tures violations.' .: "I think' the value to Gateway .. 

..' 	 . . into the operating system 'without . . ,,". " and anyo'n~ in Qurbusiness is,the fact. 

" 	 (J) ,violating the. decree, Internet Ex~ Justice Dept. Evidence 
't""'I plorer is an integrated feature of our . "'.that there would be m.ore' competi~· 
~ . Windows' 95: operating system,. and A· copy of Microsoft's standard tion' in the industrY..... 

·L..:...has been for more than two years.' 'nondisclosure agreement, including , "I believe it would create an ,I 

r. 	'. "Computer manufacturers are, 'the foliowing'language: .... '. ,; 'environment wllerethe competition: 

free to snip' any competitor software' ." would~do'things: It would force lower'
i ,...' 

- including Netscape;s' browser...; . "confid~ntia!' infophationiin- 'pi'ices in the Industry and it would' 

along with Microsoft's Windows ..95' ,. eludes,. without limitation, informa-.' also force, more innovation.', .." 

operating ,system, Major computer tion relating to releaseCl oriinre-, ' 

manufacturers like Compaq and Dell ,leased disclosing party software or . Microsoft's Position . 

nave said they are featuring I!lternet hardware products; the marketing or ".., " " "', 

Explorer on their rt;lachine,s because . promotion of .any disClosing party "As the meteoric rise .,of Net-· 

that's what their. customers waryt.': product, di~closing pagy's business .. ,scapeand 'strong developer interest' 


policies or practices. ;,. ", . 'in the:Java programming language 

,Addition~IEvidence' .I, , "Receiving party shall not dis- .. demonstrate,the softwlue industry 


\ close confidential.· information or 'is the mos~ dynami.c'.'andcom. petitive· 
.' 	 Sw,om . dedara,tion , by. Eric.. " . 'I' . h'''d' .confidential .materia s to' t Ir . par- industryin the world ..... Any comp.a­B.ro,wnirig, ar execut.ive 	 of Micron, . 'f f' ," . .ties or 	 Ive years, .. , ", ' nythat stops innovating will be. over- ' 'ElEktronics Ihc, responsible forne- 'H '.,' 
, . 	 ' owev.er, receiving party may. taken qUIc.kly b'y the pace of competi-. , , ' goti,atinglic,ensing deal.s and install7. d I f'd' I" f' . " , isc ose . con I entla. 10 ormation or . tion: Consulllers are the,big wjnners . 

. . ing softwar~. on l1ew cpmputers: . . c~nfldeniial materials iIi accordance ' as' cotl;lpetition. drives.every compa­
, . 	 wI~h JudiCial, or ot~er g?vernmental ,"ny to deliver better products at lower 

oraer,. provldmg . receIVIng party pfices.~', . ,. . ' ", 
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Violent Crime Falls 7Percent, 
To Lowest Level in Decades 

WASHINGTON, ~uly 18 CAP).­
Violent crime in the United States 
dropped 7 percent last year to its 
lowest level since the Government 
began tracking the figure in 1973, the 
Justice Department said today. 

The one-year decline, to about 8.1 
million nonfatal violent crimes, was 
driven by a small but significant 
drop in aggravated assault rates, a 
Justice Department report said. 

The decline in violent crime in 1998 
continued a downward trend that be­
gan in 1994, said the report, the Na­
tional Crime Victimization Survey. 

"From 1997 to 1998, no significant 
changes in rates of rape or sexual 
assault, robbery or simple assault 
occurred," the report said. Rape and 
sexual assault were the only catego­
ries not to show a decline in 1997. 

Attorney General Janet Reno cited 
several reasons for the decline in 
crime. 

"It's because of more police offi­
cers on the streets, tougher sen­
tences, more prosecutions, better 
prevention programs, a healthy 
economy and a new approach to 
crime'fighting that involves a closer 
working relationship between com­
munities and Federal, state and local 
law enforcement,", Ms. Reno said. 

Republicans have said' they are 
relieved about the decline but warn 
that crime rates remain unaccepta­
bly high. They also have pointed to 
passage of anti-crime legislation 
Since their party took control of'Con­
gress in 1995. 

The Justice Department report 
said that from 1993 to 1998, rates of 
violent crime, which is defined as 
rape or sexual assault, robbery, ag­
gravated assault and simple assault, 
fell 27 percent, to 37 per 1,000 Ameri­
cans age' 12 or older, from 50 per 
1,000. 

"Every major type of crime meas­
ured - rape or sexual assault, rob­
bery, aggravated assault, simple as­
saUlt, burglary, theft and motor vehi­
cle theft - decreased significantly 
between 1993 and 1998," the study 
said. 

The annual report, based on a sur­
vey of American households, ex­
cludes killings because it asks indi­
viduals about their own experiences. 

But the report said preliminary 
figures releaSed separately by the 
Federal Bureau of Investigation 
have shown that the number of homi­
cides dropped about 8 percent from 
1997 to 1998. 

Each year the victimization sur­
vey analyzes data on nonfatal violent 
crimes reported to the police and 
those not reported to the police. In 
1998, about 43,000 households' and 

80,000 p~ople age 12 or older were 
interViewed, the report said. 

Attackers used a weapon in about 
a fourth of violent offenses in 1998. 
About 40 percent of robbery victims 
faced a weapon, as did 9 percent of 
rape or sexual assault victims. Eight 
percent of violent incidents were 
committed by offenders armed with 
a firearm. 

About half of the victims of violent 
crimes knew their assailants, Justice 
officials said. More than 70 percent 
of rape and sexual assault victims 
knew their attackers, and 50 percent 
of aggravated assault victims did. 

"Almost half of all violent victim­
izations and about one-third of all 
property crimes were reported to 
police each year from 1993 to 1998,". 
the survey said. '''Females and 
blacks were more likely to report 
violent crimes than males and 
Whites." 

The survey also revealed a 12 per­
cent drop in property crimes - bur­
glary, motor vehicle theft and house-

A Government 
survey finds a 
significant decline in 
aggravated assaults. 

hold theft - last year, and a 32 
percent decline since 1993. Personal 
thefts, which include pocket picking 
and pu'rse snatching, remained un­
changed. 

Motor vehicle thefts fell 22 percent 
from 1997 to 1998 because of a 20 
percent drop in "completed motor 
vehicle theft" and a 27 percent de­
cline in attempted vehicle theft. 

Violent crimes against blacks fell 
to 42 incidents per 1,000 people from 
49 per 1,000,the report said. Rates 
for Hispanic victims fell to 33 per 
1,000 from 43 per 1,000. 

Blacks still had a marginally high­
er overall violent crime victimiza­
tion rate than whites and significant­
ly higher rates than members' of 
other races last year. 

But blacks and whites did not dif­
fer significantly in the rates of vic­
timization by robbery, simple as­
sault, rape and sexual assault. 
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Barak Gala 
May Benefit 
Mrs. Clinton 
In New York 

By KATHARINE Q. SEELYE 

WASHINGTON, July 18 - Demon­
strating just how 'valuable the plat­
form of the White House can be for a 
Senate candidate, Hillary Rodham 
Clinton helped give a dinner here "It wa~ an excellent meeting," the 
tonight for Ehud Barak, the Prime Mayor said later. ','We talked about 
Minister of Israel, overseeing agala the peace process, as you would ex­
that could only increase the goodwill pect, in some detail. But we also 
toward Mrs. Clinton among Jewish talked about the reduction in crime 
voters. in New York, He was very interested 

President Clinton and his wife in how we brought it about so they 
invited nearly 500 people, twice the could apply some of those same 
number they normally invite for oW- practices in Israel." 
cial dinners, many of them influen- The meeting was apparently initi­
tial in the Jewish community in New ated by offiCials at the Israeli consul­
York, The throng was so large - it ate, who told the Prime Minister, 
was believed to be the biggest sit- "You come to New York, you meet 
down dinner in the Clinton Adminis- the Mayor of New York." 
tration - that they held the banquet Such a hot commodity is Mr. Ba­
in a vast tent on the South Lawn. rak that news of his meeting with the 

As it happens, the First Lady's Mayor was a topic of conversation at 
office is charged with deciding whom the White House tonight 
to invite to such White House func- "Giuliani had an interview today 
tions, and her Senate campaign could with Barak for a half hour and 
not have been far from her thoughts. wouldn't let him go," said David 

Among the guests was Leah Rabin, Steiner, vice chairman of the Nation­
widow of the assassinated Prime al Jewish Democratic 'Council and 
Minister, who In an interview sought past president of the American·Isra· 
to put to rest any concern that some el Political Action Committee. 
Jewish voters might have about Mrs. "So he had his shot, too, tOday, and 
Clinton's statement. that Palestin- this is only fair," he said, gesturing 
ians should, eventually have their, to the ornate White House setting. 
own state, "I don't have any argu- Sylvia Steiner, his wife, said of the 
ment with her," Mrs. Rabin said. "I happy accident that the First Lady 
probably wouldn't have made the and the Senate candidate were one 
statement myself because we feel and the same: "I would say it's a 
that the final declaration of a Pales- plus. It generates a warm feeling. 
tin ian state should be in the frame- ,Everyone's happy to be here." 
work of our agreement. So an official Senator Charles E. Schumer, the 
person in Israel would not have said New York Democrat and something 
it, but in fact the process has already of a mentor to candidate Clinton, 
brought about - it ·feels as if a agreed. "1 think this would have hap­
Palestinian state will be inevitable." pened whether she's running or not," 

The, value of the Barak visit was he said. "But this certainly helps her. 
eVident not only to guests here to- The fact that she's First Lady, the 
night but also to Mayor Rudolph W. fact that this Administration is on 
Giuliani, Mrs. Clinton'S likely Repub- the same wavelength with the new 
lican opponent in the Senate race Israeli ,Administration, it all creates 
who met for 40 minutes this morning an era of good feeling arid good will, 
with the Prime Minister at the Wal- so that's how it helps." 
dorf..Astoria'Hotel in New York. 
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Rape, assault, robberyrate,fellin'98,.i
1, 

By Joyce Howard Price 
THE WASHINGTON TIMES VIOLENT CRIME DECLINES 

The number of vIolent crimes per '1 ,000 personsViolent crimes and property ages 12 or older: ' 
crimes fell in 1998 to their lowest 

45.8' ,levels in 25 years, according to a 1t ': {~j "Justice Department report. 
The Bureau of Justice Statistics' 

Female(BJS) 1998 National Crime Victim­ '" ,lI';';-,' .' I. ~ ",'" '~"h " 'I!I 30 ,_1997 1 
. ization Survey, released late yes­
terday, found that the violent crime 
rate dropped 7 percent last year 
from 1997. , 

The 1998 decline was part of an 
overal1 27 percent drop in violent 
crime rates since 1993. During'~ 
that five-year period, the violent 
crime rate fell from 50 to 37 per~ " 	 1,000 persons ages 12 or older, the 
survey found. Source: Bureau of JuS1ice SlatiS1ic!l, 1998 National Crime Victlmiz.a1lon SUlv..,.~ II 

_38,.3 111998 

, ,The Washington Time. "Although violent crime rates are!. Meanwhile, property crime de­
, _ higher for blacks than for whites,' ~ fit 	 creased 12 percent from 1997 to , " 

and for Hispanics than noil:1998 and by nearly a third (32 per­ by BJS statistician Callie Marie vated assault rates" between 1997 
Hispanics, both blacks and His­cent) from 1993 to 1998. In 1998, Rennison notes that preliminary and 1998. There were ','no signifi­
panics enjoyed drops in violen\~ I­ there were an estimated 217 com­ FBI data also indicate the number cant changes in rates of rape or 

~l 	
victimization rates between 19971pleted or attempted property of homicides in the United States sexual assault, rofibery or simple mid 1998, 	 Icrimes per 1,000 U.S. households. dropped about 8 percent between as~ault" during that period, she . 	 ' ' I

Violent crimes assessed in the 1997 and 1998 and that the murder saId. , '. '.','" "Fo.. blacks, the violent victim-l 
report were rape, sexual assault, rate was down by 9 percent. However, she said that data in­ iZi:\,tion rate fell from 49 to 42 vi\::;.. 
robbery and assault. Property Miss Rennison wrote that the dicate every ml:ijor type of crime timizations per 1,000 blacks, while. ~ r crimes examined were burglary, "overall one-year decline in vio­ measured -'-: rape or sexual as­ rates for Hispanics fell from 43lQ 
theft and motor vehicle theft. lent crime resulted from'a slight sault, robbery, aggravated assault, 33 victimizations per 1,000 His-; 

~ In other good news, the report yet significant decline in aggra- simple assault, burglary, theft and panics:~ Miss Reimison said, Q-,3 ~~~ ~~~Sf~ irg~ 	~~!q8~g ~~~~~ iC~~~Ci- ~g3~ 
~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ <II ~c&. ~ ~ e: 3 ,~~g : g.~. ~ ~ ~ g: ~ ~ :r;-~ :;i ~c&. ~q ; ~~ ~ is g~ ;. fO ~Qg~ ~@~ 
ill~!il§!~f~i::J[~:I~l!;;l~:~!~il~li!il~~1~~I~:i
tir p. "1 ~ 0 fil ~ g, el. S. ~ '" g ~ ~ g :r;-'g,ciQ' "'. o!:!. ~ ~ III ~~. el,::I;!: g ~ ... ~ 0 '< ~ C ~ -. :::!. So fJ fO 3 g 
Q..' nfOS ... ~t=: ... '<~q3 <~ Q;lfOj;lo ~o ~ 1ilf.\>f.\>8'3c~",.gg::l:;<fOaS0tn 
c::r ~~. ~3g' 6'~g~I»'O~S?"'i ~qlii':~:'~fO::I_ ::r~'<a~"1t:.:C:iii'§:f.\>_'0!3::j'n"1·~fO 
~ ~I I~~ :~~,iF~~~~~ iiS~~[g; 9ijSog~iii~~i;iEi§i~S
q::l ~ "1" ~;,:. ~ I I f.\> S-« ~ '" a.6 !'!-(fQ '0 :;'::: :;. ::i'~. n 2'~ (fQ e: ~ fO '0 '" g fO ~.:;r!:!. a
:g' ~.-g, ~:g, g s.;:~.g::l p.~ s,§'~ ~.;;: ~gn;fO lif ~~~ 3 S~~ ~~~ :.~ 3~ e.@.P!.§~'
~ -3 0 So ~- ... fO~fO 	 ~~fOfO cfO::Ifil'O"1 fO 'Of.\>"1",~~~",ofO ~<-~::I 

~ ~~ ~ ~ g i~:~.i~' 	 [~~g' ~~l~ ~~;. i~~ ~ :~~ [~~g ~I~ [~:i 
~ ~iii' sg~ ~~aa~~ 	~~::I~ (fQfm;g~::I g~6fO~ ~SofJ~~'<~~ i3~§
Q. fO ::!; <::1_ g. ~ ~ fO ::I fO 	 ~. n So::l C ~ Q: ~ _. ji;' ~ 0 ~ _~ !:!. (fQ ::: III ::I 0 fO So '" fO ., E ... ~ 

.1» ,......(1Jtn • ~to..rlQ. ;;;J('bfb~ "tj:;J", 'rl_< ::l;:J w(ntn _rlCl1I-t')Q..Cb ... _ '<,0 ... 

, 

motor vehicle theft - decreas~~,
significantly between 1993, aq 
1998. . ' ,., 

Miss Rennison pointed out till 
violent crime victimization d,ej 
c1ined during that five-year per,ilfJ 
"for virtually every demographi 
category considered.", ,l) , 

~'Male and female violent vii::­
timization rates fell 32 percent, 
and black violent victimization! 
rates fell 42 percent:' she wrote;: \ 
, Likewise; there were reducJd' 
,property crime rates across all de-I 

"mographic groups between 19~3! 
and 1998, "Property crimerat~s 
declined 33 percent for white,! 
black, urban and suburban hOUS~-1 
holds:' Miss Rennisonsaid, "', 
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candidates began in 1974 after the paign Fund has several fundamen­ set aside before the primaries, for race, has also opted against takin~
By Laura R. Va!1derkam Watergate scandal. Americans tal problems, according to Ms. these summer/fall 2000 events, matching funds. :

. THE WASHINGTON TIMes 
now have th~ option to check a box Snyder. even though contributions from Critics of public funding say the' 

Texas Gov. George W. Bush on their federal income tax forms First, while the amount the FEC 1999 tax returns have yet to be fig-, declining percentage of taxpayers 

won't take federal matching funds saying they want $3 of their taxes can disperse to candidates rises ured in, Consequently, there's willing to contribute to the fund 

for the 2000 presidential election, used for federal matching funds. with inflation, the check-off box on enough money' for the general shows that Americans do not sup~ 

but funding of other candidates in Most Americans, however, have the tax forms remains constant at election, but.ashortage for the pri- port public funding. Sen, ~itc~ 

the primaries will still be a stretch, decided they want no part of the $3 (It was $1 before 1993), Second, , maries., ,.,', .. , McConnell, Kentucky Republican} 

the Federal Election Commission system, even though checking the .the demand for funds changes ev­ Candidates are eligible for' , has argued that "the vast majority: 

says. box will not increase their taxes or ery election cycle. In 1992, a matching funds for the first $250 of Americans who are fed up with' 


"We've already said there might change their refund. limited field of candidates re­ , of the $1,000 contribution allowed taxes and irresponsible govern.: 

be a shortfall. We're re-crunching In 1980, .28:7 percent of taxpay­ quested less than the budgeted by election law from any,individ- ment spending are in no mood 

our numbers now that Bush isn't ers agreed to make the contribu­ funds. ual. Matching funds are given only pay for anyone's political cam-, 

taking funds," said Sharon Snyder, tion. In 1997, only 12.5 percent In 1996, though, former Sen. to candidates who have raised at paign, and do not support the Pres-: 

deputy press secreta.ry for the checked the box. Since neither the Bob Dole, Kansas Republican, least $5,000 in ea'ch of 20 states. idential Election Campaign Fund." I 

FEC. Democrats nor Republicans are faced an expensive battle for the Candidates accepting matching ,'Ms. Snyder said the FEC didl 


The pre-Bush decision estimate running an incumbent president, Republican nomination. Demand funds, agree to spend, less than focus-group studies in the early: 

is that candidates will receive only these diminishing funds will bare­ was high, and funds due candi­ roughly $40 million during the pri- 1990s to determine why taxpayers, 

32 to 40 cents on the dollar in time ly cover the wide field of candi~ dates at the beginning of the year mary campaign. Candidates' ac~ weren't checking the box, but; 

for the primaries. "They wouldn't dates. weren't dispersed until April 1996. ceptmg matching funds can spend reached no conclusive results. 
 I 

get the bnlance of the money until "Hthe fund runs dry, that's it. No Finally, the 'D:easury requires only $50,000 of their own money. '''It's possible we' have a new' 
2001:' she said, long after the race other 'D:easury funds can be used:' the FEC to give top priority to the Publisher Steve Forbes, who class of taxpayers who didn't expe-: 
has been decided. Ms. Snyder said. nominating conventions and the spent millions from his own funds rience Watergate, and don't wantf 

Public funding for presidential The Presidential Election Cam- general 'election. Funds must be, 'in the 1996 Republican primary public funding:'she said. :' 

DES MOINES, Iowa (AP)- Re- rising threat. Others argue it's a Mr D 1 .'.',' ," ',' ", £' •d'

publican presidential contender . ',' giant market to be exploited. , 

, Mrs. Dole suggested a middld~:z:~:~~ ~~:st~~!~~~et~~~~~:~' "S. ' 0 e, ,urges, more ann al , 
, 

ground, pushing China on hUman 
larger than the $6 billiun approved" " , ' rights and other issues while seek~ 
by Congress last year., ," '., driven down commodity prices. ing to expand trade. , 
, "We need to get this cash tO,them . Althouv/z most sectors o-f the econom" are Sh,e.al.so n~ted that .the economic, "China has 20 percent of the 

now; there are real problems m ag- 0', 'J ' ,:T CriSIS m ASJ8 has driven down de- world's ,popUlation," Mrs, Dole 
riclliture today:' Mrs. Dole·said. humming along jannersare sfrnggling with mand ill that region, said. "On a separate track we carl 

Opening a campaig~ swing, • .' , ,'. • ' .. .,,' , She argued for immediate cash, negot!?te with them to expand QU~
Mrs. Dole became the latest .candi- 'hlStoncally low commodity pnces. .' ' aid for farmers, and said long-term trade., ,
date to focus on a struggling farm ' . ' , ' assistance would come by more , ,In focusing' on farming, Mrs! 
economy that's important in Iowa, , aggressively seeking to, pry open Dole argued she has been the most 
where precinct. caucuses launch' Many farmers worry that a larger' than the funding that was foreign markets. " , specific and has the longest trac~ 
the presidential nominating sea- bumper crop is ,maturing in the. provided last year.because this is "We also should make the whoh! record, including a husband who 
son. ' ' , fields, but the price they will likely 'the second year now that- farmers . Westen'! Hemisphere a free-trade spent more than three decades iq . 

Although most' sectors of the get is less than the cost of produc- have ~eeD hit with low prices;' said zone:' Mrs. Dole said. Congress dealing with farm issues! 
'economy are humming along and ing the commodity., . Mrs. Dole, Who has been both la- There's a big debate in. the Re­ , "I think he'd be a good adviser' 
the stock market is. soaring, farm- "We're going to need another 'bor and transportatiolT secretaries publica!) Party over China policy. on agriculture," Mrs. Dole said I 
ers are struggling with histor,ically supplemental to assist our farm- iri Republican administrations, Social conservatives take a hm;tile "We were out there ,early with OUl' 
low commodity prices.ers. and this is going to have to be Mrs. Dole said a big supply has stance toward China; arguing it's a farm program." 
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Crime is dov,Tl for the seventh all downward trend has to do v.ith 
';JJ rear in a row. That's what the ftnal small cities. In small cities across 
t:: ~99f1 crime 'statistics the FBI re- the nation. there "."ere more ml.!r· 

• _ leased yesterday indicate. But be- ders last year. TIlls was the only 
"t5 hind the happy news is amelange size of city-v,ith a population of 

~ ~ .of conflicting trends and disagree. 10.000 to 24,999-where the mur· 
~ ~ ments about what all of it means. der rate went up. In larger cities 

..... C "There is no one reason for the and suburbs. the trend was all 
If."a. ~ G continued drop in crime" said At- downward. While criminologists 

~~ torne,- General Janet Re'no. "It's a caution about making one year's


• :: c combination of factors. It's more uptick into a trend. the increase­
.•~ ';JJ police officers on the streets about 4 percent-is notable, 
~ .:::: greater partnerships between la"": Alfred Blumstein. a criminolo­

..., '::: enforcement agencies. continued gist at Carnegie-Menon Universi­
,.. '" ~ efforts to keep guns av.ay from ty, said he thinks the most signif­
...",.J ~ c.~nals and a balanced approach ica.nt trend in the 1998 Unifor:n 

~ t~at mcludes prevention. interven- Crune Reports was the drop III . 

,.. 1", lion, punishment and supervision. gun·related homicides. The total 
~ "'" "The falling rate is wonderful number of homicides decreased 
~ ~ news. But we must not become from 18,209 in 1997 to 16.904 in 
L __ " .complacent." 	 1998-a drop of 1.295. The num· 

t:: President Clinton echoed Re- ber of homicides in which a fire­
~, ~ no's warning, saying the decrease arm was used declined from 

~ "shows we can indeed turn the tide 10.729 in 1997 to 9,143 in
o §-. on crime.· But. he added. "even as 1998-a drop of 1.586. 
~ ~ crime falls, we must not let down "The decline in homicides were 

......... our guard. That is why we must re- all accounted for by the decline in 
double our efforts to build on what firearm homicides," said Blum­

~~~. works." ,stein. "I think it is an important 
~ In the field of criminology there observation. I think the variety of 

has been little in the ...lay of hard efforts that have been pursued in 

O 
~ . ?aLa about why crime has dropped recent years to restrict ~ccess to 


C III the 1990s. Two studies this sum- firearms seem to be haYlng some 

~ ~ mer put to rest one theory-that effect." 
~ ~ the decrease in the number of 15- But are those efforts reany re­

~ to, 2.!-y~ar-olds was responsible. ~ponsible? ~~h ~o little research 
00. ~ Even adjusted for that demograph- 10 the area. It IS difficult to reach a 

.~ '\ .... Ie shift in the age group that his- solid conclusion. Pennsylvania 

~ ~ torically commits a dis r1'· State University criminologist 


-...; ate number of offenseS:~~e ~~~ Darrell Steff~nsmeier and Fed~ra!
=~ dropped, said criminologist Ste- B~reau of Prisons res~arch analyst 

~ ven D Le.ntt' of th U' . f Miles D. Harer noted 10 an August 

~ . .... e mverslty 0 .,~ ~ . Chicago. A spirited debate contin- artclcle m the Journal of Research 
~ u~s about whether high incarcer- ,in rime ~nd Delinquency: 
~ atlOn rates in the United States are "The nse and now the sudden 

• ...: responsible. There is a consensus drop in crime rates offers a kind of 
~ however. that the overall doWn: ~aturaJ experiment for investigat­
~ ward trends conceal a more com- Illg the macro forces that shape 
~ crime trends (especially because 
t5 plicated picture. . the trends are somewhat uneven 

"When we say crime is falling. . . . . . 
~ ~ that is nationally," said James Al:m across junsdICtlons.) Because it 
~ 	Fox. Lipman Professor of Criminal ranks a~ one of the most pressing 

Justice at Northeastern Universi- th~o:etlcal and policy issues facing 
ty. "Nationally we are at a 30-year cnnunology / criminal justice t<r 
low. A homicide rate at 6 (per day. the Ia~k of systematic re­
100,000) is as low as 1967. It is not search on c~e trends o~ t~e past 
true that homicides are at a 30- d~cade ?r ~ IS.both surpnsmg and 
year low for all segments of the disaPP')llltmg. 
population in all areas. And in that 

overall crime trend, you miss a lot 

of the action. ~ 


Some of the pieces that get lost 

in the overall downward trend re­

late to the recent teenage shoot· 

ings at schools in towns such as 

Littleton, Colo., or Conyers, Ga. 

'f!1ere are several incongruities . 


. ~trst. these shootings grab head­

lines. A check of statistics reveals 

that juvenile crime is decreasing. 

POSSIbly because of the publicity 

these shootings bring, people say 

they feel less safe in suburbs. The 

1998 figures show that there may 

~e another reason why percep. 

tlons are not matching the overall 

statistics: Youth homicicie rates 

are half of what they were five 

years ago. but mice as high as thev 

were 15y~ars ago. ­
" Then; are other ·anomalies. 

The biggest drops in the '90s 


have been among young black 

males, where the biggest increases 

were during the crack era of the . 

1980s. There has not been much of 

a drop in the .1990s among white 

teenagers in suburban and rural 

areas." Fox said. 


Another aberration in the over­
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Sweeping Them Off Their Feet 

Fabio Muscles His Way Into the Italian American Awards 
By PETER CARLSON 

\f'",hi'!.?TM1 Post SlaJT If'riler 

Fabio, the famous Italian hunk, hung around at 
the 24th~annual National' Italian American 
Foundation awards dinner at the Washington 

Hilton on Saturday night, picking up women: 
Literally. . 
Women {locked to the man whose square jaw, 

long blond mane and muscular chest decorate the 
covers of countless romance novels. They hovered 
around him like bees around a blossom. Occa­
sionaUy, on~ would whisper 'something rn his ear 
and he'd reach over, effortlessly pick her up and cra­

dle her in his arms, smiling broadly, while some­
body snapped a picture. . . 

.MA woman'should feel like a woman. and some­
times you have to do a little ~mething extra :0 
make them feel like . L~man, he ex~1ained. I 
picked up a woman c:me time who. weIghed 300. 
pounds. I keep myself Ul good ~hape. . 

At one point, Rep. Conroe Morella (R-~d.) 
v.'3lked over to Fabio and remarked .that every tune 
she saw him. he ...;as berng mobbed by women. 

"It's hard work: he said, grinning, "but some­
body's got to do it: 

He did not pick up the congresswoni­
an; Nor did she ask to be picked up. 

Fabio wasn't the only famous babe-
magnet at the dinner. President Clinton 
appeared. too. But he did not pick up 
any women, literally or figuratively, per­
haps because he was accompanied by 
his wife. The first lady is pondering a 
run for the Semite next year against 
New York's Italian American Mayor Ru­
dolph Giuliani, who did not attend the 

with 3,000 people. They'd paid $350 a 
plate-the. money gorng to the founda­
tion's college scholarship fund. . 

The women in the crowd were re- \ 
splendent in glorious dresses of every ; 

. conceivable style and color. The men, in i 
contrast, were all attired rn nearly iden- :.,' 
tical black-and-white tuxedos. This:~ 
made the room look a bit like a conven·.'/ 
tion of 1,500 headwaiters and the worn·" 
en who love them. 

. dinner, although he'd been invited. No-MFor those of you in the back: said 
bodv rn the room discussed the race-at 

,least not publicly. 
To the surprise of absolutely no one, 

the president praised Italian Americans: 
"Your work ethic, your family ethic and 
your compassion have made America a 
better place." He also remffided the 

C~"BC anchor Maria Bartiromo, who 
was emceerng the event, MI am not Jack 
Valenti.ft 

Valenti, the Motion Picture Associa· 
tion of America chairman, usually em· 
cees these dinners, but this year Sarti· 
romo got the nod because Valenti was 

crowd of 3,000 that two of the four men --one of the honorees, receiving the foun- " 
who have served as his chief of staff are' 

, Italian Americans-Leon Panetta and 
John Podesta. "And the other two wish 

. ther were: he added, 
The Clintons left before dinner. 

. which might have been a mistake, The 
food ·was fabulous-an antipasto of 

,fresh' mozzarella and prosciutto: a spicy 
seafood cioppino soup and lamb chops 
perched atop Alfredo noodle cake, all of 
it...:ashed dov.ll with good Italian ' ....ines. 

At one point during dinner, actor Ray 
Romano appeared on the room's four 
huge video screens to urge the people to 
boogie dO\\-l1: "You're Italian. Do a 
chicken'dance. Let loose: 

That got a laugt.:but nobody did any 
dancing. chicken or otherwise. They 
couldn't. There was no room. The·Hil-. 
ton's IntemationJI Ballroom. which is 
as big as a football field, was packed 

dation's lifetime achievement award for' :. 
public service. ~!, 

Other awards went to'Massimo Fer- . 
ragamo, the shoe baron; Ronald Zarrel· 
Ia. executive vice president of General J 
Motors Corp.; Patricia Russo. executive 
vice president of Lucent Technologies;' 
Frederic Salerno, senior executive vice . 
president of Bell Atlantic; Frank Stella. 
the foundation's former chairman; and 
Matt LeBlanc. the actor who plays Joey 
Trebbiani on the TV sitcom uFriends.~ . 

Earlier in the day, LeBlanc and his 
Italian American mother were given a 
personal tour of the V{hite House by the 
president. MMy mom was pretty im­
pressed: he said. "I was really floored.·\ 
just shut my mouth and listened to 
him." 

After receiving his a ....-ard. LeBlanc in­
troduced his mother to the crowd. "Ital· 
ian moms are just the best." he said. 

l'\obody disputed him. . 
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THE WHITE HOUSE 

Office of the Press Secretary 
(S<lI!'Diego, Califorpia) 

(Embargoed urttiI6:0Opm, May 16, 1999) 
, ".' 

STATEMENT BY THE PRES'rDENT 

Today, the FBI released pr~liminary ~ata showing that crime fell another 'seven percent in 199~, 
with an eight percent decline in murder and an eleven percent de,Cline in robbery., Crime is now 
down for a remarkable seventh year in a row. More community' police on our streets and fewer 
guns in the hands of criminais have helped make our communities the safest they have Qeen in a ' 
generation. 

But tragic events like the.Littleton shooting remind us that our workis far from done. We in 
Washingto,n have a'responsibility to support law'enforcement officers and pass co~on sense 
gun legislation. We should.start by closing the gun show loophole that allows criminals and 

'juveniles to buy guns at gun shows withou(so much as a background check. In this way, we can 
keep the crime rates coming down. ' 
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