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fter rising from 1.1 million in 2015 to 1.4 the number of victims of rape or sexual assault
Ami]liun in 2018, the number of persons from 2018 to 2019. Based on the National Crime

who were victims of violent crime Victimization Survey (NCVS), the nation’s g
excluding simple assanlt dropped to 1.2 million largest crime survey, the portion of US. residents :
in 2019, This is the first statistically significant age 12 or older who were victims of one or more
decrease in the number of persons who were violent crimes excluding simple assault declined

victims of violent crime excluding simple assault from 0.50% (about 1 in 200 persons) in 2018 to
since 2015, and it corresponds with a decline in 0.44% (about 1 in 230 persons) in 2019, a 12%
decrease (figure 1).

FIGURE 1
Percent of U.5. residents age 12 or older who were victims of violent crime excluding simple assault
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Mote: Estimates include 95% confidence intervals. S2e table 13 for definitions and appendix table 1 for estimates and standard errors.
Estimates for 2006 should not be compared to other years and are excludad from the 1993-2019 figure.

Source: Bureau of Justice Statistics, National Crime Victimization Survey, 1993-2019.

HIGHLIGHTS

m The rate of violent crime excluding simple assault m Based on the 2019 survey, less than half (41%) of
declined 15% from 2018 to 2019, from 8610 7.3 violent victimizations were reported to police.

victimizations per 1,000 persons age 12 or older. ® The percentage of vislent victimizations reported

m Among females, the rate of violent victimization to police was lower for white victims (37%) than
excluding simple assault fell 27% from 2018 for black {489%:) or Hispanic victims (459%).
Lo 2018, u The portion of violent incidents involving black

m There were 880,000 fewer victims of serlous offenders [25%) was 2.3 times the portion
crimes (generally felonies) in 2019 than in 2018, involving black victims (11%), while the portion
a 19% drop. involving Asian offenders (1.0%) was 0.4 times

® From 2018 to 2019, 290 fewer black persons the portion involving Asian victims (2.3%).
and 22% fewer white persons were victims of m The rate of property crime declined 6% from
serious crimes. 2018 (108.2 victimizations per 1,000 househalds)

m The rate of violent victimization in urban areas— to 2019 {1014 per 1,000).
based on the NCVS's new classifications of urban, u The percentage of households that were
suburban, and rural areas—declined 209 from burglarized declined to the lowest level since the

2018to 2019, MCWS was redesigned in 1993, E]S40
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The percentage of households that experienced burglary
(0.82%), which is unlawful or forcible entry or attempted
entry of places in connection with a completed or
attempted theft, was the lowest since the NCWVS was
redesigned in 1993, After peaking in 1994 (2.89%), this
type of crime has generally declined over time, hitting a
new low in 2019 (figure 2).! The burglary prevalence rate
fell 23% from 2018 to 2019,

The NCVS is a self-reported survey administered
annually from January 1 to December 31. Annual NCVS
estimates are based on the number and characteristics

of crimes respondents experienced during the prior &
months, not including the month in which they were
interviewed. Therefore, the 2019 survey covers crimes
experienced from July 1, 2018 to November 30, 2019,
and March 15, 2019 is the middle of the reference period.
Crimes are classified by the vear of the survey and not by
the year of the crime.

NCVS data can be used to produce—

m Prevalence estimates: The number or percentage of
unique persons who were crime victims, or of unigue
households that experienced crime.

» Victimization estimates: The total number of times
that people or households were victimized by crime.
For personal crimes, the number of victimizations
is the number of victims of that crime. Each crime
against a household is counted as having a single
victim—the affected household.

m Incident estimates: The number of specific criminal
acts involving one or more victims.

(See Measurement of crime in the National Crime
Victimization Survey, page 29.)

Un this report, significance is reported at both the 90% and
5% confidence levels. See figures and tables for testing on

specific findings.
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FIGURE 2
Percent of U.5. households who were victims of burglary,
1993-2019
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Mote: Estimates include 35% confidence intervals. Burglary is the unlawful
or forcible entry or attempted entry of places, including a permanant
rasidence, other residenca (eg., a I'r:ltelpn}nm or vacation residence), or
other structure (e, a garage or shed) where there was a complated

or attempted theft. See appendix table 2 for estimates and standard
errors. Estimates for 2006 should not be compared to other years and are
excluded from this figure (see Criminal Victimization, 2007 (NC) 224390,
B1S, Decamnber 2008)).

Source: Bureau of Justice Statistics, National Crime Victimization Survey,
19932019,
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Victimization estimates

Victimizations reflect the total number of times that
people or households were victimized by crime.

From 1993 to 2019, the rate of violent victimization
excluding simple assault declined 75%, from 29.1 to
7.3 victimizations per 1,000 persons age 12 or older

FIGURE 2

Rate of violent victimization excluding simple assault
and rate of violent victimization reported to police,
excluding simple assault, 1993-2019

Rate per 1,000 persons age 12 or older
5

{figure 3).7 (Simple assault is the category of violent 0
victimization captured by the NCVS that is least likely to
be prosecuted as a felony.) Similarly, the rate of violent pa]
victimization reported to police, excluding simple Violent wictimizations, excluding simple assault
assault, declined 77% during this period, from 14.9 to A
3.4 victimizations reported to police per 1,000 persons 15
age 12 or older.
1 -
The rate of violent victimization excluding simple W
assault decreased from 2018 to 2019 5 “W
After increasing 27% from 2015 to 2018 (from 6.8 to 8.6 0= v,m?nt,\llf“?h,m:m?u,mm:“:] p:}lllte,lu::lu:iﬂg flw?'fafu:m, —
ey ’ ’ ' ' 19

victimizations per 1,000 persons age 12 or older), the
rate of violent victimization excluding simple assault
declined 15% in 2019 (to 7.3 per 1,000] (table 1). This
decrease was driven partly by a decline in rape or sexual
assault victimizations, which declined from 2.7 per 1,000
persons age 12 or older in 2018 to 1.7 per 1,000 in 2019,

Nyiolent crime excluding simple assault was called serious violent
crime in NCVE reports prior to Criminal Victimization, 2018,

Mote: Estimates include 95% confidence intervals, See appendix table 3 for
estimates and standard errors. Estimates for 2006 should not be compared
to ather years and are excluded from this figure (see Cimingl Victimization,
2007 [NC) 224390, BIS, Decemnber 2008)).

Source: Bureau of Justice Statistics, Mational Crime Victimization Survey,
1993-2019.

TABLE1
Number and rate of violent victimizations, by type of crime, 2015-2019
2015 2016 _ | 2017 2018 2019
Rate per Rate per Rate per Rate per Rate per
Type of vielent crime Mumber 1,000 Mumber 1,000 Number 1,000 Number 1,000 Murnber 11,0002
Violent crime® 5006620+ 186 5353820 197 5612670 206 6385520 1332 5813410 140
Rape/sexual assault® 431,840 16 a4 1% 393,580 14 734630F 271 459,310 1.7
Fobbery 578,580 21 458810 17 613,640 3 575000 21 534,420 19
Assault 3896200t 14E4 4596600 169 4604850 185 5077790 184 4819680 174
Aggravated assault 816760+ 30 1,040,580 i8 903170 is 1,058,040 38 1019480 7
Simple assault E179.440% 1B 3536020 131 3611680 133 409750 146 3800190 137
Viclent crime exﬁlud'mg
simple assault 1,827,170 0.8 1,797,790 6.6 2,000,590 13 2365770t 846t 203,220 13

Mote: Details may not sum bo totals due to rounding. Vielent-crime categaries include rape or sexual assault, robbery, aggravated assault, and simple

assault, and they include threatened, attempted, and completed acourrences of

those crimes, Year-to-year statistically significant differences may vary

fram those previously reperted. Previoushy, BIS created standard errors and presented testing for statistically significant differences among Mational Crime
Victimization Survey (MCVS) estimates in this table using generalized variance function parameters, while this table uses the Balanced Repeated Replication
miethad. See Methodology for more information on the diferences between these metheds of vanance estimation. See appendix table 5 for standard errors.

*Comparison year.

tDifference with comparison year is significant at the 95% confidence level.

$Difference with comparison year is significant at the 90% confidence leval.

FRate is per 1,000 persons age 12 or older. See appendix table 34 for population numbers.

BEcludes homicide because the NEVS is based on interviews with victims.

Ceee Methodology for details on the measurement of rape or sexual assault in the NOVS.

Aincludes rape or sewual assault, robbery, and aggravated assault; this category was called serious viokent crime prior to Criminal Victimization, 2018,
Source: Bureau of Justice Statistics, National Crime Victimization Survey, 2015-2019.

CRIMINAL VICTIMIZATION, 2019 | SEPTEMBER 2020 3
3502-022
Page 3 of 53
EFTA_00001549

EFTA00156890



From 2018 to 2019, there was no statistically significant
change in the rate of total violent victimization, which
includes simple assault. Based on the 2019 survey, about
65% of total violent victimizations were simple assault,
with the remaining 35% being rape or sexual assault,
robbery, or aggravated assault. There were no statistically
significant changes in the rates of robbery, aggravated
assault, or simple assault from 2018 to 2019.

Rates of property victimization decreased from 2018
to 2019

The 2019 survey found that an estimated 12.8 million
5. households experienced one or more property
victimizations, which include burglaries, residential
trespassing, motor-vehicle thefts, and other thefts
(table 2). After remaining relatively stable from 2017
{108.4 victimizations per 1,000 households) to 2018
(108.2 per 1,000}, the property-crime victimization

TABLE 2
Mumber and rate of property victimizations, by type of crime, 2015-2019
015 2016
Rate Rate
Type of property erime  Murnber lmﬁg Murnber 1,00
Tatal 14611040 11071 15815310 118561
Burglary/trespassing® 2504570 220t 3160450 237t
Burglary* 2020730 1534 2205180 1651
Trespassing 883850 67% 955270 71t
Maotor-vehicle theft 64160 43 618330 446
Other theft® 1,142310 844 12036530 03t

2017 2018 019"

Murmber Ilmﬂ-glﬂe ' Number m!r Mumber %ﬂlﬁtg!r
1334021 10841 13502840+ 1082% 12818000 1014
25381701 2061 16396207 At 2,178,400 17.2
1,6BE R0 1371 1,867,620t 1501 1,464,730 "7
BADIED 691 72000 62 693,670 55
516810 42 534.010 43 495,670 i0
10,285,240 83.5 10,329,210 827 10,143,930 a0.2

Mote: Details may not sum to totals due to rounding. Categories include threatened, attempted, and comipleted crimes. The number of property crimes
should not be compared from 2017, 2018, or 2019 to 2016 or 2015, as the Mational Crime Victimization Survey (NCWS) household weighting adpustment
was updated for 2017 onweard, which decreased the numbser of estimated househelds by about %, Property crime rates are unaffected by this change. See
Methodology for details. Year-to-year statistically significant differences may vary from those previously reparted. Previously, BJS created standard errars
and presented testing for statistically significant ditferences among MCVYS estimates in this table using generalized variance function parameters, while this
table uses the Balanced Repeatad Replication method. See Methodolagy for more information. Ses appendix table & for standard errors.

*Comparison year.

tDifferance with comparison year is significant at the 35% confidence level.
tDifferance with comparison year is significant at the 90% confidence lavel.

FRate is per 1.000 households. See appendix table 35 for number of households.

Bealled househald burglary priar to Criminal Vickimization, 2008, Includes unlawful or forcible entry or attempted entry of places, including a permanent
residence, other residence {e.g., a hotel room arvacation residence], or other structure (2.9.. a garage or shed), but does not include trespassing onland.
neludes anly crimas whare the offender committed or attempted a theft. Estimates differ from those praviously published in the Criminal Victimization,
2118 report because a coding error that affected the generation of those earlier estimates has been corrected.

Dincludes crimes where the offender did not commit or attempt a theft. Dees not include trespassing on land. Estimates differ from those previously
published in the Criminal Victimization, 2018 report because a coding error that affected the generation of those earlier estimates has been cormected.
Zncludes other unlawful taking or attempted unlawful taking of property or cash without personal contact with the victim. Incidents involving theft of
pruper?from within the same household would classify as theft if the offender has a legal right to bein the house (such as a maid, delivery persan, or

guest). |

the offender has no legal right to be in the house, the incident would classify as a burglary.

Source: Bureau of Justice Statistics, National Crime Victimization Survay, 2015-2019.

NCVS methods of variance estimation

For surveys with complex sample designs, such as the
MCVS, several methods can be used to estimate the
magnitude of sampling error associated with an estimate.
In previous reports, BJS has used both generalized
variance function (GVF) parameters and direct-variance
estimation for generating standard errors and testing
statistically significant differences between NCVS
estimates. Compared to GVFs, direct-variance estimation
is generally considered more accurate in approximating
the true variance.

This year's bulletin presents tables 1 and 2 using the
Balanced Repeated Replication (BRR) method, a form of

direct-variance estimation, and continues to present other
victimization and incidence estimates using GVFs (except
for totals in tables 4, 9, 24, and 25 that are also presented
in tables 1 and 2, and statistics in tabla 12 that are based
on the new classification of urban, suburban, and rural
areas). The Taylor Series Linearization {T5L) method,
another form of direct-variance estimation, continues

to be used to generate standard errors for prevalence
estimates. BJS has an active research program on direct-
variance estimation that seeks to improve the quality
and accuracy of MCVS estimates. See Methodolagy for
more details.
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rate declined 6% from 2018 {108.2 per 1,000) to 2019
(101.4 per 1,000). This decline was partly due to a 22%
decrease in burglary (15.0 to 11.7 burglaries per 1,000
households). As with the prevalence of burglary, this was
the lowest observed rate of burglary victimization since
the WCVS was redesigned in 1993,

There were nearly 1.2 million domestic-violence
victimizations

The rate of domestic violence, which includes a subset of
violent victimizations that were committed by intimate
partners or family members, was 4.2 victimizations

per 1,000 persons age 12 or older, based on the 2019
survey (table 3). This was not a statistically significant
change from the rate in 2018 (4.8 per 1,000). There were

TABLE 3
Number and rate of violent victimizations, by selected
characteristics of violent crime, 2018 and 2019

2018 2019*
Selected characteristics of Rate per Rate per
violent crime Mumber 1,000% Mumber 1,000°
Domestic violence® 1,333,050 48 1164540 42
Intimate partrer wiolence® 847,230 3.1 895,060 25

Stranger violenced 2493750 9.1 2254740 31
Viclent crime involving injury 1449530 53 12685680 46
Violent crime involving a

weapon 1329700 48 1,119,060 40

Mote: Details may not sum to totals due to reunding. Viclent-crime
categories include rape or sexwal assault, rebbery, aggravated assault. and
simple assault. They alsa include threatened, attermptad, and complated
occurrences of thoss crimes. Other violent-crime categories in this table,
including domestic viclence and viclent crime involving injury, are not
m utualléextlusiwe from these categories or fram each othar. See appendix
table 7 for standard errars.
*Comparison year.
FRate is tper 1,000 persons age 12 or older. S2e appendix table 34 for
Eupulatiu::n numbers,

Includes the subset of viclent victimizations that were committed by
intimata partners or family members.
“includes the subset of domestic-violence victimizations that were
comimitted by intimate partners, which include current or former spousas,
boylriends. or girlfriends.
Aincludes the subset of viclent victimizations that were committed by
sameone unknown to the victim
Source: Burzau of Justice Statistics, Mational Crime Victimization Survey,
2018 and 20149.

CRIMINAL VICTIMIZATION, 2019 | SEPTEMBER 2020

also no statistically significant changes in the rates of
intimate-partner violence, stranger violence, violent
crime involving injury, and violent crime involving a
weapon, from 2018 to 2019,

The rate of completed violent victimization
decreased from 2018 to 2019

The NCVS measures completed, attempted, and
threatened vielent victimizations experienced by persons
age 12 or older. From 2018 to 2019, the rate of completed
violent victimizations decreased from 6.9 victimizations
per 1,000 persons to 5.5 per 1,000 (table 4). There was no
statistically significant change in the rate of attempted or
threatened vielent victimization from 2018 to 2019,

TAELE 4
Rate of completed, attempted, and threatened violent
victimizations, 2015-2019

Violent victimizations 215 die 2017 2018 2019
Total? 186 197 206 32 o
Completed a0 b | 56 693 35
Attempted G4 &0 0.6 72 10
Threatened 61t 85 g2 92  BS

Mote: Details may not sum to tatals dus to rounding. Rate is per 1,000
persons age 12 or older. See appendix table 34 for population numbers.
Violent-victimization categories include rape or sexual assault, robbery,
aggravated assault, and simple assault. See appendix table 8 far

standard emors.

*Comparison yaar.

t0ifference with comparison year is significant at the 95%

confidence level.

#Difference with comparison year is significant at the 90%

confidence level.

S5tatistically significant differences for the total victimization rates are
presented using the Balanced Repeated Replication method. Generalized
variance function parameters were used to caleulate statistically significant
differences for the rest of the table.

Source: Bureau of Justice Statistics. National Crime Victimization Survey.
2015-2019.
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The Bureau of Justice Statistics” Mational Crime
Victimization Survey (NCVY5) measures crime reported

and not reported to police. The Uniform Crime Reporting
{UCR) prograrm, administered by the Federal Bureau

of Investigation (FBI), measures only crime recorded

by police.

In 2018, the UCR reported that 3.7 total violent crimes
tincluding murder and non-negligent manslaughter, rape,
robbery, and aggravated assault) per 1,000 residents and
22 0 property crimes (including burglary and
miotor-vehicle theft) per 1,000 residents were known to
law enforcement (table 5). The 2018 NCVS estimated

that 4.3 viclent crimes excluding simple assault per 1,000
persons age 12 or older, and 36.9 property crimes per
1,000 households, were reported to law enforcement. The
2019 NCVS estimated that 3.4 violent crimes excluding
simple assault per 1,000 persons age 12 or older, and

330 property crimes per 1,000 households, were reported
to law enforcement

Because the NCVS and the UCR measure an overlapping,
but not identical, set of offenses and use different
approaches in measuring therm, complete congruity
should not be expected between estimates from these
two sources. Restricting the NCVS to violent crime
reported to police, and excluding simple assault, keeps
the measures as similar as possible. However, significant
methodological and definitional differences remain
between how these violent crimes are measured in the
MCVS and the UCR:

m The UCR includes murder, non-negligent manslaughter,
and commercial crimes (including burglary of
commercial establishments), while the NCWS excludes
those crime types.

® The UCR excludes sexual assault, which the
MNCVS includes

m The UCR property-crime rates are per person, while the
MCWS's are per household. (There were 2.2 persons age
12 or older per household in 2019.) Moreover, because
the number of households may not grow at the same
rate each year as the total population, trend data for
rates of property crimes measured by the two programs
may not be entirely comparable.

32019 UCR data had not been publicly released at the time this
report was published.

Agexnal assault includes a range of victimizations and is separate
from rape or attempted rape. Sexual assanlt includes attacks or
threatened attacks involving unwanted sexual contact between
victim and offender, with or without force; grabbing or fondling;
and verbal threats.

The Uniform Crime Reporting program and the National Crime Victimization
Survey together provide a complementary picture of crime in the U.S.

TABLES
Rates of crime reported to police in the Uniform
Crime Reporting program and in the National Crime
Victimization Survey, 2018 and 2019
Rate per 1,000 persons
2018 UCR rate per 292 120r

Type of crime 1,000 residents? 2018 NCVS 2019 NCVS

Violent crirme excluding

simple assault 389 4.9 338
Murder 004 - -
Rape/sexual assaultd 043 .66 058
Robbary (84 130 .90
fggravated assault 247 132 182

2018 UCR rate per Rate per 1,000 households
1,000 residents®  201BNCVS 2019 NCVS

Property crime 2199 36.89 3300
Burglary*® 376 mm 6.03
Motor-vehicle theft 239 336 a2

Mote: Mational Crime Victimization Sureey (NCVS) and Uniform Crime
Reporting (LCR) program crime rates are calculated differently.

UCH crime rates are normally reported per 100,000 persons but were
recalculated for this report to align with the reparting of NCVS crime
rates. See appendix table 9 for standard errors.

~Mot applicable.

3|ncludes crimes against populations not included in the NCVS: persans
age 11 or younger, persons who are homeless, persons who are
imstitutionalized, and crimes against commercial establishmeants.

BThe NCVS estimate includes sexual assault; the UCR does not. The UCR
astimate is based on its revised definition of rape. See Methodology for
details on the measurement of rape or sexual assault in the NCWS.

CThe UCH defines burglary as forcible entry, unlawful entry where no
force is used, or attempted forcible entry of a structure to commit a
felory or theft. The NCWS defines burglary as the unlawful or forcible
antry or attempted entry of places, including a permanent residence,
other residence [e.q., a hutelpm-:-m or vacation residence), or other
structure (2.q., a garage or shed), where there was a completed or
atternpted theft. NCVS estimates differ from those previeusly published
in the Criminal Victimization, 2018 repart because a coding error that
affected the generation of those earlier estimates has been corrected.
Source: Bureau of Justice Statistics, National Crime Victimization Survey,
2018 and 201% and Federal Bureau of Investigation, Crime in the United
States, 2018, https:fucr.fbi gow/crime-in-the-u s/201 B/crime-in-the-
ws.-2018/opic-pages/tables/table-1.

Continued on next page
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The Uniform Crime Reporting program and the National Crime Victimization
Survey together provide a complementary picture of crime in the U.S.

(continued)

m NCW5 estimates are based on interviews with a
nationally representative sample of persons in LS.
households. UCR estimates are based on counts of
crimes recorded by law enforcement agencies and are
welghted to compensate for incomplete reporting.

® The NCVY5 does not measure crimes against persons
who are homeless or who live in institutions (e.g.,
nursing homes and correctional institutions) or on
military bases. Also, it does not measure crimes against
children age 11 or younger. The UCR measures crimes
against all LS. residents, including crimes against
children age 11 or younger. In some states mandatory

reporting laws require that persons report certain
crimes against youth. Due to these factors, the age
distribution of crimes measured in the UCR differs from
that of the NCVS.

Taken together, these two measures of crime provide

a more comprehensive picture of crime in the U5, For
additional information about the differences between the
MCVS and UCR, see The Mation's Two Crime Measures

(MC) 246832, BIS, September 2014).
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About 2 out of 5 violent victimizations were reported
to police in 2019

The NCWS provides statistics on crimes reported and
not reported to police and on the reasons why a crime
was not reported to police. Victims may not report a
crime for a variety of reasons, including fear of reprisal
or getting the offender in trouble, believing that police
would not or could not do anything to help, and
believing the crime to be a personal issue or too trivial
to report. Reporting to police may occur during or
immediately following a criminal incident or at a later
date. Police may be notified by the victim, a third party
(including witnesses, other victims, household members,
ar other officials, such as school officials or workplace

managers), or police may have been at the scene of the
incident.

Based on the 2019 survey, 41% of violent victimizations
were reported to police, which was not a statistically
significant change from 2018 {43%) (table 6). About a
third {33%) of property victimizations were reported to
police in 2019. There were some statistically significant
changes from 2018 to 2019 by type of crime reported to
police. The percentages of robbery (from 63% to 47%)
and other theft (from 29% to 27%) reported to police
declined during this period, while the percentage of
intimate partner violence reported to police increased,
from 45% to 58%.

TABLE &

Percent and rate of victimizations reported to police, by type of crime, 2018 and 2019

Percent of victimizations reported to police

Type of erime 2018
Violent crimeb 42.6%
Rape/sexual assaults 45

Robbary 6261
Ascault 430
Aggravated assault a5
Simple assault 334
Violent crime excluding simple assaultd 40.5%
Selected characteristics of violent crime
Domestic violence® 47 0%
Intimate partries violencel 4501
Stranger violenced 445
Violent crime involving injury 543
Violent crime involving a weapan a3
Property arime 340%
Burglarytrespassingh 466
Burglary’ 475
Trespassingl 445
Mator-vehicle theft 786
Other theftt 863

Rate of victimizations reported to palice per 1,0008

] b 208 09
40.9% 9% .6
338 o7 08
458 13 ng
404 5 71
521 23 19
379 56 52
45.5% 43 4
52.2% 13 v
58.4 14 15
359 40 33
4535 15 23
524 193 41
325% 691 330
485 09t 83
514 FAE 6.0
422 18 23
745 i4 31
LY A7t N5

Mote: Violent-crime categories include rape or sexual assault, robbery, aggravated assault, and simple assault, and they include threatened, attermpted, and
completed occurrences of those crimes. Other viglent-crime categories in this table, including domestic violence and violent crime involving injury, ars not
mutually exclusive from these categories or from each other. Ses appendix table 10 for standard errors.

"Comparison year.

tDifference with comparison year is significant at the 95% confidence level.
#Difference with comparison year is significant at the 90% confidence leval.

3fates are per 1,000 persons age 12 or older for violent crime reported to police and per 1,000 househaolds for property crime reported to police. See
appendix table 34 for population numbers and appendix table 35 for number of households.

acludes homicide because the Mational Crime Victimization Surwey (NCWS) is based on interviews with victims.
Coes Methodology for details on the measurement of rape or sexual assault in the NCWS.
Qincludes rape or sexual assault, rebbery, and aggravated assault; this category was called serious violent crime prior to Criminal Victimization, 2018
®includes the subset of violent victimizations that were committed by intimate partners or familty members.
Includes the subset of domestic-violence victimizations that were committed by intimate partners, which include current or former spouses, boyfriends,

or girlfriends.

Oimcludes the subsat of violant victimizations that were committed by someona unknown to the victim.

hialled household burglary prior to Crimingl Victimization, 2078, Includes unlawful or forcible entry or attempted entry of places, including a permanent
residence, other residence (e.g., a hotel room or vacation residence), or other structure {e.g., a garage or shed), bat does not include trespassing on land.
ilncludes only crimes where the offender committed ar attempted a theft. Estimates differ from those previously published in the Criminal Victimization,
2018 raport because a coding error that affected the generation of those earlier estimates has bean comacted.

Iincludes crimes where the offender did not commit or attempt a theft. Does not include trespassing on land, Estimates differ from those praviously
Eu blished in the Criminal Victimization, 201 8 report because a coding error that affected the generation of those earlier estimates has been corrected.
i

cludes the taking or attempted unlawiul taking of pro

riy or cash without personal contact with the victim. Incidents involving theft of property

from within the zame household would classify as theft if the offender has a legal right to be in the house {such as a maid, delivery person, or guest). If the
offender has na legal right to be in the house, the incident would classify as a burglary.

Source: Bureau of Justice Statistics, Mational Crime Victimization Survey, 2018 and 2019,
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The rate of unreported violent crime increased from
2015to 2019

From 2018 to 2019, there were no statistically significant
changes in the rate of reported or unreported violent
crime (whether completed, attempted, or threatened)
(table 7). While the rate of total violent crime (whether
completed, attempted, or threatened) reported to police
was 8.6 victimizations reported per 1,000 persons age 12
or older in both 2015 and 2019, the rate of unreported
violent crime increased from 9.5 per 1,000 persons in

Assistance from a victim-service agency was received
for 8% of violent victimizations

Victim-service agencies are public or private
organizations that provide help to victims. Based on the
2019 survey, assistance from a victim-service agency was
received in 8% of violent victimizations (table 8). This
was a decline from the percentage in 2018 (11%). The
percentage of violent victimizations committed by an
intimate partner for which victims received assistance
from a victim-service agency increased from 18% in 2018

2015 to 12.1 per 1,000 in 2019. During this same period, to 26% in 2019,
the rate of both reported (from 2.2 per 1,000 to 3.1 per
1,000} and unreported (from 3.6 per 1,000 to 5.3 per

1,000) threatened crime increased.

TABLE7
Rate of vielent victimization reported and not reported to police, by completed, attempted, and threatened crimes,
2015-2019

Rate of reported crime per 1,000° Rate of unreported crime per 1,000
Violent crime 215 2016 07 2018 019 2015 6 2017 2018 2018%
Total 84 86 9.2 95 85 95t 108 109 12.9 121
Completed i3 5 28 33 25 26 26 14 15 28
Atternpted il 26 29 32 29 33 33 is 3B 40
Threatened 22% EX] 35 34 31 et 49 45 56 53

Mote: Datails may not sum o totals due to rounding and missing data. Violent-crime categories include rape or sexual assault. robbery, aggravated assault,
and simple assault. Each year between 2015 and 2019, whether the crime was reported to police or not was unknown at a rate of 0.3 to 0.5 victimizations
per 1,000 persons age 12 or older. See appendix tabde 11 for standard errors.

*Comparison year.

tDitference with comparison year is significant at tha 95% confidence lavel.

iDitference with comparison year is significant at the 90% confidence level.

¥Rate is per 1,000 persons age 12 or obder. See appendix table 34 for population numbsrs.
Source: Bureau of Justice Statistics, Mational Crime Victimization Survey, 2015-2019.

TAELE 8
Percent of violent victimizations for which victims received
assistance from a victim-service agency, by type of crime, 2018

and 2019

Type of carime 2ms 2019

Vinlent crime? 10.6% f 1.
Violent crime excluding simple assault® 128 10.8
Sinple assault 941 6.0

Intimate partner violence® 1B1% % 26.1%

Vielent crime involving injury 147% 17.0%

Vielent erime involving a weapon 112% 1%

Mote: See appendix table 12 for standard errors.

*Comparison yeaar.

tDifference with comparison year is significant at tha 95% confidence lavel.
3Difference with comparison year is significant at the 90% confidence level.

Alncludes rape or sexual assault, rebbery, aggravated assault, and simple assault.
Includes threatened., attempted, and completed occurrences of those crimes. Excludes
homicide bacause the Mational Crime Victimization Survey is based on interviews

with victims.

Bincludes rape or sexual assault, robbery, and aggravated assault; this category was
called serious violent crime prior to Criminal Vicimization, 2018.

“ncludes the subset of domestic-vinlence victimizations that were committed by
intimate partners, which include current or former spouses, boyfriends, or girlfriends.

Source: Bureau of Justice Statistics, National Crime Victimization Survey, 2018 and 2019,
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Rates of violent victimization decreased across some
demeographic characteristics from 2018 to 2019

From 2018 to 2019, the rate of violent victimization
decreased from 24.7 victimizations per 1,000 white
persons age 12 or older to 21.0 per 1,000 (table 9).
Among Aslans, the rate of violent victimization declined
from 16.2 per 1,000 in 2018 to 7.5 per 1,000 in 2019.
Dwuring this same period, the rate of violent victimization
also decreased for persons ages 25 to 34 (from 31.8 to
25.0 victimizations per 1,000) and ages 35 to 49 from
(25.2 to 19.5 per 1,000). Among divorced persons, the
rate of violent victimization decreased from 39.1 per
L0000 in 2018 to 28.5 per 1,000 in 2019,

Among females, the rate of violent victimization
excluding simple assault decreased from 9.6
victimizations per 1,000 females age 12 or older in 2018
to 7.0 per 1,000 in 2019. From 2018 to 2019, the rate of
violent crime excluding simple assault also decreased for
persons ages 35 to 49 (from 9.8 to 6.7 victimizations per
1,000). For those living in households where income was
less than $25,000 a year, the rate decreased from 19.0 to
14.2 victimizations per 1,000 persons age 12 or older.

In the same period, the rate of violent crime excluding
simple assault for those living in households earning
more than $200,000 a year increased from 3.0 to 7.0

per 1,000,

CRIMIMNAL VICTIMIZATION, 2019 | SEPTEMBER 2020

TABLE 9
Rate of violent victimization, by type of crime and
demographic characteristics of victims, 2018 and 2019

Violent victimization
Total violent mludigg simple
Victim demographic victimization® assault
characteristic 2018 2019* 2018 2019
Total® 132 20 86t 13
S
Male 21 212 15 15
Female 243 208 96T 0
Race/ethnicity
Whita® 473 210 8.2 65
Blackd 04 187 10.0 n
Hispanic 184 213 8.5 102
Asiand 1621 15 56T 14!
Otherde 492 663 205 g
fge
12-17 342 352 101 10
18-24 359 37z 16.3 160
15-34 318% 250 11.3 89
35-49 152% 195 9Bt 67
50-64 183 189 6.4 54
&5 or older &5 &.0 23 149
Marital status
Mever married 335 312 129 18
Married 121 115 41 in
Widow widower 125 0.7 43 449
Divorced EEA R 285 148 107
Separated 582 6.1 20.8 1495
Household income
Less than §25,000 408 7B 19.0 ¢ 142
525,000-545 090 135 19.7 9.3 15
450,000-599 090 185 16.6 47 55
$100,000-5199,999 192 16.2 5.8 39
4200000 or morse 163 18.0 30t 0

Mote: Rates are per 1,000 persons age 12 or alder. Includes threatened,
attempted, and completed occurrences of those crimes. See appendix
table 34 for population numbers and appendix table 13 for standard errors.
*Comparison year.
+Difference with comparison year is significant at the 95% confidence level.
#Difference with comparison year is significant at the 90%
confidence level.
!Interpret estimate with caution. Estimate is based on 10 or fewer sample
cases or coefficient of variation is greater than 50%.
AIncludes rape or sexual assault, rabbery, aggravated assault, and simple
assault. Excludes homicide because the National Crime Victimization
Survey is based on interviews with victims.

Includes rape ar sexual assault, robbery, and aggravated assault: this
category was called serious violent crime prior to Criminal
Victimization, 2018,
Cotatistically significant differencas for the total victimization rates are
presented using the Balanced Repeated Replication method. Generalized
variance function parameters were used to calculate statistically significant
differences for the rast of the table.
dExeludes persons of Hispanic origin (e.g., “white” refers to non-Hispanic
whites and “black” refers to non-Hispanic blacks).
®Includes Mative Hawaiians and Other Pacific Islanders, American Indians
and Alaska Matives, and persons of two or mere races.

Source: Bureau of Justice Statistics, Mational Crime Victimization Survey,
2018 and 2019.

10

3502-022
Page 10 of 53

EFTA_00001556
EFTA00156897



The percentage of violent victimizations reported to
police was higher for females than for males

Based on the 2019 survey, the percentage of violent
victimizations reported to police was higher for females
{46%) than for males (36%) (table 10). This difference
can largely be attributed to reporting of simple assaults,
as the percentages of violent victimizations reported

to police, excluding simple assault, were similar for
females (47%) and males (46%). The percentage of
violent victimizations reported to police was lower

for white persons {37%) than for black persons (49%)
and Hispanics (49%). Among different age groups, the
percentage of violent victimizations reported to police,
excluding simple assault, was lower for persons ages

18 to 24 (36%) than for persons ages 25 to 34 (60%),

50 to 64 (52%), or 65 or older (61%). The percentage

of violent crime reported to police was lower for those
who had never been married (35%) than for married
(45%), divorced (46%), or separated (62%) persons. The
percentage of violent victimizations reported to police,
excluding simple assault, was lowest for those living in
households earning more than $200,000 a year (13%).

CRIMIMNAL VICTIMIZATION, 2019 | SEPTEMBER 2020

L
TABLE 10

Percent and rate of violent victimizations reported to
police, by type of crime and demographic characteristics
of victims, 2019

Violent victimizations
Total violent reported to police,
victimizations excluding simple
reported to police? assaultd
Victim demographic Rate per Rate per
characteristic Parcent  1,000° Percent 1,000
Total 40,9% a6 46.5% 34
Sex
Male* 3570 15 46.4% 15
Fermale 4501 94 466 13
Race/ethnicity
White*t 37.0% 1B 46.9% 30
Black? 497+ 92 521 17
Hispanic 8Bt 104 487 501
Hisian 479 36t 4291 nEt!
Otherbt 398 4t 2731 5.7
Age
12-17 2405 1 BAf 3TA% 41
18-24" 379 14.1 364 5.8
25-34 454 116 60.2 53
35-49 444 aat 431 28t
50-64 91 Bot 5251 20t
65 or older 419 25t 6101 111
Marital status
Mewer married® 346N 109 42.3% 50
Married 4541 52t 408 151
Widow/widower 473 50t 6304 11
Divorced 452t 132 407 53
Separated a7t M6t 600% IS
Household income
Liss than 525,000 41 8% 158t 46.8% 6.6t
§25,000-549,993 447 8B 574% 43t
550,000-500 000" LER| 12 445 24
$100000-5199999  330% 53 411 17
5200,000 or mone 2951 53 1341 0.9t

Mote: Violent-crime categories include rape or sexual assault, robbery,
aggravated assault, and simple assault, and they incude threatenad,
atternpted, and completed occurrences of those crimes. See appendix
table 14 for standard errors.
*Comparison graup.
tDifference with comparison group is significant at the ¥5%
confidence level.
#Difference with comparison group is significant at the 90%
confidence level.
linterpret estimate with caution. Estimate is based on 10 or fewer sample
cases or coefficient of variation is greater than 50%.
2Rates are per 1,000 persons age 12 or older. See appendix table 34 for
Enpulati:ln riumibsers.

Excludes persons of Hispanic origin (e.g., “white” refers to non-Hispanic
whites and “black” refers to non-Hispanic blacks).
“includes Mative Hawaiians and Other Pacific Islanders, American Indians
and Alaska Matives, and persons of two or more races,

Source: Bureau of Justice Statistics, Mational Crime Victimization
Survey, 2019.
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Classification of urban, suburban, and rural areas in the National Crime

Victimization Survey
By Jeffrey H. Anderson, Ph.D»., BJS Director

This year, the Bureau of Justice Statistics (BJS) provides
mew classifications of urban, suburban, and rural areas
for the National Crime Victimization Survey (NCVS), with
the goal of presenting a more accurate picture of where
criminal victimizations occur.

Historically, the NCWS has classified areas as urban,
suburban, o rural based on the following definitions:

m Urban: within a principal city of a Metropolitan
Statistical Area (MSA)

® Suburban: within an MSA but not within a principal city
of the M5A

® Rural: outside of an M5A

These definitions are straightforward, but they suffer from
two main shortcomings:

1. Metropolitan statistical areas are based on entire
counties, and counties almost always contain both rural
and non-rural areas. Yet the NCVS's historical definitions
classify each county as being either entirely rural (if not
part of an M5A) or entirely non-rural (if part of an MSA).

For exarnple, California’s San Bernardino County, which
includes much of the Mojave Desert and covers more than
twice as much land as the state of Maryland, is classified
as containing no rural areas under the NCVWS's historical
definitions. This is because San Bernardino County is part
of the Riverside-5an Bernardino-Ontario M5A, and the
NCWS's historical definitions do not classify any part of an
M5 as being rural. On the other hand, Colorado’s La Plata
County, home of Durango, is classified under the historical
definitions as being entirely rural, because it is not part of
an M5A. This is true even though the Census Bureau says
that, as of 2010, 40% of La Plata County's population lived
in non-rural areas.

Sirnilarly, Casrnalia, Calif. had a 2010 population of 138
people and is surrounded by undeveloped land. Because
it is located within a county {Santa Barbara) that is
designated as an M5A (the Santa Maria-Santa Barbara
MSA), the NCVS's historical definitions classify Casmalia

as suburban. Meanwhile, Bozeman, Mont., with a 2010
population of 37, 280—270 times that of Casmalia—is
classified by the MCWS's historical definitions as rural,
because it is located in a county that is not part of an M5A.

2.The Office of Management and Budget (OMB)
designates principal cities (of which there are anywhere
from 1 to nearly 20 in a given M3A) as being among
“the more significant places in each Metropolitan and
Micropaolitan Statistical Area...in terms of population
and employment.” The principal city designation is not
necessarily indicative of urban status, nor is it intended

to be. Yet the NCVS's historical definitions classify all
principal cities of MSAs as urban, and all other places as
not urban.

As a result, Union City, M., located just across the
Hudson River from Midtown Manhattan, is classified by
the MCWS's historical definitions as suburban, due to its
not being defined as a principal city. Union City had a
2010 population density of 51,918 people per sguare
mile, more than three times the population density of
San Francisco (17,180). Meanwhile, Rome, MUY, which

had a 2010 population density of 451 people per square
mile—Iless than 1% that of Union City—is classified by the
historical definitions as urban. The same is true for Yuma,
Ariz., Hilton Head lsland, 5.C., and Foley, Ala. None of
these had a population density in 2010 that was even 2%
that of Union City, yet all are classified as urban under the
MCWS's historical definitions, while Union City is classified
as suburban.

These are not isolated examples. Weighted housing-unit
density (discussed more below) is essentially a measure

of how closely people live to one ancther. Based on the
2010 Census of Population and Housing and 2013 OMB
principal-city designations, 506 of the 674 principal cities
in the United States (75%) had weighted housing-unit
densities below that of the U.5. as a whole. In other words,
three-guarters of the places classified by the historical
definitions as urban were less densely developed than the
areas where most U5, residents lived.

A new definition:

BJ5's new NCWS definition of urban is based on the notion
that urban places are those that are densely populated,
are at the center of a major metropolitan area, or some
combination of these. BJS's specific criteria is that a place
is urban if it is—

m The main city of Census-designated place (i.e., the first
place listed) in a 500,000-person {Census-designated)
“urbanized area.” with a weighted housing-unit density
within its city limits of at least 3,000 housing units
per square mile. In other words, the primary city ina
large “urbanized area” qualifies as urban if it meets
the weighted-housing-unit-density threshold of 3,000
housing units per square mile. (The overall weighted
housing-unit density for the U.5. is 2,396, based on the
2010 Census.)

= A named city or Census-designated place in a
500.000-person [Census-designated) “urbanized area,”
with a weighted housing-unit density of at least 4,000
housing units per square mile within its city limits. In

Continued on next page
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Victimization Survey (continued)

other words, a city that is prominent enough to be
included by the Census Bureau in the name of a large
“urbanized area” (for example, Long Beach in the Los
Angeles-Long Beach-Anaheim urbanized area) qualifies
as urban if it meets the weighted-housing-unit-density
threshold of 4,000 housing units per sguare mile.

® Any city or Census-designated place with a population
of at least 50,000 and a weighted housing-unit density
of at least 5,000 housing units per square mile.

® Any city or Census-designated place with a population
of at least 10,000 and a weighted housing-unit density
of at least 10,000 housing units per square mile.

The Census Bureau's “urbanized areas” referenced in

this definition are similar to OMB's metropolitan areas,
but they delineate areas of substantial population rather
than utilizing entire counties. The weighted housing-unit
density referenced in this definition is discussed in greater
detail below.

In addition to developing this definition of urban, BIS has
adopted the Census Bureau's definition of rural to replace
the historical NCVS definition of rural. The Census Bureau
provides specific, carefully drawn boundaries around
“urban areas” (both larger “urbanized areas” and smaller
“urban clusters™) using set criteria, classifying everything
outside of those boundaries as rural.

BJS classifies areas that are neither urban nor rural

as suburban. In comparison to places that are urban,
suburban areas are characterized by lower density, a
larger ratio of single-family homes to apartments, and
layouts based principally on automokbile transportation.
Some suburban areas, those that might be thought

of as “suburbia proper,” do not have their own urban
centers but are located near a separate urban city. Other
suburlan areas are cities or towns that have urban
centers, but those centers have smaller populations than
their surrounding suburban areas, so the bulk of the city's
population lives in suburban areas. (Cities are the smallest
geographical designations that can realistically be used

in classifying areas as urban.} In short, suburban areas are
a mix of “suburbia proper,” towns, and some generally
srnaller cities that are more suburban than urban.

BJS uses weighted housing-unit density in its new

MCVS definitions because that measure provides a

better indication of the degree of urban density than
conventional population density does. Conventional
population density is derived by dividing population by
land area, and it measures how densely populated a given
area of land is. As of the 2010 Census, the U.5. as a whole
had a conventional population density of 87 people per
square mile; however, most LS. residents do not live in
areas where there are only 87 people per square mile. The

Classification of urban, suburban, and rural areas in the National Crime

experience of most U5, residents is more fully captured
by weighted population density, which is essentially a
measure of how densely populated an area is from the
perspective of those whao live in it

Weighted housing-unit density is similar to weighted
population density, with the difference being that the
latter focuses on population and the former on housing
units. In comparing weighted housing-unit density to
weighted population density, John R. Ottensmann writes,
“Housing units better represent the physical pattern of
urban development, as they are relatively fised."s

Housing-unit density is the number of housing units

per square mile in a given area. Weighted housing-unit
density, under BJS's approach, is the weighted average of
the housing densities for all census tracts in an area, with
the tracts weighted by their number of housing units.

For ease of explanation, imagine an area with only two
census tracts. One tract has 2,000 housing units, covers
2 sguare miles, and thus has a housing-unit density of
1,000 housing units per sguare mile. The other tract has
6,000 housing units, covers 1 square mile, and thus has
a housing-unit density of 6,000 housing units per square
mile. The area's weighted housing-unit density is the
weighted average of these two tract-level housing-unit
densities, or {1,000"2,000+6,000"6,000)/8,000 = 4,750.
Otherwise put, the weighted housing-unit density is
based one-guarter on the first tract's density (because
it contains one-quarter of the housing units) and three-
quarters on the second tract's density.

Weighted housing-unit density identifies urban places
much more clearly than conventional population density
does. Among places with populations of at least 10,000
people in 2010, Chicago rises from #71 in conventional
population density to #16 in weighted housing-unit
density, New Orleans from #2.212 to #190, and Urban
Honolulu from #474 to #13. Meanwhile, Passaic, M. falls
from &7 in conventional pepulation density to #45 in
weighted housing-unit density, while Santa Ana, Calif. falls
from #67 to #237 (moving from 4 places above Chicago to
221 places below).

Comparing the old and new definitions:

Both the old and new NCVS definitions, as would be
expected, classify New York's five boroughs as urban (Mew
York City's weighted housing-unit density is a nation-
leading 29,345 housing units per square mile). and they
both add Jersey City, N.J. iweighted housing-unit density

Fohn B Ottensmann. “On Population-Weighted
Drensity’” February 2008, https:/ fwww.researchgate net!
publication/322992771_On_Population-Weighted Density.

Continued on next page

CRIMINAL VICTIMIZATION, 2019 | SEPTEMBER 2020

13

3502-022
Page 13 of 53

EFTA_00001559
EFTA00156900



Classification of urban, suburban, and rural areas in the National Crime

Victimization Survey (continued)

of 13,837 housing units per square mile), Newark, NJ.
(8,788), and White Plains, N.Y. (5,671). The old definition
also includes Mew Brunswick, M_. (4,908) and Lakewonod,
ML (2,106).

The new definition reclassifies Lakewood and Mew
Brunswick as suburban (although just a 2% increase in
Mew Brunswick's weighted housing-unit density would
qualify it as urban) and adds the following places as
urban: Guttenberg, N.J. (weighted housing-unit density
of 29171 housing units per square mile); Hoboken, M.

(25,870) West New York (21,763); Union City, N (20.477);
Cliffside Park, M.J. (12,001); Mount Vermon, MY, (B811)
East Orange, M. {B,763); Bayonne, N1 (B,263); Yonkers,
M.Y. (7,930); Elizabeth, M. (7 468); Passaic, N.J. (7.424); and
Paterson, NJ. (6,739).

As the accompanying map of the Washington, D.C.

area (figure 4) shows, both the old and new definitions
include Washington, D.C. (weighted housing-unit density
of 10,115 housing units per square mile), Arlington,

Va. (10,485), Alexandria, Va. (7.714), and Silver Spring,
Md. (6,135}, as urban places. The new definitions do

FIGURE 4
Washington, D.C. MSA, by old and new classification

Mew classification

Old classification

B vt
B subistin

Source: Bureau of Justice Statistics, Mational Crime Victimization Survey,

20119 and 2010 Census of Papulation and Housing and 2013 GMB
Metropolitan Statistical Area designations.

TABLE 11

U.5. residents’ sense of where they live, per the American Housing Survey
Most common
classification by

Part of MSA/micro area [ived in AHS respondents?

Biggest principal city of M5A 58% urban

Other principal city of M54 7% suburban

In W54 but not principal city 54% suburban

In rnicropolitan area 52% rural

Qurside of matro/micro area 70% rural

Average ~
Al merican Housing Survey.
~Mot applicable.

Source: Bursau of Justice Statistics, Mational Crime Victimization Survey, 2019%; 2010 Census of Population and Housing and 2013 OME Metropolitan
Statistical Area designations; and U5, Department of Housing and Urban Development, American Housing Survey, 2017.

not classify anywhere else in the D.C. area as urban. The
old definitions added as urban Bethesda, Md. (4,325),
Gaithersburg, Md. (2,836), Reston, Va. (2,543), Rockville,
Md. (2,534}, and Frederick, Md. (2,235), all of which the
new definitions classify as suburban.

The new definitions more closely fit U5, residents” own
sense of where they live, as reflected in the American
Housing Survey (AHS). For each of five metropolitan or
micropolitan area designations, the following table and
figure show how most AHS respondents in 2017 classified
where they lived {and what percentage of respondenits
gave that classification), what percentage of people would
be classified that same way by the new and old NCVS
definitions, and the difference between the AHS result
and the new and old NCVS results (table 11, figure 5).

As table 11 shows, 58% of AHS respondents who lived

in the biggest principal city of an M5A said that they
lived in an urban place. Forty-three percent of them
would be classified as living in an urban place by the new
MCWS definitions, a difference of 15 percentage points
(58% versus 43%) from the portion of AHS respondents
who gave that answer. In comparison, 100% of those

Percent classified same way as
mast common AHS classification
New NCUS Old NCVS Difference (in percentage points)
definitions definitions Mew MCWS vs. AHS  Old NCWS vs. AHS
43% 100% 15 42
83 0 21 67
M 100 15 ia
43 100 4 48
75 100 5 i
~ - 12 45

Continued on next page
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Classification of urban, suburban, and rural areas in the National Crime

Victimization Survey (continued)

respondents would be classified as living in an urban
place by the old NCVS definitions, a difference of 42
percentage points (58% vs. 100%) from the portion of
AHS respondents who gave that answer. While AHS
respondents’ answers about where they live are not
necessarily dispositive, the new NCVS definitions fare far
better than the old ones versus the AHS in every category,
by a margin of at least 21 percentage points per category
and an average margin of 33 points per category.

Under the new definitions, 12% of the population lives
in urban areas, 89% in suburbam areas, and 19% in rural
areas, compared to 33% in urban areas, 53% in suburban
areas, and 14% in rural areas under the old definitions
(table 31). Of the main cities in the 15 largest MSAs in
the U5, the new definitions classify 13 as urban. The two

classified as suburban—Phoenix, Ariz. and Riverside,
Calif —had 2010 weighted housing-unit densities below
that of the U.5. as a whole.

According to the historical NCVS definitions, by far the
most urban region in the country is the West, followed

by the South {using the Census Bureau's regional
classifications). Under the new definitions, the Northeast
is by far the rmost urban region, followed in order by the
West, Midwest, and South. The mast suburban region
according to the old definitions is the Mortheast. Under
the new definitions, the West is the most suburban region,
with the Mortheast being the least suburban region.

Acomplete list of places classified as urban under the new
MCVS definitions is provided at the back of this report
{appendix table 36).

FIGURE 5

Location-of-residence classification, by source of dassification

Percent
100

a0

&0
40

20

a Biggest principal city af M58 Dther principal aity of M3A

In MSA bt not principal city

American Housing Survey respondent dassification

I Urban
B Suburban
W Aural

In micrapolitan area Ouitside of metra/micro area

Hew NCVS definitions

1]

40

20

1 Biggest principal city af M5A  Other principal dity of M3A

In MSA but not principal dty

In micropolitan area Outside of metra/micro area

Old MCVS definitions

]

an

20

a Biggest principal city of M58 Other principal dity of M54
Mote: See appendix table 4 for estimates.

In MSA but not principal ity

In micropolitan area Outside of metra/micro area

Source: Bureau of Justice Statistics, National Crime Victimization Survey, 2019; US. Departmeant of Housing and Urban Developmient, Amesican
Housing Survey, 2017; and 2010 Census of Population and Housing and 2013 COMB Metropalitan Statistical Area designations.
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The rate of violent victimization in urban areas, rural (from 80.3 to 68.1 per 1,000} areas. There was no
based on the new classifications of urban, suburban, statistically significant change in the rate of property
and rural areas, declined from 2018 to 2019 crime in urban areas.

From 2018 to 2019, the rate of violent victimization in Based on the new definitions, the 2019 rate of violent
urban areas declined from 26.5 victimizations per 1,000 victimization in urban areas (21.1 per 1,000 persons
persons age 12 or older to 21.1 per 1,000 (table 12} based age 12 or older) and suburban areas (22.3 per 1,000)
on the NCVS's new classifications of urban, suburban, was higher than the rate in rural areas (16.3 per

and rural areas (see text box on pp. 12-15). Excluding 1,000). There was no statistically significant difference

simple assault, the rate of violent victimization in urban between the rates of vielent victimization in urban and
areas fell from 12.2 victimizations per 1,000 persons age suburban areas, and there were no statistically significant
12 or older in 2018 to 8.0 per 1,000 in 2019. There were differences in the rates of violent victimization excluding
no statistically significant changes in the rates of violent simple assault across urban, suburban, and rural areas.

The rate of property victimization in urban areas
(153.0 per 1,000 households) was higher than the rate
in suburban (100.8 per 1,000} and rural areas (68.1 per
1,000). The rate of property victimization in suburban

victimization, or of violent victimization excluding

simple assault, in suburban or rural areas from 2018
to 2019, The rate of property victimization, however,
declined from 2018 to 2019 in both suburban (from

108.6 to 100.8 victimizations per 1,000 households) and areas was also higher than the rate in rural areas.
TABLE 12
Rate of victimization, by type of crime and location of residence, 2018 and 2019
Rate per 1,0002
Viglent crime excluding
Violent crime® simple assault® Property crime?

Location of residence® 2018 2019 2018 209 2018 2019
Mew definition

Urban’ B5f 211 121% 8.0 1465 1530

Suburband 258 223 B.6 76 10861 1008

Rural® 1849 163 6.3 5.6 B03t 64.1
Old definition

Lrban 254 60 122 9.5 1415 1444

Suburband 184 165 f.1 57 B6.7 1 744

Rural* 254 263 9.6 7 10174 g1

Mote: Statistically significant differences for the new definition rates are presented wsing the Balanced Repeated
Replication method of direct estimation. Statistically significant differences for the old definition rates are presented
using generalized variance function parameters, See appendix table 15 for standard errors.

*Comparison year.
tDifference with comparison year is significant at the 95% confidence level.
3Ditference with comparison year is significant at tha 90% confidence lavel.

FRate is per 1.000 persons age 12 or older for violent crime and per 1,000 households for property crime. See table
31 for populations.

Bincludes rape or sexual assault, robbery, aggravated assault, and simple assault. Excludes homicide because the
Mational Crime Wictimization Survey (NCYS) is based on interviews with victims.

“Includes rape or sexual assault, robbery, and aggravated assault; this categary was called serious violent crime prior
to Criminal Victimization, 2078.

Fincludes burglary, residential trespassing, motor-vehicle theft, and other theft.

2Lsa Classification of urban, suburban, and rusal areas in the National Crime Victimization Survey on pp. 12-15 and
Methodology for details on the measurement of location of residence in the NCVS,

fall census blocks within cities or Cansus-des ignated places that mest certain criteria based on thair population
and density. See Classification of urban, suburban, and rural areas in the National Crime Victimization Survey on
pp. 12-15 and appendix table 36.

9l ather census blocks not classified as urban or rural.

_h'AII census blocks not in Census Bureau-defined urbanized areas or urban clusters.

"Within the principal city of a Metropalitan Statistical Area (MSA).

Ffithin an MSA but not ina principal city of tha MSA.

Knat within an MSA.

Source: Bureau of Justice Statistics, Mational Crime Victimization Survey, 2018 and 2019,
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Incidents estimates

An incident is a specific criminal act involving one or
more victims.® In 2019, there were 5.4 million total
violent incidents involving victims age 12 or older
(table 13).

Patterns varied in the demographic characteristics of
victims and offenders involved in violent incidents, as
perceived by the victims. Based on the 2019 survey, the
victim-to-population ratio of 1.0 for both males and
females shows that the percentage of violent incidents
involving male (49%) or female (51%) victims was
equal to males’ (49%) or females’ (51%) share of the

ETables 13 through 17 present incident-level data on victims and
offenders. Offender characteristics in the NCVS are based on victims’
perceptions of offenders.

population. The offender-to-population ratio shows

that the percentage of violent incidents involving male
offenders (75%) was about 1.5 times greater than the
percentage of males represented in the population (49%),
whereas the percentage of violent incidents involving
female offenders (21%) was 0.4 times the percentage of
females in the population (51%).

The victim-to-population ratio varied by race. The
percentage of violent incidents involving white (62%)
or black (11%) victims was similar to the population
percentages of white (62%) or black {12%) persons.
Likewise, about 17% of violent incidents involved
Hispanic victims, which was equal to the representation
of Hispanics in the population (17%). A smaller
percentage of violent incidents involved Asian victims
(2% than the share of Asians in the population (6%).

TABLE 13
Percent and number of viclent incidents, by total population and victim and offender demographic characteristics, 2019
Number of Percent of Ratio of percentages
violentincidents  parcent of viglent incidents Offender Offenderto Victim to
Demographic characteristic Population® Offender® Victim  population® Offender® \Victim  tovictim population population
Total 270 BT2AT0 5440080 5440680 100% 100% 100% 10 10 1.0
Sex
Male 134,893,660 3806570 2,668,600 48.6% Tt 400% 15 15 1.0
Female 142,178,810 1,085550 2,772.070 514 214t 510 04 04 1.0
Both male and fernale offenders ~ 182030 ~ ~ E1 ~- - ~ -
Race/ethnicity
Whitet 1423480 2,289,390 3379920 51.9% 502%t  6Ll% 0E 0.8 1.0
Blacke 33397000 1140470 582650 121 A0t 10.7 i3 21 ng
Hispanicd 47BO0ETD 853990 9260650 173 18.7 170 1.1 1.1 1.0
Asiant 17,401 410 44520 123400 63 10f 231 04 0.2 0.4
Other<.2 6750600 208170 428050 24 40t 7ot 06 15 32
Multiple offenders of variows racest - 27,7001 - - 04! - - - -
Age
11 or younger! - 94230 - - 2% - - - -
12-17 24841440 723630 800300 0% 1561 Wt 1.1 1.7 16
18-29 5279EBTD 1348610 1,617 860 191 20t mT1t 10 15 16
30 or older 199132160 2323940 3022520 A 500t 5561 0s 0.7 0.8
Multiple offenders of various ages ~ 157390 - ~ 34 ~ - ~ -

Mate: Details may not sum to totals dus to rounding and missing data for offender characteristics. An incident is a specific criminal act imaolving one ar more
victims, OHfender characteristics are based on victims' perceptions of offenders. See appendix table 16 for standard errors.

*Comparison group.

tDifference with comparison group is significant at the 95% confidence level.

lnterpret with caution. Estimate is based on 10 or fewer sample cases, or coefficient of variation is greater than 50%.

~Mot applicable.

The Mational Crime Victimization Survey (NCVS) population represents persons age 12 or older living in non-institutionalized residential settings in the 5.

Bincludes those incidents in which the perceived offender characteristics were reported. The sex of the offender was unknown in 7% of incidents, the
race or ethnicity of the offender was unknown in 16% of incidents, and the age of the offender was unknown in 15% of incidents.

CExcludes persons of Hispanic origin e.g., “white” refars to non-Hispanic whites and “black” refers to non-Hispanic blacks).

A the victim perceived any of the offenders in a multiple offender incident to be of Hispanic origin, they are classified as Hispanic.
Eincludes Mative Hawaiians and Other Pacific lslanders, American Indians and Alaska Matives, and persons of two or maore races.
Fisihile the NOVS does not survey wictims age 11 ar younger, victims may report the offender to be age 11 or younger.

Source: Bureau of Justice Statistics, Mational Crime Victimization Sureey, 2019,
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Based on victims’ perceptions of the offenders, the
offender-to-population ratio shows that the percentage
of violent incidents involving black offenders (25%) was
2.1 vimes the percentage of black persons (12%) in the
population. The percentage of violent incidents involving
white offenders (50%) was about four-ffths (0.8 times)
the percentage of whites (62%) in the population,

while the percentage of violent incidents involving
Hispanic offenders (19%) was similar to the percentage
of Hispanics in the population {17%). The percentage

of violent incidents involving Asian offenders (1%) was
about one-fifth (0.2 times) the percentage of Asians in
the population (6%). The percentage of violent incidents
involving offenders of other races (Native Hawaiians and
Other Pacific Islanders, American Indians and Alaska
MNatives, and persons of two or more races) was about
double (1.9 times) the collective percentage of those races
in the population.

The offender-to-victim ratio shows that the percentage
of violent incidents involving black offenders (25%)

was over twice (2.3 times) the percentage of incidents
committed against black victims (11%). In contrast, the
percentage of incidents involving white offenders {50%)
was four-fifths (0.8 times) the percentage of incidents
committed against white victims (62%), while the
percentage involving Asian offenders was two-fifths (0.4
times) the percentage committed against Asian victims.

Persons ages 12 to 17 were more than 1.5 times more
likely to be offenders (16%) or victims {15%) in violent
incidents than their percentage of the population (9%).
Those between the ages of 18 to 29 showed a similar
pattern. Those age 30 or older were less likely to be

offenders (50%) or victims (56%) than their percentage
of the population (72%).

Females were offenders in a greater percentage of violent
incidents committed against females (28%) than against

males (14%) (table 14). Males were offenders in a greater
percentage of violent incidents committed against males

{82%) than against fermales (69%).

Based on victims™ perceptions, about 1.7 million violent
incidents in 2019 were committed against white persons
by offenders who were white, 346,260 violent incidents
were committed against black persons by offenders

whao were black, and 334,600 violent incidents were
committed against Hispanic persons by offenders who
were Hispanic (table 15). There were 5.3 times as many

TABLE 13
Percent of violent incidents, by victim and offender
sex, 2019

Offender sex
Murnber of Both male
Victimsex  violent incidents  Total Male Female andfemale
Total 5,074,160 100% 750%t 214%+t 36%
Male® 2410,380 100% B2 145 35
Female 2663770 100% 686t 277¢1 37

Mote: Details may not sum to totals due to rounding. An incident is a
specific criminal act involving one or more victims. Offender sex is based
on victims' perceptions of offenders. Includes those incidents in which
the perceived sex of the offender was reported. The sex of the offender
was unknown in 7% of incidents, which is wiy the numbser of incidents
reportad hers is only 93% as high as in table 13. See appendix table 17 for
standard emors.

*Comparison group.

+Difference with comparison group is significant at the 95%

conhdence lavel.

Source: Bureau of Justice Statistics, Mational Crime Victimization Survey, 2019,

TABLE 15

Number of violent incidents, by victim and offender race or ethnicity, 2019
Mumber of

Victim race/ethnicity viglent incidents White?

White® 2796710 17222300

Black? 454610 89,9801

Hispanic 774,310 170,840t

Offender race/ethnicity
Black? Hispanict Other2£
472570 1 463,520 1 138,380
146, 260" 43730t 14640 11
245,030 3134,600% 19,840 t

Mote: Details may not sum to totals due to rounding. An incident is a specific criminal act imrohing one or more victims. Offender race or ethnicity is based
on victime' perceptions of offenders. Includes those violent incidents in which the perceived offender race or ethnicity was reported. Offender race or
athnicity was unknown in 16% of vislent incidents, which is why the number of incidents reported here is only 84% as high as in table 13. See appendix

table 18 for standard ermors.

*Comparison groups are intraracial victim and offender percentages iwhite-on-white, black-on-black, and Hispanic-on-Hispanic).

tDitference with comparizon group is significant at the 95% confidence level

Vnterpret with caution. Estimate is based on 10 .or fewer sample cases, or coefficient of variation is greater than 50%.

AExwcludes persons of Hispanic origin (e, “whita” refers to non-Hispanic whites and “black” refers to non-Hispanic blacks).

Bif the victim perceived any of the offenders in a multiple offender incident to be of Hispanic arigin, they are dassified as Hispanic.

Gncludes Asians, Mative Hawaiians and Other Pacific lslanders, American Indians and Alaska Matives, persons of two or more races, and multiple offenders of

VArIOUS races.
Source: Bureau of Justice Statistics, Mational Crime Victimization Survey, 2019.
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violent incidents committed by black offenders against
white victims (472,570} as were committed by white
offenders against black victims (8%,980).

The largest percentage of violent incidents committed

Sixty-two percent of violent incidents committed against
white victims were perceived to be committed by white
offenders, the same portion (62%) of the total ULS.
population age 12 or older that was white (table 17).
Among black victims, the percentage of violent incidents

against white, black, and Hispanic victims were
committed by someone of the same race or ethnicity
(table 16). Offenders were white in 62% of violent
incidents committed against white victims, black in
70% of incidents committed against black victims, and
Hispanic in 43% of incidents committed against
Hispanic victims.

perceived to be committed by black offenders (70%) was
5.8 times higher than the percentage of black persons in
the population (12%). The percentage of violent incidents
committed against Hispanic victims by Hispanic
offenders (43%) was 2.5 times higher than the percentage
of Hispanics in the population (17%).

TABLE 16

Percent of violent incidents, by victim and offender race or ethnicity, 2019

Victim race/ Number of Offender race/ethnicity

ethnicity vielent incidents Total White? Black® Hispanic? Other®~
Whie® 3788710 100% &1.6%" 16.89% 1 166% 40% 1
Black? 484510 100% 1821 Fily B8 30t!
Hispanic 774310 100% 201 322% 432" 261

Wote: Details may not sum to totals due to rounding. An incident is a specific criminal act imvabving one or more victims. Offender race or ethnicity is
based on victims' perceptions of offenders. Includes those violent incidents in which the pe rce'rl.ne%l offender race or ethnicity was reported. Offender
race or ethnicity was unknown in 165% of violent incidents, which is why the number of incidents reported here is only 34% as high as in table 13, Sz
appendix table 19 for standard errors.

*Comparison groups are intraracial victim and offender percentages (white-on-white, black-on-black, and Hispanic-on-Hispanic).

tDifferance with comparison group is significant at the 95% confidence level.

FDifference with comparison group is significant at the #0% confidence level.

1 Interpret with caution. Estimate is basad on 10 or fewer sample cases, or coefficient of variation is greatar than 50%.

AExcludes persons of Hispanic origin le.g., “white” refers to non-Hispanic whites and “black” refers to non-Hispanic blacks).

Bif the victim perceived any of the offenders in a multiple offender incident to be of Hispanic origin, they are classified as Hispanic.

'clfnclu.-:les Asians, Mative Hawaiians and Other Pacific lelanders, American Indians and Alaska Natives, persons of two or more races, and multiple offenders
of various races,

Source: Bureau of Justice Statistics, Mational Crime Victimization Survey, 2019

TABLE 17
Percent of violent incidents and percent of the U.5. population, by victim and offender race or ethnicity, 2019
Ratio of percentages

Percent of violent incidents

committed by offenders Percent of the pepulation? gr::?:i;‘;?:imtn: gf::}:ﬂ;;?cfiang hes
Victim race/ Of the same  Of another Of the same  Of another population of same population of another
ethnicity Total race/ethnicity racejethnicity  Total racelethnicity® race/ethnicity®  race/ethnicity® race/ethnicity®
Whited 100% G1.6% I64% 100% 61.%% 18.1% 10 1.0
Blackd 100% 7001 3001 100% 124 B75 54 03
Hispanic 100% 4327 S6.61 100% 173 B27 25 0.7

Mote: Details may not sum to totals due to rounding. An incident is a specific criminal act imvalving one or mare victims. Offender race or ethnicity is based
on victims' perceptions of offenders. Includes those viclent incidents in which the perceived offender race or ethnicity was reported. Offender race or
ethnicity was unknown in 16% of violent incidents. See appendix table 20 for standard errors.

*Comparisons are between the percentage of the U5, population of the same race or ethnicity and the percentage of violent incidants committed by
offenders of the same race or ethnicity, and betwesn the percentage of the U5, population of ancther race or ethnicity and the percentage of violent
incidents committed by offenders of another race or ethnicity.

tDifference with comparison group is significant at the 5% confidence level.
The Mational Crime Victimization Survey population reprasents persons age 12 or older living in non-institutionalized residential settings in the US.

B percentagl_nla of incidents committed by offenders of the same race or ethnicity of the victim divided by the percentage of the LS. population of the
same race or ethnicity.

“The percﬁntage of incidents committed by offenders of another race or ethnicity divided by the percentage of the U5 population of another
race or ethnicity.

SExcludes persans of Hispanic origin (e.g. “white” refers to nen-Hispanic whites and "black” refers to non-Hispanic blacks).
Source: Bureau of Justice Statistics, National Crime Victimization Survey, 2019
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change in the percentage of persons who experienced
robbery, aggravated assault, or simple assault.

The percentage of persons who experienced violent After increasing 22% from 2015 (0.41%) to 2018 (0.50%),

crime excluding simple assault declined from 2018 the percentage of U5, residents age 12 or older who

to 2019 were victims of violent crime excluding simple assault

decreased 12% (to 0.44%) in 2019. The number of

victims of violent crime excluding simple assault fell

from 1.4 million in 2018 to 1.2 million persons age 12 or

older in 2019. This was largely driven by a decrease in the
number of victims of rape or sexual assault.

Prevalence reflects the number or percentage of
unique persons who were crime victims, or of unique
households that experienced crime. Based on the 2019
survey, 1.10% of all persons age 12 or older experienced
one or more violent victimizations, which was not a

statistically significant change from the percentage Prevalence rates declined from 2018 to 2019 for selected
in 2018 (1.18%) but was higher than in 2015 (0.98%) characteristics of violent crime. The percentage of
(table 18). The percentage of persons who experienced persons who were victims of domestic violence declined
rape or sexual assault declined from 0.13% in 2018 to i from 0.23% to 0.19%), as did the percentage of persons
(0.08% in 2019, but there was not a statistically significant who experienced violent crime invalving injury {from

0.31% to 0.27%).

TABLE 18
Number and percent of persons who were victims of violent crime, by type of crime, 2015-2019
Nurnber of victims® Percent of persons?

Type of crime 2015 018 017 2018 2019 2015 016 017 2018 29
Total violent erimet 1E506701  2BB2320 3106340 32542350 3,059,060 098%t 106%  114%  L1E% 1.10%
Rape/sexual assaultd 304,000 162,940 208,960 Myoent 2230 .08 0.06 0.08 013t 00d
Robbery 375,280 32310 402,430 363,210 33770 0.14 011 0135 013 02
Assault 11755201 2497500  25957B0  266BEID 2586170 ogit 082 055 057 093

Aggravated assault 5607201 GBOTTO 646,540 694,260 647,180 X+ 035 0.4 025 025
Simple assault 16800901 1903860 2024880 2058870 15965410 063t 070 074 075 07
Violent erime excluding
simple assault® 1095400 1023790 1225800 1367270% 1216400 041% 0% 045% 050%F 044
Selected characteristics
of violent crime
Domestic violence! 453310 514350 559,820 6363401 521,870 018% 01% 0M% 0%t 0%
Intimate partner
violenced 310,050 273,890 308,560 368,980 310,320 01z 010 LA 013 [N
Stranger viclenceh 1173401 1276710 1370020 1411500 1,393,650 041t 047 030 051 .50
Winlent crime invalving
injury 778,300 63,5920 722,560 841,280 735430 0.29 0.24 027 0y o
Winlent crime invalving
2 Weapon 6443701 767320 76,770 838,630 788,920 0.24% 028 019 030 0.28

Maote: Details may not sum to totals because a person may experience multiple types of crime. Violent-crime categories include rape or sexual assault,
robbery, aggravated assault, and simple assault, and they include threatened, attempted. and completed accurrences of those crimes. Other viclent-crime
categories in this table, ncluding domestic violence and violent crime imvehdng injury, are not mutually exclusive from thase categories or from each other.
See appendix table 34 for population numbers and appendix table 21 for stan-:lgardle-rrurs.

*Comparisan year.

tDifference with comparison year is significant at the 95% confidence level.

Difference with comparison year is significant at the 906 confidence level.

3Number of persons age 12 or alder who experienced at least one viclent victimization during the year.

bPercentage of persons age 12 or older who experienced at least one vilent victimization during the year.

CExcludes homicide because the Mational Crime Victimization Survey is based on interviews with victims.

dege Methodology for details on the measurement of rape or sexual assaultin the MCVS.

®Includes rape or sexual assault, robbery, and aggravated assault; this category was called serious violent crime prior to Crimingl Victimization, 2018,
Fincludes the subset of vickent victimizations that were committed by intimate partners or family members.

g|l‘r|:|uf£r|E5n||::||'IE subset of domesticviclence victimizations that were committed by intimate partniers, which include current or former spouses, boyfriends,
or girlfriends.

Pincludes the subset of vislent victimizations that were committed by someone unknown to the victim.
Source: Bureau of Justice Statistics, Mational Crime Victimization Survey, 2015-2019.
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Between 2018 and 2019, the number of white or
Asian violent-crime victims decreased, and the
number of Hispanic victims increased

Based on the 2019 survey, an estimated 1.17% of males
(1.6 million) and 1.04% of females (1.5 million) were the
victim of at least one violent crime (table 19). Prevalence
rates decreased for some demographic groups from 2018
to 2019, The percentage of females who were victims of
violent crime decreased from 1.16% in 2018 to 1.04%

in 2019. The percentage of whites who were victims
decreased from 1.19% in 2018 to L.O7% in 2019, and the
percentage of Asians who were victims declined from
0.67% to 0.42% during this time period. From 2018 to
2019, the prevalence of violent victimization declined

for persons ages 35 to 49 (from 1.27% to 1.06%). The
prevalence of violent victimization also decreased among
persons who were divorced (from 1.81% to 1.54%) or
were widows or widowers (from 0.93% to 0.60%).

From 2018 to 2019, the portion of Hispanic persons
who were victims of violent crime increased from 1.05%
to 1.28%. There were no other statistically significant
increases in the prevalence of violent victimization by
demographic groups from 2018 to 2019,

The percentage and number of households that
experienced property crime decreased from 2018
to 2019

The 2019 survey found that 6.76% of all households

(8.5 million) experienced one or more property
victimizations, down from 7.27% (9.1 million) in 2018
(table 20). This decline was driven in part by a decrease
in the rate of burglary. The percentage of households
experiencing burglary decreased from 1.07% in 2018

to (LE2% in 2019, a decline of 23%:. The prevalence of
motor-vehicle theft remained relatively stable from 2018
to 2019,

CRIMINAL VICTIMIZATION, 2019 | SEPTEMBER 2020

TABLE 19

Number and percent of persons who were victims of
violent crime, by demographic characteristics of victims,

2018 and 2019
demographic  Number ofvictims?
characteristic 2018 2019*
Total 3254250  3.059.060
Sex
Male 1615610 1579530
Femnale 16386040+ 1479540
Race/ethnicity
Whitet 20476401 1836520
Blackt 416,850 367.030
Hispanic 493520+ 610690
Asiant 115510+ 73.870
Othertd 180,730 170,950
Age
1247 3T AN 400,830
18-24 434710 504,420
25-34 684,250 &77.100
35-40 79070t 651210
S0-64 675,580 612010
65 or clder 253,230 2345
Marital status
Mewer married 1572480 1,567.440
Married 890,040 B3840
Widtow,"
widower 1405201 00,700
Divorced 495400F 417300
Separated 137,510 156,050

Percent of persons?
2018 e
1.18% 1.10%
121% 1.17%
1.16% 1.04
11851 1.07%
1.26 110
1.05% 1.28
.67 (.42
279 153
151% 1.61%
1.62 1.70
1.52 1.50
1271 1.06
1.07 (.98
(.49 (.40
1.62% 1.60%
070 (a3
093t (a0
181§ 1.54
Lak 114

Mote: Details may not sum to totals due to rounding and missing data.

Violent-crime categories include rape or sexual assault, robbery,
assault, and simple assault, and thay include threatened, attempt

Iﬁravated

and completed occurrences of those crimes. See appendix table 34 for

population numbers and appendix table 22 for standard emors.
*Comparison yeaar.

tDitference with comparison year is significant at the 95% confidence lavel.
3Ditference with comparison year is significant at the 90% confidence level.

ENumber of parsons age 12 or older who experienced at least one violent
victimization during the year.

Bparcantage of persons age 12 or older who experienced at least one vislent
victimization during the year.

CEwcludes persons of Hispanic origin (2.g., “whita"” refers to non-Hispanic

whites and “black” refers to non-Hispanic blacks).

A ncludes Mative Hawaiians and Other Pacific lslanders, Smerican Indians
and Alaska Matives, and persons of two or mere races.

Source: Bureau of Justice Statistics, Mational Crime Victimization Survey,

2018 and 2019,
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TABLE 20
Number and percent of households victimized, by type of property crime, 2015-2019

Mumber of househalds victimized® Percent of households victimized?
Type of property crime 2015 2016 2017 2018 2019* 015 2016 2017 2018 e
Total 10,030,510 8,825,060 29.1456901 90804901 B545.770 JE0% T 73T T4t 727%T 676%
Burglary'#mspas\sing{ 2175380 2037320 18427301t 1851420% 1,537,190 165% 1t 1.53%+F 150%+ 148%% 1.2M
I3L|rg;||:ir5.|‘:I 1562130 1,455,720 12734101 13336001 1,040,730 1181 1.09 1 1031 107+ 082
Trespassing® 707,910 671,650 6396201 585,190 530,440 0541 0.50 1 0521 047 042
Motar-vehicle theft 465,650 470,880 438,860 424 350 411,140 035% 0.35% 036%  034%  033%
Other theftf 7,541,030 7.803.350 7330960+ 7261840 6991800 602% Tt S5E5%T S96%T SEXET 553%

Mote: Details may not sum to totals because a household may experience multiple types of crime. The number of property crimes should not be compared
from 2017, 2018, or 2019 to 2016 or 2015, as the Mational Crime Victimization Survey (NCYS) houssehold weighting adjustment was updated for 2017
onward, which decreased the number of estimated households by about B%. Property crime rates are unaffected by this change. See Methadology for
details. See appendix table 35 for number of households and appendix table 23 for standard errors.

*Comparison year.

tDitference with comparison year is significant at the 95% confidence level.

zDifference with comparison year is significant at the 90% confidence level.

aNumber of households that experienced at least ane property victimization during the year.

Bpancentage of houssholds that experienced at least one property victimization during the year.

CCalled household burglary prior to Criminal Victimization, 2018, Includes unlawful or forcible entry or attempted entry of places, including a permanent
residence, other residence (e.q., a hotel room or vacation residence), or other structure (e.g., a garage or shed), but does not include trespassing on land.
dincludes anly crimes where the offender committed or attempted a theft. Estimates differ from those previously published in the Criminal

Victimization, 2018 report because a coding errar that affected the generation of those earlier estimates has been corected.

®Includes crimes whare the offender did not commit or attempt a theft. Does not include trespassing on land. Estimates differ from those praviously
pubdished in the Criminal Victimization, 2018 report because a coding error that affected the generation of those earlier estimates has been comected.
flncludes the taking or attempted unlawful taking of property ar cash without personal contact with the victim. Incidents invalving theft of property fram
within the same household would classify as theft if the offender has a legal right to be in the house (such as a maid, delivery person, or guest). If the
offender has no legal right to be in the house, the incident would classify as a burglary.

Source: Bureau of Justice Statistics, National Crime Victimization Survey, 2015-2019,

Prevalence of serious crime

Tables 21 and 22 in this report present a person-based
prevalence measure to show the number and percentage
of persons who were victims of a serious crime. This
measure includes serious viclent and serious property
crimes combined into one statistic. Crimes included in this
measure are those for which offenders can generally be
charged with a felony offense.

Serious property crime includes—

= Completed burglary: unlawful or forcible entry
into places, including a permanent residence, other
residence (e.g., a hotel room or vacation residence), or
other structure e.g., a garage or shed), and involving a
theft or attempted theft

m Completed motor-vehicle theft.
Serious violent crime includes—

The measure of serious crime attributes a completed
burglary victimization to each person age 12 or older in
the household, and it attributes completed motor-vehicle
theft to persons age 12 or older in the household when
they were the person responding to the survey on behalf
of the household (the household reference person) or
were related to the household reference person.

= Rape or sexual assault: completed or attempted rape,
completed sexual assault with serious or minor injuries,
and completed forced sexual assault without injury

» Robbery: completed or attempted robbery

® Aggravated assault: completed aggravated assault
with injury, and attempted or threatened aggravated
assault with a weapon.
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The percentage of persons who were victims of crime declined from 1.25% in 2018 to 0.96% in 2019. The

serious crime decreased from 2018 to 2019 percentage of persons age 12 or older who were victims
of completed burglary declined from 0.98% in 2018 to

There were 880,000 fewer victims of serious crimes in 0.73% in 2019,

2019 than in 2018, a 19% drop (table 21). Serious crimes

are those for which an offender can generally be charged From 2018 to 2019, the percentage of persons age 12

with a felony offense. Based on the 2019 survey, 1.36% of or older who were victims of completed or attempted

persons age 12 or older (3.8 million) experienced at least rape or of completed sexual assault with injury or

one serions crime, down from 1.68% (4.6 million) in force declined from 0.09% to 0.06%, a drop of more

2018. The decline in serious crime was driven primarily than 85,000 victims. There were no other statistically

by a decrease in serious property crime, especially a significant changes in serious violent crime from 2018

decline in completed burglary. The percentage of persons to 20149,
age 12 or older who were victims of serious property

TABLE 21
Mumber and percent of persons who were victims of serious crime, 2015-2019
Number of victims® Percent of persons?
Type of crime 015 2016 mq 2018 209 2015 2016 07 016 2019¢

Total seriows crime® 47930401 47084101 45295201 46367301 375649 178%+ 1.73%+ 166%t 168%t 1.38%
Serious violent crime™ 1,063,530 1,092,700 1,170,460 1,277 820 1,173,030 03%% 0400  043%  O4e% 042%
Rapa/fsexual assault

excl. threats and
nao-force contact 164.BED 131,760 144,280 4320+ 168,860 0.06 0.05 0.05 0091 005
Robbery 175,280 312310 402,430 363210 33770 014 o 0.15 013 012

hogravated assault 5607301 680,770 646,540 694,260 697,190 0213 025 0.24 0.25 0.25
Serious property crime® 38245501 36938201 34525301 3443770F 1662370 142%t 1.36%t 1.27%F 1.25%+t 0%%
Completed burglary 30836401 29738001 27369101  2691.120F 2016280 1141 1At 100t 058t 073
Completed
mulia-wehicle theft BO017T0 802,270 746,630 754.040 £63 430 030 029 0.27 0.29 0.24
Mote: Details may not sum to totals because a person may experience multiple types of crime. S2e appendix table 24 for standard errors.
*Comparison year.
tDitference with comparison year is significant at the 95% confidence lavel.
FDiferance with comparison year is significant at the 30% confidence level.
ANumber of parsons age 12 or older who axperienced at least one serious crime during the year.
hPementagenf persons age 12 or older who experienced at lzast one serious crime during the year,

“Includes parsons who were a victim of a serious violent crime or whose household experienced a completed burglary or completed motor-vehicle theft.
For these crimes, offenders can generally be charged with a felony offense,

Hncludes completed rape or attempted rape, sexual assault with serious or minor injuries, completed forced sexual assault without injury, completed or
atternpted robbery, completed aggravated assault with injury, and attempted or threatened aggravated assault with a weapon. Excludes simple assault,
threatened rape or sexual assault, and unwanted sexual contact (not rape) without force.

*Includes completed burglary and completed motor-vehicle theft. Completed burglary includes unlavful or forcible entry of places, including a permanent
residence, other residence (e.g., a hotel room or vacation residence), or other structure le.g., a garage or shed), and involving a theft or attempted theft.
Excludes atternpted burglary, residential trespassing, and all other property crimes. This measure attributes a burglary victimization to each person age

12 or older in the household. Completed motar-vehicle-theft victimizations were attributed to persons onby when they were age 12 or older and were the
reference persan for their household or were related to the reference person.

Source: Bureau of Justice Statistics, National Crime Victimization Survey, 2015-2019,
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From 2018 to 2019, the percentage of whites and
blacks who were victims of serious crime decreased

Based on the 2019 survey, 1.44% of males (1.9 million
males) and 1.28% of females (1.8 million females) were

TABLE 22

Number and percent of persons who were victims of
serious crime, by demographic characteristics of victims,
2018 and 2019

victims of serious crime (table 22), which represented a m“phk Number of victims? Percent of personsh
decline from 2018 for both sexes. In 2019, the prevalence characteristic 2018 09 ms et
of serious crime was higher for males than for females. Total 46367301 3756490 168%t  1.36%
Sex
The percentage of white persons age 12 or older who Male 1307130F  1,935310 173 144%
experienced serious crime declined from 1.57% in Fernale 13156001 1,621,170 1651 128
2018 to 1.23% in 2019. The percentage of black persons Race/ethnicity
declined from 2.21% to 1.57%. The percentage of Whizet lga7ea0t 1103410 1Mt 123%
Hispanics who were victims of serious crime in 2019 Elli:{pfnic gﬁgﬁg t :ﬁ;gg f;;T ::;;
(1.?1]‘?&} Was Elgher than the percentage of whites (1.23%) fsian 124380 136,990 072 079
or Asians (0.79%,). Othercd W0 1750 313 263
The prevalence of serious crime decreased from 2018 Age
b E[II'JIEJ among persons ages 12 to 17 (from 1.95% to 1 50803 36420 T 1A8R
18-24 553,530 545,930 1.86 154
1.46%), 35 to 49 (from 1.82% to 1.30%), 50 to 64 (from 534 R31.150 145,950 15 165
1.60% to 1.23%), and 65 or older (from 1.26% to 1.00%). 15-49 1,115,800+ 798,510 1821 1.30
In 2019, the percentage of persons ages 18 to 24 {1.84%) S0-64 10048301  769.840 1601 113
who experienced serious crime was higher than the 65 or alder 645540% 531,020 1261 1.00
percentage of persons ages 35 to 49 (1.30%:), 50 to 64 Marital status
(1.23%), and 65 or older (1.00%). Mevermarried  1,020450F 1,584,980 198%F  161%
Married 15851301 1,353.800 1131 1.04
Newver-married persons, married persons, widows Widow/widower 2970201 183,680 1961 1.21
or widowers, and divorced persons all experienced Divorced 6520901 501,530 238t 184
declines in serious crime from 2018 to 2019, In 2019, Separated 170,380 128,320 132 258

the prevalence of serious crime for married persons
(1.04%) was lower than the prevalence for never-married
(1.62%), divorced (1.84%], or separated (2.58%) persons.

Mote: Details may not sum to totals due to rounding and missing data.
Serious crimes are those that are generally prosecuted as felonies; these
include most completed or attempted viclent crimes apart from simple
assault, and comipleted burglaries and motor-vehicle thefts. See Prevalence
of serious crime text box for more information, page 22). See appendix table
25 for standard errars.

*Comparison yaar.

+Difference with comparison year is significant at the 95% confidence level.
#Difference with comparison year is significant at the 8% confidence level.
Aumber of persons age 12 or clder who experienced at least one serious
victimization during the year.

Bpercantage of persons age 12 or older who experienced at least one
serjious victimization during the year.

“Excludes persons of Hispanic origin (.., “white” refers to non-Hispanic
whites and “black” refers to non-Hispanic blacks).

dincludes Native Hawaiians and Other Pacific Islanders, American Indians
and Alaska Matives, and persons of bwo or more races.

Source: Bureau of Justice Statistics, Mational Crime Victimization Survey,
2018 and 2019,
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Additional NCVS estimates

Additional NCVS victimization or incident estimates are included in tables 23 through 30.

Percent of violent victimizations reported to police, by completed, attempted, and threatened crimes, 2015-2019

TABLE 23

Violent crime 2015 2016
Total 45.5% 43 9%

Completed 556% 433

Attempted 476 420

Threatened 366 4

07 2018 2015
44.5% 426% 40.9%
a04 475 453
415 448 418
430 373 36.6

Mote: Details may not sum bo totals due to rounding. Viclent-crime categories include rape or sexual assault, robbery, aggravated assault, and simple

assault. See appendix table 26 for standard errors.
*Comparison year.
$Difference with comparison year is significant at the 90% confidence level.

Source: Bureau of Justice Statistics, Mational Crime Victimization Survey, 2015-2019.

TABLE 24
Number and rate of violent victimizations, by victim’s
veteran and citizenship status, 2018 and 2019

2018 2019*
:ﬁriumr:ﬁ?lgtzgd Murnber ?Wer Mumber ﬁltﬂtgr
Total violent victimizationst 6385520 212 B813410 210
Vieteran status®
Vateran® TR0 207 347370 190
Mon-vetzran® 5115180 222 4525550 1335
Citizenship status
LS. citizen 6,163,570 239 5490420 212
L5 -bom citizen® 5000190 251 5206270 224
Maturalized .5, citizen 263380 116 203150 &3
Mon-LL.5. citizen 196,350 125 267,700 177
1.5 -born' 5,000,190 251 5206270 2214
Foreign-bom? 450730 119 470850 123

Mote: Details may not sum to totals due to rounding and missing data. See
appendix table 27 for standard errors.

*Comparison year.

ARate is per 1,000 persons age 12 or older,

Blncludes rape or sexual assault, rabbery, aggravated assault, and simple
assault. Includes threatened, attempted, and completed occurrences of
those crimes. Statistically significant differences for the total victimization
numbers and rates are presented using the Balanced Repeated Replication
miethod. Generalized variance function parameters were used to caloulate
statistically significant differences for the rest of the table.

Cncludes persons age 18 or older.

Syeterans include persons currently or previowsly on active duty. Because
the NEWS is a house hold-based survey and active-duty military personnel
are more likely to be out of the household at the time of data collection,
miost veterans in the sample are former active-duty military personnel.
EMon-veterans are persons who never served in the U5, Armed Forces or
wha completed training in the Reserves or Mational Guard only.

TPersans born in the US., in a US. territary, or abroad to LS. parents.
Onaturalized LS. citizens or non-LLS. citizens.

Source: Bureau of Justice Statistics, Mational Crime Victimization Survey,
2018 and 2015,
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TABLE 25
Firearm violence, 2018 and 2019

2018 2019

Total viclent incidents? 5,954,050 5,440,680

Firearm incidents 427 730 440,830
Total viclent victimizations? 6,385,520 5813410

Firearm victimizations 470,840 451,950
Rate of firearm victimization® 17 1.7
Firearm victimizations reported to police

Murnbear 310,310 290,790

Farcent of all firearm victimizations £5.9% 0.3%

Mote: Includes viclent crimes in which the offender possessed, showed, or
used a firearm. Ses appendix table 28 for standard arrors.

*Comparisan year.

3an incident is a specific criminal act imvolving one or more victims.

Beach victimization reprasents one person involved in an incident.
Statistically significant differences for the total vielent victimization
numbers are presented using the Balanced Repeated Replication
method. Generalized variance function parameters were used to calculate
statistically significant differences for the rest of the table.

“Rate is per 1,000 persons age 12 or older. See appendix table 34 for
population numbers.

Souwrce: Bureau of Justice Statistics, Mational Crime Victimization Survey,
2018 and 2019,
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TABLE 26

Percent and number of violent incidents excluding simple assault, by total population and victim and offender
demographic characteristics, 2019

Nurber of Percent of Ratio of percentages
vialent incidents Percent of violentincidents  Offender Offenderto Victim to

Demographic characteristic Population® Offender® Victim  population™ Offender® Victim  tovictim population population

Total 276872470 1671370 1871370 100% 100% 100% 1.0 10 10
Sex

Male 134493660 1487020 934150 48.6% Bd1% T 459% 1.7 1.7 140

Female 142178810 4500 937220 514 1281 5001 03 03 14

Both male and female offenders - 52,070 - - EX - - - -
Race/ethnicity

White* 171,423,480 769430 1045300 £1.9% 47 Mt 555% 0.8 .E 09

Black® 33,397,100 359860 235130 121 MEt 120 L1 21 10

Hispanic® 47,890,870 M0 432770 173 21301 3t 1.0 13 13

Asian® 17,401,410 87501 33.200! 6.3 051! 181! 03 01 03

Othert# 4,759,600 48580 134560 14 0 72t 04 1.2 il

Multiple offenders of various

races” - 16,580 - - 100 ~ - - -

Age

11 or younger ~ 11,8901 - - 0.7%! - - - -

1217 24941 440 4550 40570 5.0% 1351 12.5% 1.1 15 14

18-2% 32,798,870 356840 608,640 191 mat 315t 1.1 1.6 17

30or older 199,132,160 739860 1,021.760 3 406t S4a1 0.8 06 04

Multiple offenders of various

AES ~ 63,000 - - 40 - ~ ~ -

Mote: Details may not sum to totals due to rounding and missing data for offendar characteristice. An incident is a specific criminal act involving one ar
mare victims. Ofender characteristics are based on victims' perceptions of offenders. See appendix table 29 for standard errors.

*Comparison group.

tDitference with comparison group is significant at the 95% confidence level.

! Interpret with caution. Estimate is based on 10 or fewer sample cases or coefficient of variation is greater than 50%.
~Mot applicable.

AThe National Crime Victimization Survey (NCVS) population represents persons age 12 or older living in non-institutionalized residential settings inthe U5,

bBineludes those incidents in which the perceived offender characteristics were reported. The sex of the affender was unknown in 7% of incidents, the
race or ethnicity of the offender was unknown in 14% of incidents, and the age of the offender was unknown in 15% of incidents.

CExcludes persons of Hispanic origin le.g., “white” refers to non-Hispanic whites and “black” refers to non-Hispanic blacks).

AIf the victim perceived any of the offenders in a multiple offender incident to be of Hispanic origin, they are dassified as Hispanic

BIncludes Mative Hawaiians and Other Pacific Islanders, &merican Indians and Alaska MNatives, and persons of bwo or morne races.

Tiyrhile the MCWS does not survey victims age 11 or younger, victims may report the offender to be age 11 or younger.

Source: Bursau of Justice Statistics, Mational Crime Victimization Survey, 2019,

TAEBLE 27
Percent of violent incidents excluding simple assault, by
victim and offender sex, 2019

Offender sex
Murnber of Both male
Victimsex  violent incidents  Total Male Female and female
Total 1,743,590 100% B41%  129% 30%
Male* 237,110 100% B77 o1 i3
Female 906,480 100% BOS 1641 27

Mote: Details may not sum to totals due to rounding. Anincident is a
specific criminal act involving one or more victime. Offender sex is basad
on victims' perceptions of offenders. Indudes those incidents in which the
perceived s2x of the offender was reported. The sex of the offender was
unikriown in 7% of incidents which is why the number of incidents is only
3% as high as in table 26. See appendix table 30 for standard errars.
*Comparison group.

thifference with comparison group is significant at the 95%

confidence level.

Source: Bureau of Justice Statistics, Mational Crime Victimization Swrvey, 2019
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TABLE 28
Number of violent incidents excluding simple assault, by victim and offender race or ethnicity, 2019

Murnber of Offender race/ethnicity
Victim race/ethnicity violent incidents White? Black? Hispanic? Other®~
White® 437,010 5%5.7700¢ 1273501 181.040 12,8501
Black? 183,660 17,690 ! 143,080 15840 1! 7040 1!
Hispanic 356,470 78950 1 95,070 167,610 10,850 1!

Mate: Details may not sum to totals due to reunding. An incident is a specific criminal act invalving one or more victims. Offender race
or ethnicity is based on victims' perceptions of offenders. Includes those violent incidents in which the perceived offender race or
ethnicity was reported. Offender race or ethnicity was unknown in 14% of violent incidents excluding simple assault which is why the
number of incidents is only B6% as high as in table 26. See appendix table 31 for standard errors.

*Comparison groups are intraracial victim and offender percentages (white-on-white, black-on-black, or Hispanic-on-Hispanic).
1litference with comparison group is significant at the 95% confidence level.

! Interpret with caution. Estimate is based on 10 or fewer sample cases, or coefficient of variation is greater than 50%.

2Excludes persons of Hispanic origin {e.g., “white" refers to non-Hispanic whites and “black” refers to non-Hispanic blacks).

Byf the victim perceived any of the offenders in a multiple offender incident to be of Hispanic origin, they are classified as Hispanic.

Sincludes Asians, Mative Hawaiians and Other Pacific Islanders, American Indians and Alaska Matives, and persons of two or
MG races,

Source: Bureau of Justice Statistics, National Crime Victimization Sureey, 2019

TABLE 29

Percent of violent incidents excluding simple assault, by victim and offender race or ethnicity, 2019
Murmber of Offender race/ethnicity

Victim race/ethnicity violent incidents Total White? Black? Hispanic? Otherac

White? 437,010 1004 £3.6%" 13.6% t 1931 35% 1

Black? 183,660 1008 951! s gnt! 381!

Hispanic 356,470 1004 it et 7.0 301!

Mote: Details may not sum to totals due to rounding. Anincident is a specific criminal act invalving one or more victims. Offender race
or ethnicity is based on victims’ perceptions of offenders. Includes those violent incidents in which the perceived offender race or
ethnicity was reported. Offender race or ethnicity was unknown in 14% of violent incidents excluding simple assault which is why the
number of incidents is only B6% as high as in table 26. See appendix table 32 for standard errors.

*Comparison groups are intraracial victim and offender percentages (white-on-white, black-on-black, or Hispanic-on-Hispanic).
tDitference with comparison group is significant at the 95% confidence lavel.

! Interpret with caution. Estimate is based on 10 or fewer sample cases, or coefficient of variation is greater than 50%.

3Excludes parsons of Hispanic origin la.g., “white" refers to non-Hispanic whites and “black” refers to non-Hispanic blacks).

Byf the victim perceived any of the offenders in a multiple offender incident to be of Hispanic origin, they are classified as Hispanic.
Sncludes Asians, Mative Hawaiians and Other Pacific Islanders, American Indians and Alaska Matives, and persons of two or more races.
Source: Bureau of Justice Statistics, Mational Crimie Victimization Survey, 2019
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TABLE 20

Percent of violent incidents excluding simple assault and percent of the U.5. population, by victim and offender race or

ethnicity, 2019
Percent of violent incidents
committed by offenders
Victim race/ Ofthe same  Of anather Of the same
ethnicity Total  racefethnicity race/ethnicity  Total racefethnicity® race/ethnicity”
Whited 100% 63.6% 364% 100% 61.9%
Blackd 100% 7704 2011 100 % 121
Hispanic 100% 4701 5301 100% 173

Percent of the U.5. population®

Ratio of percentages
Offender of same  Offender of another
rar:.e.l'elimicit{tu race/ethnicity to

ol e o S
1.0 10
6.5 03
a7 06

Mote: Details may not sum to totals due to rounding. An incident is a specific criminal act invalving one or more victims. Offender race or ethnicity is based
on victims' perceptions of offenders. Includas those vialent incidents in which the perceived offender race or ethnicity was reported. Offender race or
ethnicity was unknown in 14% of violent incidents excluding simple assault. See appendix table 33 for standard ermors.

*Comparisons are between the percentage of the U5 mpulatiuﬂ of the same race or ethnici

offenders of the same race or ethnicity, and between t
incidents committed by offenders of another race or ethnicity.

tDitference with comparison group is significant at the 95% confidence level.

and the percentage of violent incidents committed by
percentage of the LS. population of another race or ethnicity and the percentage of violent

2The Mational Crime Victimization Survey population reprasents persons age 12 or elder living in non-institutionalized residential sattings in the U5,
EThe percentage of incidents committed by offenders of the same race or ethnicity of the victim divided by the percentage of the U5, population of the

same race ar ethnicity.

“The percentage of incidents committed by offenders of another race or ethnicity divided by the percentage of the LS. population of another

race or ethnicity.

e e ludes persons of Hispanic origin (e.q., “white” refers to non-Hispanic whites and “black” refers to non-Hispanic blacks).

Source: Bureau of Justice Statistics, National Crime Victimization Survey, 2019,
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Methodology

Survey coverage

The Bureau of Justice Statistics’ National Crime
Victimization Survey (NCVS) is an annual data
collection carried out by the U5, Census Bureau. The
MCVS is a self-reported survey that is administered
annually from January 1 to December 31. Annual NCVS
estimates are based on the number and characteristics

of crimes respondents experienced during the prior &
months, not including the month in which they were
interviewed. Therefore, the 2019 survey covers crimes
experienced from July 1, 2018 to November 30, 2019,
and March 15, 2019 is the middle of the reference period.
Crimes are classified by the year of the survey and not by
the year of the crime.

The NCVS is administered to persons age 12 or

older from a nationally representative sample of US.
households. [t collects information on nonfatal personal
crimes (rape or sexual assault, robbery, aggravated and
simple assault, and personal larceny (purse-snatching
and pick-pocketing) and household property crimes
(burglary/trespassing, motor-vehicle theft, and other
types of theft). The survey collects information on
threatened, attempted, and completed crimes. It collects
data both on crimes reported and not reported to
police. Unless specified otherwise, estimates in this
report include threatened, attempted, and completed
crimes. In addition to providing annual level and change
estimates on criminal victimization, the NCVS is the
primary source of information on the nature of criminal
victimization incidents.

Survey respondents provide information about
themselves {including age, sex, race, ethnicity, marital
status, educational level, and income) and whether they
experienced a victimization. For each victimization
incident, respondents report information about the
offender (including age, sex, race, ethnicity, and victim-
offender relationship), characteristics of the crime
(including time and place of occurrence, use of weapons,
nature of injury, and economic consequences), whether
the crime was reported to police, reasons the crime was
or was not reported, and experiences with the criminal
justice system.

Household information, including household-level
demaographics (e.g., income) and property victimizations
committed against the household (eg., burglary/

CRIMINAL VICTIMIZATION, 2019 | SEPTEMBER 2020

trespassing), is typically collected from the reference
person. The reference person is any responsible

adult member of the household who is not likely to
permanently leave the household. Because an owner or
renter of the sampled housing unit is normally the most
responsible and knowledgeable household member, this
person is generally designated as the reference person
and household respondent. However, a household
respondent does not have to be one of the household
members who owns or rents the unit.

In the NCVS, a household is defined as a group of
persons who all reside at a sampled address. Persons

are considered household members when the sampled
address is their usual place of residence at the time of
the interview and when they have no primary place of
residence elsewhere. Once selected, households remain
in the sample for 3% years, and eligible persons in these
households are interviewed every & months, either in
person or over the phone, for a total of seven interviews.

First interviews are typically conducted in person, with
subsequent interviews conducted either in person or

by phone. New households rotate into the sample on

an ongoing basis to replace outgoing households that
have been in the sample for the full 3%-year period.

The sample includes persons living in group quarters,
such as dormitories, rooming houses, and religious-
group dwellings, and excludes persons living on military
bases or in institutional settings such as correctional or
hospital facilities.

Measurement of crime in the National Crime
Victimization Survey

B]S presents data from the NCVS on victimization,
incident, and prevalence rates. Victimization rates
measure the extent to which violent and property
victimizations occur in a specified population during

a specified time. Victimization numbers show the

total number of times that people or households are
victimized by crime. For crimes affecting persons, NCVS
victimization rates are estimated by dividing the number
of victimizations that occur during a specified time (T)
by the population at risk for those victimizations and
multiplying the rate by 1,000.

Mumber of
victimizations experienced
by a specified population ;

Mumber of unkgue persons
{or households) In the
specified population

WVictimization rate . = 1,000
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For victimization rates, each victimization represents
one person (for personal crimes) or one household

{for property crimes) affected by a crime.” Every
victimization experienced by a person or household
during the year is counted. For example, if one person
experiences two violent crimes during the year, both

are counted in the victimization rate. If one household
experiences two property crimes, both are counted in the
victimization rate. Victimization estimates are presented
in figure 3, tables 1 through 10, table 12, and tables 23
through 25 in this report.

Incident rates are another measure of crime. The number
of incidents is the number of specific criminal acts
involving one or more victims. [f every victimization

had one victim, the number of incidents would be the
same as the number of victimizations. If there was more
than one victim, the incident estimate is adjusted to
compensate for the possibility that the incident could be
reported several times by multiple victims and thus be
over-counted. For example, if two people were robbed
during the same incident, this crime would be counted as
one incident and two victimizations. Incident estimates
are presented in tables 13 through 17, and tables 25
through 30 in this report.

A third measure, reflecting a population’s risk of
experiencing one or more criminal victimizations, is
prevalence rates. Like victimization rates, prevalence
rates describe the level of victimization, but the latter are
based on the number of unique persons or households
in the population experiencing at least one victimization
during a specified time. The key distinction between

a victimization and prevalence rate is whether the
numerator consists of the number of victimizations or
the number of unique victims. For example, a person
who experienced two robberies within the past year
would be counted twice in the victimization rate but
only once in the prevalence rate. Prevalence rates are
estimated by dividing the number of unigue victims or
victimized households in the specified population by the
total number of persons or households in the population
and multiplying the rate by 100, vielding the percentage
of the population victimized at least once in a period.

7In the NCVS, personal erimes are personal larceny (purse-snatching
and pick-pocketing) and violent victimizations {rape or sexual
assault, robbery, aggravated assault, and simple assault). Homicide is
not included because the MCVE is based on interviews with victims.,
Property crimes are burglary, residential trespassing, motor-vehicle
theft, and other theft.

CRIMIMNAL VICTIMIZATION, 2019 | SEPTEMBER 2020

Mumber of unbgue victims
{or wictimized households)
in a specified population ;

Prevalence rate . = * 100

Mumber of unkgque persons
{or househalds) in the
specified population

Prevalence rates are presented in figures 1 and 2, and
tables 18 through 22 in this report. Prevalence rates

for property crimes can be produced at the household
or person levels by adjusting the numerators and
denominators to reflect households or persons. Table
20 presents property-crime prevalence rates at the
household level, and table 21 presents serious property-
crime prevalence rates at the personal level.

For more information about measuring prevalence in the
NCVE, see Measuring the Prevalence of Crime with the
National Crime Victimization Survey (NC] 241656, B]S,
September 2013).

Mon-response and weighting adjustments

The 2019 NCVS data file includes 155,076 household
interviews. Overall, 71% of eligible households
completed interviews. Within participating households,
interviews with 249,008 persons were completed in
2019, representing an 83% response rate among eligible
persons from responding households.

Victimizations that occurred outside of the ULS. were
excluded from this report. In 2019, about 1% of the
unweighted victimizations occurred outside of the .S,

NCWVS data are weighted to produce annual estimates
of victimization for persons age 12 or older living in
LS. households. Because the WCVS relies on a sample
rather than a census of the entire ULS. population,
weights are designed to adjust to known population
totals and to compensate for survey non-response and
other aspects of the complex sample design.

NCVS data files include person, household,
victimization, and incident weights. Person weights
provide an estimate of the population represented by
each person in the sample. Household weights provide
an estimate of the household population represented by
each household in the sample. After proper adjustment,
both person and household weights are also typically
used to form the denominator in calculations of

crime rates. For personal crimes, the incident weight
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is derived by dividing the person weight of a victim

by the total number of persons victimized during an
incident, as reported by the respondent. For property
crimes measured at the household level, the incident
weight and the household weight are the same, because
the victim of a property crime is considered to be the
household as a whole. The incident weight is most
frequently used to calculate estimates of offenders’ and
victims' demographics.

Victimization weights used in this report account for
the number of persons victimized during an incident
and for high-frequency repeat-victimizations (i.e.,
series victimizations). Series victimizations are similar
in type to one another but occur with such frequency
that a victim is unable to recall each individual event or
describe each event in detail. Survey procedures allow
NCVS interviewers to identify and classify these similar
victimizations as series victimizations and to collect
detailed information on only the most recent incident in
the series.

The weighting counts series victimizations as the actual
number of victimizations reported by the victim,

up to a maximuam of 10. Doing so produces more
reliable estimates of crime levels than counting such
victimizations only once, while the cap at 10 minimizes
the effect of extreme outliers on rates. According to the
2019 data, series victimizations accounted for 1.4% of
all victimizations and 3.1% of all violent victimizations.
Additional information on the enumeration of series
victimizations is detailed in the report Methods for
Counting High-Frequency Repeat Victimizations in the
National Crime Victimization Swevey (NC] 237308, BJS,
April 2012).

Changes to the household weighting adjustment
in2017

The 2017 NCVS weights included a new adjustment

that modified household weights to reflect independent
housing-unit totals available internally at the U.S.

Census Burean. This new adjustment was applied only

to household weights for housing units and does not
affect person weights. Historically, the household weights
were adjusted to reflect independent totals for the person
population. This new weighting adjustment improves on
the prior one and better aligns the number of estimated
households in the NCVS with other Census household-
survey estimates.

CRIMINAL VICTIMIZATION, 2019 | SEPTEMBER 2020

Due to this new adjustment, the 2017 NCVS estimate

for the number of households was about 8% lower than
the 2016 NCVS estimate. As a result, the estimate of

the number of households affected by property crime
was also about 8% lower. When making comparisons

of property crime at the household level between 2017
and prior years, compare victimization or prevalence
rates. Rates are unaffected by this change in weighting
methodology because both the numerator and
denominator are equally affected. Comparisons of the
number of households that were victimized between
2017 and prior years are inappropriate due to this change
in weighting methodology. Property crime measured at
the person level is unaffected by the change (as presented
in measures of serions crime). For more information

on weighting in the NCVS, see the Non-response and
weighting adjustments section in this methodology and
National Crime Victimization Survey, 2016 Technical
Documentation (MNC] 251442, B]S, December 2017).

Changes to the classification of urban, suburban, and
rural areas

Beginning in 2019, the NCVS employed a new method
for classifying geographical areas (see Classification of
urban, suburban, and rural areas in the National Crime
Victimization Survey on pp. 12-15). All census blocks
not in urbanized areas or urbanized clusters, as defined
by the Census Burean, are classified as rural, consistent
with the Census Bureau’s definition of rural. Census
blocks within cities or Census-designated places that
meet certain criteria based on population and density are
classified as urban (see appendix table 36), while all other
census blocks in urbanized areas or urban clusters are
classified as suburban.

Classifications of urban places are based on population
size, weighted housing-unit density, and the Census
Bureau’ designations of urbanized areas and urban
clusters, using data from the 2010 Census. Housing-unit
density is the number of housing units per square mile in
a given area. Weighted housing-unit density, under BJS%s
approach, is the weighted average of the housing-unit
densities for all census tracts in an area, with the tracts
weighted by their number of housing units. Housing-unit
addresses are converted into geographical coordinates
through a process called geocoding. Housing units that
cannot be geocoded are imputed. For more information
on imputation procedures, see National Crime
Victimization Survey, 2016 Technical Documentation
(NC] 251442, B]S, December 2017).
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Table 31 shows the 2019 US. resident population for
those age 12 or older and the number of households in
each category (urban, suburban, rural) under both the
new and historical classifications. About one-third of the
LS. resident population age 12 or older were classified as
residing in an urban area under the historical definition,
compared to about one-eighth under the new definition.
The percentage of the resident population classified as
residing in a suburban area shifted from 53% to 69%,
while the percentage classified as rural shifted from 14%
to 19%. Similar shifts in the number of households were
observed under the new classification.

Standard error computations

When national estimates are derived from a sample, as
with the NCVS, caution must be used when comparing
one estimate to another or when comparing estimates
over time. Although one estimate may be larger than
another, estimates based on a sample have some degree
of sampling error. The sampling error of an estimate
depends on several factors, including the amount of
variation in the responses and the size of the sample.
When the sampling error around an estimate is taken
into account, estimates that appear different may not be
statistically significant.

Ome measure of the sampling error associated with

an estimate is the standard error. The standard error
may vary from one estimate to the next. Generally, an
estimate with a smaller standard error provides a more
reliable approximation of the true value than an estimate
with a larger standard error. Estimates with relatively
large standard errors have less precision and reliability
and should be interpreted with caution.

For complex sample designs, there are several methods
that can be used to generate standard errors around

a point estimate (e.g., numbers, percentages, and

rates). In this report, generalized variance function
(GVF) parameters and direct-variance estimation

were used for variance estimation. Parameters are
produced for GVFEs that compute the variance of any
crime estimate based on the value of that crime estimate.
The GVF parameters are generated by fitting estimates
and their relative variance to a regression model, using
an iterative weighted least-squares procedure where

the weight is the inverse of the square of the predicted
relative variance. Compared to GVFs, direct-variance
estimation is generally considered more accurate in
approximating the true variance. In an effort to improve
the quality and accurancy of NCVS estimates, B]S used
direct-variance estimation instead of GVFs for tables 1

CRIMINAL VICTIMIZATION, 2019 | SEPTEMBER 2020

TABLE 31
Population and number of households, by old and new
definition of location of residence, 2019

Old definition Mew definition
Location of residence Mumber Percent  Number Parcent
Total U.5. resident
population age 12
or older 276,900,000 100% 276,200,000 100%
Urban Q2 450,000 33 33,010,000 12
Suburban 146,700,000 53 100,800,000 &9
Rural I 14 52160000 19
MNurnber of households 126400000 100% 126400000 100%
Urban 770000 35 15,000,000 13
Suburban 65,000,000 51 Br 410000 &9
Rural 17,660,000 14 23130000 18

Note: Details may not sum to totals due to rounding.

Source: Bureau of Justice Statistics, Mational Crime Victimization Survey,
2015; and 2010 Census of Population and Housing and 2013 OMEB
Metropolitan Statistical Area designations.
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and 2 {and for totals in tables 4, 9, 24, and 25 that are also
presented in tables 1 and 2, and statistics in table 12 that
are based on the new classification of urban, suburban,
and rural areas).

To generate standard errors around the victimization
estimates found in tables 1 and 2 {and totals in tables 4, 9,
24, and 25, and statistics in table 12 that are based on the
new classification of urban, suburban, and rural areas),
B]S used a specialized version of Balanced Repeated
Replication (BRR) estimation using Fay’s method.®

BRE estimation is a type of direct-replication-variance
estimation. Under replicate-variance-estimation, a set

of replicate weights (e.g., the NCVS typically has a set
consisting of 160 replicate weights) is used to capture the
sampling variance. Fay's method is utilized for surveys
that have rare outcomes in which the entire sample is
necessary to properly estimate the variance. The standard
error estimates for tables 1 and 2 (and totals in tables 4,
9, 24, and 25), estimated using BRR, differ from those
previously reported in prior Criminal Victimization
bulletins, which used GVF parameters. Year-to-year
statistically significant differences may also vary from
those previously reported. See table 32 for comparisons
of significance testing between the two methods for 2014,
2015, 2016, and 2017 compared to 2018, as previously
reported in Criminal Victimization, 2018 (NC] 253043,
B]S, September 2019).

The U.S. Census Bureau produces GVF parameters

for B]S, which account for aspects of the NCWSs
complex sample design and represent the curve fitted

to a selection of individual standard errors, using a
specialized version of BRR based on Fay's method. GVFs
express the variance as a function of the expected value
of the survey estimate.” For more information on GVFs,
see National Crime Victimization Survey, 2016 Technical
Documentation (NC] 251442, B]S, December 2017).
Besides tables 1 and 2 (and totals in tables 4, 9, 24, and
25, and statistics in table 12 that are based on the new
classification of urban, suburban, and rural areas), all
standard errors for victimization and incident estimates
in this report were generated using GVFs.

zi]-'a].', R. E. (198%). Theory and Application of Replicate Weighting for
Variance Calculations. In Proceedings of the Survey Research Methods
Section, American Statistical Association, 212-217.

“Wolter, K. M. (1984). An Investigation of Some Estimators of
Variance for Systematic Sampling. fournal of the American Statistical
Associafion 79, TA1-790.

1waodruff, B_S. (1971} A Simple Method for Approximating
the Variance of a Complicated Estimate. fowrnal of the American
Statistical Association 66, 411-414.
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TABELE 32

Significant differences in the rate of victimizations,
by variance-estimation method and type of crime,
2014-2017 versus 2018

M4 205 26 2017 2018*

Type of crime GVF BRR GVF BRR GVF BRR GVF BRR GVF BRR
Violent crime i ¥+ F tt f - o~
Rape/sexual assault L S R A f 1t t -~ =
Robbery - -
Assault | B L
Aggravated assault t . -
Simple assault EH t % - -

Violent crime exchudin

simple assault ? Trr ot ro. -
Property crime ot ot - -
Burglary/trespassing t % - -
Burglary T ¥ - -
Trespassing - -
Mator-vehicle thaft - -
Other theft t t t t - -

Motes In this report, standard error estimates for tables 1 and 2 were
computed using Balanced Repeated Replication, whilz estimates reported
in prior Criminal Victimization bulletins used generalized-variance function
parameters. Year-to-year statistically significant differences vary by method
in somie cases, as shown in this table.

*Comparison year.

tDifference with comparison year is significant at the 5%
confidence level,

#Difference with comparison year is significant at the 90%
confidence level,

~Mot applicable as 2018 is the comparison year.

Source: Bureau of Justice Statistics, Mational Crime Victimization Survey,
2014-2018.

To generate standard errors around prevalence estimates,
BJS used BRR and Taylor Series Linearization (TSL)
methods. The TSL method directly estimates variances
through a linearized function by combining variance
estimates from the stratum and primary sampling units
{(P5Us) used to sample households and persons 1V In
the NCVS, the design parameters used for computing
TSL variances are PSUEDOSTRATA (stratum) and
HALFSAMPLE (PSU). These design parameters are
available for all years except the first half of 1993 and
all of 2016; therefore, BRR methods were used for 2016
prevalence estimates.

Direct-variance estimation—BRR and TSL—is generally
considered more accurate, in terms of how closely the
variance estimate approximates the true variance, than
GVFs. With direct-variance estimation, each estimate is
generated based on the outcome being estimated rather
than being generated based on a generalized function.
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B]S conducted statistical tests to determine whether
differences in estimated numbers, percentages, and
rates in this report were statistically significant once
sampling ervor was taken into account. Using statistical
analysis programs developed specifically for the NCVS,
all comparisons in the text were tested for significance.
The primary test procedure was the Student’s t-statistic,
which tests the difference between two sample estimates.
Findings described in this report as increases or
decreases passed a test at either the 0.05 level {95%
confidence level) or 0.10 level (90% confidence level) of
significance. Figures and tables in this report should be
referenced for testing on specific findings.

Estimates and standard errors of the estimates provided
in this report may be used to generate a confidence
interval around the estimate as a measure of the margin
of error. The following example illustrates how standard
errors may be used to generate confidence intervals:

Based on the 2019 NCVS, the rate of violent
victimization reported to police, excluding simple
assault, in 2019 was 3.4 victimizations per 1,000
persons age 12 or older (see appendix table 3).
Using the GVFs, B]S determined that the estimated
victimization rate has a standard error of 00,35 (see
appendix table 3). A confidence interval around the
estimate is generated by multiplying the standard
error by +1.96 (the t-score of a normal, two-tailed
distribution that excludes 2.5% at either end of the
distribution). Therefore, the 95% confidence interval
around the 3.4 estimate from 2019is 3.4 £ (0L38 x
1.96) or (2.63 to 4.13). In other words, if B]S used the
same sampling method to select different samples
and computed an interval estimate for each sample,
it would expect the true population parameter (rate
of violent victimization) to fall within the interval
estimates 95% of the time.

For this report, B]S also calculated a coethicient of
variation (CV) for all estimates, representing the ratio
of the standard error to the estimate. CVs (not shown
in tables) provide another measure of reliability and a
means for comparing the precision of estimates across
measures with differing levels or metrics.

Revised 2016 data file

For 2016, B]S greatly increased the NCVS sample size to
facilitate the ability to produce state-level victimization
estimates for the 22 most populous states. At the

same time, the sample was adjusted to reflect the US.
population counts in the 2010 decennial census. These

CRIMINAL VICTIMIZATION, 2019 | SEPTEMBER 2020

changes resulted in a historically large number of new
households and first-time interviews in the first half of
2016 and produced challenges in comparing 2016 results
to prior data years.

Working with the U5, Census Bureau, BJS subsequently
devised the methodology that was used to create the
revised 2016 NCVS data file. The result was revised
criminal victimization estimates that were nationally
representative for 2016 and could be compared with
prior and future years. See National Crime Victimization
Survey revised 2016 estimates text box (pp. 3-4) and
Methodology (pp. 15-18) in Crisninal Victimization, 2016:
Revised (NC] 252121, B]S, October 2018), for more
information.

NCVS measurement of rape or sexual assault

The NCVS uses a two-stage measurement approach in
the screening and classification of criminal victimization,
including rape or sexual assanlt. In the first stage of
screening, survey respondents are administered a series
of short-cue screening questions designed to help
respondents think about different experiences they may
have had during the reference period. (See NCVS-1 at
https:/ f'www.bjs.gov/content/pub/pdfincvs15_bsq.pdf)

This design improves respondents’ recall of events,
particularly for incidents that may not immediately come
to mind as crimes, such as those committed by family
members and acquaintances. Respondents who answer
atfirmatively to any of the short-cue screening items are
subsequently administered a crime incident report (CIR)
designed to classify incidents into specific crime types.
(See NCVS-2 at https:/f'www.bjs.gov/content/pub/pdf/

nevs15_cirpdf)

First stage of measurement. Two short-cue
screening questions are specifically designed to target
sexual victimization:

1. Other than any incidents already mentioned,
has anyone attacked or threatened you in any of
these ways—

a. with any weapon, such as a gun or knife

b. with anything like a baseball bat, frying pan,

scissors, or stick
<. by something thrown, such as a rock or bottle
. by grabbing, punching, or choking

. any rape, attempted rape, or other types of
sexual attack

34

3502-022
Page 34 of 53

EFTA_00001580
EFTA00156921



f. any face-to-face threats

g. any attack or threat or use of force by anyone at
all? Please mention it even if you are not certain
it was a crime.

2. Incidents involving forced or unwanted sexual acts are
often difficult to talk about. Other than any incidents
already mentioned, have you been forced or coerced to
engage in unwanted sexual activity by—

a. someone you did not know
b. a casual acquaintance
c. someone you know well?

Respondents may screen into a CIR if they respond
affirmatively to another short-cue screening question.
For instance, a separate screening question cues
respondents to think of attacks or threats that took
place in specific locations, such as at home, work, or
school. Respondents who recall a sexual victimization
that occurred at home, work, or school and answer
affirmatively would be administered a CIR even if they
did not respond affirmatively to the screening question
targeting sexual victimization.

Second stage of measurement. The CIR is used to collect
information on the attributes of each incident. The key
attributes of sexual violence that are used to classify a
victimization as a rape or sexual assault are the type of
attack and physical injury suffered. Victims are asked if
“the offender hit you, knock|ed| you down, or actually
attack[ed| you in any way”; if “the offender TR[IED]

to attack you™; or if “the offender THREATEN [ED]

you with harm in any way?” The survey participant is
classified as a victim of rape or sexual assault if he or she
responds athrmatively to one of these three questions
and then responds that the completed, attempted, or
threatened attack was—

® rape

® attempted rape

m sexual assault other than rape or attempted rape
m verbal threat of rape

m verbal threat of sexual assault other than rape

» unwanted sexual contact with force {e.g., grabbing
or fondling)

» unwanted sexual contact without force (e.g., grabbing
or fondling).

If the victim selects one of the following response options
to describe the attack, he or she is also classified as a

CRIMINAL VICTIMIZATION, 2019 | SEPTEMBER 2020

Classification of rape and sexual assault in the National
Crime Victimization Survey

Measure
Completed rape

Element of sexual viglence

Type of attack = rape

Type of injury = rape

Type of attack = atternpled rape

Type of injury = attempted rape

Type of threat = verbal threat of rape with weapon
Type of atternpted attack/threat = verbal threat of rape

Type of attack = sexual assault other than rape or
attempted rape

Type of injury = sexual assault other than rape or
attempted rape

Type of attempted attackthreat = unwanted sexual
contact with force

Type of atternpted attackthreat = unwanted sexual
contact without force
Type of atternpted attack/threat = verbal threat of
sexual assault other than rape
Mote: Victim is determined to be present in all measuras of rape and
sexual assawlt.

Source: Bureau of Justice Statistics, National Crime Victimization
Survey, 2019

Attermnpted rape

Threatened rape
Sexual assault

victim of rape or sexual assault if the injuries suffered as a
result of the incident are described as—

® rape
m attempted rape

m sexual assault other than rape or attempted rape.

Coercion. The CIR does not ask respondents if
psychological coercion was used, nor make any explicit
reference to the victim being unable to provide consent
[e.g., in incidents involving drugs or alcohol use). One
screening question targeted to rape and sexual assault
asks respondents if force or coercion was used to initiate
unwanted sexual activity.

The final classification of incidents by the CIR results in
the following definitions of rape and sexual assault used
in the NCVS:

Rape. Coerced or forced sexual intercourse. Forced
sexual intercourse means vaginal, anal, or oral
penetration by the offender(s). This category could
include incidents where the penetration was from a
foreign object such as a bottle. It includes attempted
rape, threatened rape, male and female victims, and both
heterosexual and same-sex incidents.

Sexual assault. A wide range of victimizations, separate
from rape, attempted rape, or threatened rape. These
crimes include attacks or threatened attacks involving
unwanted sexual contact between the victim and
offender. Sexual assaults may or may not involve force
and include such things as grabbing or fondling.
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APPENDIX TABLE 1

Estimates and standard errors for figure 1: Percent of U.S. residents age 12 or older who were victims of violent crime

excluding simple assault, 1993-2019

Year

1993
1904
1995
1996
1997
1998
1999
2000
200
2002
003
2004
2005
2006
007
2008
2009
2010
1
0z
3
2014
2015
6
m7
2018
019

Number of persons
Estimate Standard error
2,654,080 50,781
2,965,900 90,29
2,514,400 83,061
2,278,270 E2.498
2,306,400 100,289
2,022 980 104,805
1,821,830 70205
1,622 850 B2.634
1,448,910 76,785
1,222,940 61,350
1,277 400 67,957
1,276,560 N
1,236 410 70,482
1,210,660 9,266
1,210,960 64,122
1,107 630 63,144
1,094 2E0 74552
1,205 460 0858
127,770 74512
1,145,350 56413
1,235,280 66,223
1,000 400 60,817
1,123,180 78887
1,225,800 57,738
1,367,270 65,626
1,216,400 59953

Estimate
1.26%
135
117
105
105
081
0.1
(1]
063
I%)
053
053
051

048
148
044
043
047
048
043
046
041
041
045
0.50
.44

5% confidence interval

Percent of persons
Standard error Lower bound
0.023% 1.213%
0.040 1315
0.03e 1101
0.035 0.981
0.040 0972
0.043 0.830
0.032 0751
0.035 0.650
0.032 057
0.025 0.481
0.025 0486
0.031 0471
0.0z7 0455
0.028 0431
0.026 0431
0.024 0391
0.029 0374
0022 0427
Q027 0434
0.021 0.354
0.025 0417
0.023 0.365
0.0z 0.356
0.021 0410
0.023 0453
0.021 0395

Upper bound
1.305%
1472
1.242
1141
1132
1.002
0.E76
0.7e7
0.659
(0.580
0.586
0.592
0563
0542
0534
(.486
0.488
0513
0542
0476
0515
0455
(0468
0493
0.545
0483

~Estimates for 2006 should not be compared to other years and are excluded from this table. See Criminal Victimization, 2007 (NCJ 224390, BJS, Dacembser

2008} for more information on changes to the 2006 National Crime Victimization Survey,
Source: Bureau of Justice Statistics, National Crime Victimization Survey, 1993-2019,
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APPENDIX TABLE 2
Estimates and standard errors for figure 2: Percent of U.S. households who were victims of burglary, 1993-2019
Percent of households
95% confidence interval

Year

1993
1904
1995
1996
1997
1998
1999
2000
200
00z
2003
2004
2005
2006
2007
2008
2009
2010
2m
012
3
04
205
06
m7
018
2019

Mumber of households
Estimate Standard error
1,282,240 47291
2,908 560 82550
2,699,900 90,708
2,516,680 82560
2,491 980 90,083
2,236,960 88,836
1,984,120 86,325
1,901,640 83,087
1,782 460 80,30
1,767 400 14716
1,953,040 36,638
1,805,120 84,424
1,982,230 97,844
1,737,940 7593
1,694 440 76,960
1,800,050 84,150
1,775,970 72315
1,797,370 74809
1,976,440 82,245
1,775,400 JO872
1,638,920 66,013
1,562,130 74217
1,455,720 57417
1,273.410 58,760
1,333,600 58,052
1,040,730 50,120

Estimate
257%
ED
266
245
240
212
185
1.76
163
162
1A
164
160
145
140
148
145
146
157
130
127
1.18
106
103
107
ng2

Standard error
0.087%
0.074
0.082
0.073
0.078
0.070
0.073
0.070
0.062
0.062
0.070
0.07
0.080
0.060
0.061
0.066
0.057
0.055
0.065
0.061
0.051
0.055
0.043
0.047
0.046
0.039

Lower bound
2.406%
2748
2503
21
2.147
1.900
1.714
1622
1.500
1503
1578
1502
1.541
1.240
1.264
1.353
1338
1356
1446
1276
1165
1.080
1.007
0.047
0082
0.750

Upper bound
2.74B%
3042
2817
2508
2555
2207
2.000
1898
1753
1.746
1.856
1.784
1.858
1578
1524
16816
1501
1574
1.703
1517
137
1.297
1176
143
1163
0.503

~Estimates for 2006 should not be compared to other years and are excluded from this table. See Criminal Victimization, 2007 (NCJ 224390, BJS, December

2008} for more information on changes to the 2006 Naticnal Crime Victimization Survey.
Source: Bureau of Justice Statistics, National Crime Victimization Survey, 1993-2019.
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APPENDIX TABLE 2
Estimates and standard errors for figure 3: Rate of violent victimization excluding simple assault and rate of violent
victimization reported to police, excluding simple assault, 1993-2019

gt
1903
1904
1895
1996
1997
1908
1908
2000
2001
2002
2003
2004
2005
2006
2007
2008
2008
2000
2011
02
013
2014
015
2016
w7
2018
018

Violent victimizations, excluding simple assault

Rate per 1,000
[HErs0ns age
of older

1
o
14
na
na
16.6
155
124
1o
10.0
100
95
92
20
15
78
1]
12
80
13
13
68
(13
13
86
13

Standard error

157
135
1.14
126
13%
116
1.13
0493
075
052
078
057
076
072
074
(54
(.58
053
058
072
(155
060
047
053
(.56
057

2600
1439
Mz
1534
1838
1432
1349
1040
347
814
849
8148
174
155
5.47
651
529
5.96
581
542
639
561
568
530
130
416

45% confidence interval

Lower bound  Upper bound

3215
2966
2459
2430
Pkl
18.85
8.1z
1424
1259
11.76
1153
10.80
1073
1037
9.38
3.00
795
d44
210
876
8492
7095
753
839
9.9
338

Yiolent victimizations reparted to police, excluding simple assault

Rate per 1,000
persons age 12

of older

144
134
111
101
115
%1
8.0
6.4
6.3
6.4
5.8
&0
54
5.0
44
i3
18
44
43
45
43
17
15
i3
43
i4

1.17
(92
(a2
(a4
101
(83
079
(ad
081
073
(52
(56
059
(58
(54
(54
(52
051
(43
059
050
(47
037
039
(4a
(33

45% confidence interval
12.58 1715
11.64 1523

953 1277
8.45 11.7%
9.50 1345
7.50 10.74
6.48 9,56
51 178
515 754
5.02 7.88
462 .07
486 .05
429 661
388 6.6
338 551
279 4 B0
279 451
N 541
344 522
333 5.62
329 5.24
280 445
278 423
30z 453
339 519
263 413

Standarderror  Lower bound  Upper bound

--Estimates for 2006 should not be compared to other years and are excluded from this table. See Criminal Victimization, 2007 (NC) 224390, BJS, December
2008) for more information on changes to the 2006 National Crime Victimization Survey.

Source: Bureau of Justice Statistics, Mational Crime Victimization Survey, 1993-2019.

APPENDIX TABLE 4

Estimates for figure 5: Location of residence classification, by source of classification

Location of residence

Biggest principal city of M5A
Other principal city of M5A
Iw MSA but not principal city

I micropalitan area

Dutside of metro/micro anea

AHS respondent elassification
Urban Suburban  Rural
8% 40% M
£ a7 2
14 a4 13
20 9 52
13 17 Fi]

Mote: Datails may not sum ta totals due to rounding.
Source: Bureau of Justice Statistics, Mational Crime Victimization Survey, 2019; Housing and Urban Development, American Housing

Survey, 2017, and 2010 Census of Population and Housing and 2013 OMB Metrepolitan Statistical Area designations.
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Rural
1%

Mew BWCVS definition
Urban Suburban
43% S6%
11 BE 1
2 T4 10
0 52 48
[ 25 75

0%

Old NCVS definition
Urban Suburban  Rural
1004 %%

100 )] /]
[i] 100 /]
0 0 100
4] [ 100
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APPENDIX TABLE 5

Standard errors for table 1: Number and rate of violent victimizations, by type of crime, 2015-2019

215 2016 2017 2018 2019
Rate Rate per Rate per Rate Rate per
Type of violent crime Humber 1,00 Number 1 Mumber 1,00 Number I.NI‘FH Murnber 1,
Vialent crime aNeoo 132 244395 090 252760 093 3T 135 295287 107
Rape/sexual assault 79793 030 5460 020 63,031 023 647y 028 70656 026
Robbery a1z 026 45806 017 71490 024 61685 022 61,708 022
Assault 253031 094 26970 083 228155 0B84 1737 115 264712 086
Agaravated assault 78662 028 Birod 031 73874 07 69272 0.5 B7553 032
Simple assault 241182 049 19883 073 5128 079 6022 115 240,234 089
Violent crime excluding simple assault 145446 054 107638 040 118460 044 126295 046 128935 047
Mote: Standard emors were caleulated using the Balanced Repeated Replication method of direct estimation
Source: Bureau of Justice Statistics, Mational Crime Victimization Survey, 2015-2019,
APPENDIX TABLE 6
Standard errors for table 2: Number and rate of property victimizations, by type of crime, 2015-2019
2015 2016 n7 2018 2019
Rate per Rate per Rate per Rate per Rate per
Type of property ciime  Nurber 1,000 Number 1,000 Murnber 1,000 Murnber 1, Number 1,000
Total 3E2579 296 /rI55 AN 247 507 197 245035 150 256412 158
Burglary/trespassing 119088 092 131523 098 107144 083 111336 0489 96,471 076
Burglary a4l 074 11501 0.86 70260 045 83132 05 36,822 (&8
Trespassing 63506 048 TIETA 054 61,171 050 43718 035 51388 040
Maotor-vehiche theft 762 041 61,985 047 BOE7 03 40105 032 4287 034
Other theft WeM8 238 M5 a7 195,547 158 0245 156 221,561 170
Mote: Standard errors were calculated using the Balanced Repeated Replication method of direct estimation.
Source: Bureau of Justice Statistics, Mational Crime Victimization Survey, 2015-2019.
-—_~—~—-—eee,e~e~—~—~—~—~™~—~eS~—™—e—~—™—
APPENDIXTABLE 7
Standard errors for table 3: Number and rate of violent victimizations,
by selected characteristics of violent crime, 2018 and 2019
203 2019
Rate per Rate per
Selected characteristics of violent crime Number 1,000 Number 1,000
Dormestic wiolenoe 137,389 050 12641 044
Intimate partner violence 100436 036 Ba 483 03
Stranger violence A2E 077 192610 070
Vielent crime involving injury 145604 053 135756 047
Violent crime involving a weapon 137,150 050 119364 043
Source: Bureau of Justice Statistics, Mational Crime Victimization Survey, 2018 and 2019
APPENDIX TABLE &8
Standard errors for table 4: Rate of completed, attempted, and threatened
violent victimizations, 2015-2019
Viglent victimizations 015 2016 20m7 2018 2019
Total?® 1.12 090 093 1.25 107
Completed 055 040 045 057 047
Atternpted 058 044 051 053 0355
Threatened (.56 055 057 059 083
3standard errors for the total victimization rates were calculated using the Balanced Repeated
Replication method of direct estimation. Generalized variance function parameters were used to
calculate standard errors for the rest of the table.
Source: Bureau of Justice Statistics, Mational Crime Victimization Survey, 2015-2019,
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L
APPENDIX TABLE 9

Standard errors for table 5: Rates of crime reported to
police in the Uniform Crime Reporting program and in
the National Crime Victimization Survey, 2018 and 2019

Rate per 1,000 persons age 12 or older

Type of crime 2018 NCVS 2019 NCVS
Violent crime excluding

simple assault 0460 0382
Wurder - ~
Rape/sexual assault 0130 ony
Robbery 0.200 0.158
hggravated assault 0.300 0261
Rate per 1,000 households

2018 NCVS 2019 NCVS
Property crime 1110 1.1
Burglary? 0444 0422
Motor-vehicle theft 0.300 0292

~Mot applicable.

3Standard errors differ from those previously published in the Criminal
Victimization, 2018 report because a coding errar that affected the
generation of those earlier estimates has been corected.

Source: Bureau of Justice Statistics, Mational Crime Victimization Survey,
2018 and 20719.

APPENDIX TABLE10
Standard errors for table 6: Percent and rate of victimizations reported to police, by type of crime, 2018 and 2019
Percent of victimizations reported
to police
Type of crime 2018 019
Violent crime 2.26% 226%
Rape/sexual assault 373 512
Robbery 496 522
Aszault 242 239
Aggravated assault 406 417
Simple assault 252 2152
Violent crime excluding simple assault 114% 3.26%
Selbected characteristics of violent crime
Domestic violence 3.75% 3.958%
Intimate partner viclence 433 4.76
Stranger violence 30 304
Viglent crime involving injury 169 i85
Violent crime involving a weapan 377 404
Property crime 0E1% (1L
Burglary/trespassing 1.76 200
Burglary® 207 238
Trespassing® 310 i3
Mator-vehicla theft 07 in
Othier theft 086 (.89

Rate of victimizations reported to
police per 1,000
08 2019
(I1.%] 072
013 0.12
0.20 0.16
070 083
030 0.26
.55 051
046 038
030 0.29
0.1 0.22
.44 037
0.is 0.29
035 0.28
1 1
053 051
0.44 042
0.2y 0.25
030 0.29
087 087

Astandard errors differ from those previously published in the Criminal Vickimization, 2018 report because a coding error that affected the

generation of those earlier estimates has been comected.

Source: Bureau of Justice Statistics, Mational Crime Victimization Survey, 2018 and 2019

CRIMINAL VICTIMIZATION, 2019 | SEPTEMBER 2020

3502-022
Page 40 of 53

EFTA_00001586
EFTA00156927



APPENDIX TABLE 11
Standard errors for table 7: Rate of violent victimization reported and not reported to police, by completed,
attempted, and threatened crimes, 2015-2019

Rate of reported erime per 1,000 Rate of unreported crime per 1,000
Violent crime M5 2016 07 2018 019 2015 2016 017 2018 2019
Total (.84 (.68 0 082 072 069 07 079 0.98 M
Completed .44 0.28 032 033 032 0.37 030 03 .40 (34
Attempted 041 0.30 032 038 035 043 034 0.39 .42 (43
Threatened .34 0.37 0.37 039 036 046 044 0.43 0.55 (52

Source: Bureau of Justice Statistics, Mational Crime Victimization Survey, 2015-2019,

APPENDIX TABLE12

Standard errors for table 8: Percent of violent
victimizations for which victims received assistance fram
a victim-service agency, by type of crime, 2018 and 2019

Type of erime 018 2019
Violent crime 1.17% 0.90%
Violent crime excluding simple assault 1.79 1.74
Simple assault 1.26 1.00
Intimate partner violence 306% 30M%
Viclent crirme imvelving injury 2. 28% 2659%
Viclent crirme invelving a weapon 203% 1.74%

Source: Bureau of Justice Statistics, National Crime Victimization Survey,
2018 and 2019
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APPENDIX TABLE 12

Standard errors for table 9: Rate of violent victimization,

by type of crime and demographic characteristics of

victims, 2018 and 2019
Toital violent
Victim demographic victimization
characteristic 204 29
Total? 125 107
Sex
Male 174 164
Fernale 1.83 1.60
Race/ethnicity
White 176 152
Black 249 2132
Hispanic 210 225
HAzian 254 163
Cther 133 B6b
Age
1217 380 142
1B-24 in 175
25-34 305 255
35-4% 238 147
50-64 191 142
65 or older 1.0 095
Marital status
Mewver married 253 234
Married 117 1.10
Widowwidower 2132 13
Divorced 403 325
Separated .76 943
Household income
Liss tham 525,000 346 i
525,000-549 995 FAL] 142
550,000-599,995 1.59 1.57
$100,000-5196,59% 2114 143
5200,000 or more 274 279

Astandard errors for the total victimization rates were calculated using the
Balanced Repeated Replication method of direct estimation. Generalized
variance function parameters were used to calculate standard errors for

the rest of the table.

Source: Bureau of Justice Statistics, National Crime Victimization Survey,

2018 and 2019
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Violent victimization

excluding simple

assault
2018 2019
046 047
083 g2
097 arz
082 068
156 1.24
125 139
133 07z
426 431
172 182
222 218
153 130
1.26 098
094 0BG
051 046
133 123
056 045
1.19 132
214 174
466 464
209 174
116 101
068 075
097 073
095 154

APPENDIX TABLE 14
Standard errors for table 10: Percent and rate of violent
victimizations reported to police, by type of crime and

demographic characteristics of victims, 2019

Victim demographic

characteristic
Total
Sex
Male
Fermale
Race/ethnicity
White
Black
Hispanic
Asian
Other
Age
1217
18-24
15-34
35-49
5064
65 or older
Marital status
Mever miarriad
Married
Widow/widower
Divorced
Separated
Household income

Liss than 525,000

§25,000-540 000
§50,000-599,55%

5100,000-5199.999
$.200.000 or more
Source: Bureau of Justice Statistics, National Crime Victimization

Survey, 2019

Total vislent victirmization
reported to police
Rate per
Percent 1,000
2.26% 072
270% 082
2B7 0.95
255% 0.78
406 147
415 141
914 1.04
541 408
352% 154
3B3 201
3497 154
1B6 1.15
362 117
(.27 055
263% 1.16
359 065
835 134
454 1.98
631 7.09
333% 1.86
3 113
354 0.90
404 0.89
562 130

Violent victimization
excluding simple
assault reported to
police
Rate per
Percent 1,000
3.26% 0.38
4.13% 0.49
415 046
4.00% 041
7.3 0.82
542 0.88
16.20 .44
766 1.99
H.45% 0.98
517 115
580 0.93
565 0.56
618 0.57
1013 0.34
3.85% 0.69
555 0.28
nn 1.01
063 112
1022 346
4 B0% 1.06
533 0.70
530 044
745 043
558 047
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APPENDIX TABLE 15
Standard errors for table 12: Rate of victimization, by type of crime and location of
residence, 2018 and 2019
Rate per 1,000
Violent crime excluding
Violent erime simple assault Property crime

Location of residence 2018 2019 2018 2019 2018 2019
Mew definition

Urban 244 203 153 1.06 a.19 7.66

Suburban 147 130 057 050 250 232

Rural 264 208 073 1210 4462 4.08
Old definition

Urban 23 210 130 1.04 353 i

Suburban 1.51 135 o (.56 233 219

Rural 286 279 145 126 431 470

Maote: Standard errors fior estimates using the new definition of location of residence ware calculated using the
Balanced Repeated Replication method of direct estimation. Standard errors for estimates using the old definition of
location of residence were calculated using generalized variance function parameters.

Source: Bureau of Justice Statistics, Mational Crime Victimization Survey, 2018 and 2019; and 2010 Census of
Paopulation and Housing and 2013 OME Metropolitan Statistical Area designations.

APPENDIX TAELE 16
Standard errors for table 13: Percent and number of violent incidents, by total population and victim and offender
demographic characteristics, 2019
Percent of violent incidents

Mumber of Offender Victim

violent incidents 95% confidence interval 95% confidence interval
Demographic characteristic  Offender  Victim Standard error  Lower bound  Upperbound  Standard error  Lower bound  Upper bound

Total 305,087 305,087 - - - - - -

Sex
Male 275778 16,194 120% T0.68% 70.36% 2139% 44 36% 53740
Female 116923 211906 1.82 1783 2495 240 4524 5566
Both male and female
aoffenders 35,760 - 056 139 489 - - -
Race/ethnicity
White 194,634 254209 253% 45 0% 55.12% 138% 57.45% 66,790
Black 120812 76,823 202 nn JR95 1.23 830 1312
Hispanic 99372 105019 176 1526 2216 1.58 1393 2014
Asian 14,867 17907 032 035 150 0.49 1.30 323
Oither 38,991 £2.544 (.80 3.00 612 1.03 585 9.80
Multiple offenders of
Various races 11,207 - 024 013 108 - - -
Age
11 or younger 23555 - (49% 1.00% 158% - - -
1217 88,861 05,106 1.59 1245 1859 1.47% 11.84% 17.568%
18-29 135533 153447 215 481 332 206 3569 3378
30 or older 196,642 135442 152 4507 5493 4 50,83 &0.28
Multiple offenders of
various ages 32576 - (.66 209 4568 - - ~
~Mot applicable.

Source: Bureau of Justice Statistics, Mational Crime Victimization Survey, 2019,
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APPENDIX TAELE17 APPENDIX TAELE 18
Standard errors for table 14: Percent of violent Standard errors for table 15: Mumber of violent incidents,
incidents, by victim and offender sex, 2019 by victim and offender race or ethnicity, 2019
Offender sex Victim race/  Number of Offender race/ethnicity
Mumber of Both male ethnicity violentincidents White  Black  Hispanic  Other

Victim sex  violentincidents Male Female and famale White 173 256 160,168 66,797 65042 30010

Total 251,164 1% 18I 062% Black 68,456 22886 54360 14707 7734
Male 201,626 250 182 0BG Hispanic 93,010 34331 43801 53147 921a
Female 215,326 288 251 0.6 Source: Bureau of Justice Statistics, Mational Crime Victimization Survey, 2019,
Source: Bureau of Justice Statistics, Mational Crime Victimization
Survey, 2019,

APPENDIX TABLE 19

Standard errors for table 16: Percent of violent incidents, by victim and offender
race or ethnicity, 2019

Victim race/ Number of Offender race/ethnicity

ethnicity violent incidents  White Black Hispanic Other
White 133,156 2094% 1.97% 1.95% 1.00%
Black 6B B3G Ex a0s n 1.51
Hispanic 83,010 355 413 449 115

Source: Bureau of Justice Statistics, Mational Crime Victimization Survey, 2019,

APPENDIX TABLE 20
Standard errors for table 17: Percent of violent incidents and percent of the LL.5.
population, by victim race or ethnicity, 2019

Percent of violent incidents committed by offenders

Of the same race/ethnicity Of another race/ethnicity
Victim race/ Standard 5% confidence interval Standard 95% confidence interval
ethnicity error Lower bound Upper bound errar Lower bound Upper bound
White 294% 3582% 67 34% 2E0% 32.093% 43.90%
Black 5.08 60.05 79.96 437 20.64 3935
Hispanic 4449 441 520 459 47,79 85.79

Sounce: Bureau of Justice Statistics, Mational Crime Victimization Survey, 2019
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APPENDIX TABLE 21
Standard errors for table 18: Number and percent of persons who were victims of violent crime, by type of crime,
2015-2019

Number of victims Percent of persons
Type of crime 2015 2016 07 2018 2019 015 e 017 2018 2019
Total violent crime 115,649 98,610 105,403 106453 101,966 0041%  0036% 0038% 0.037%  0.036%
Rape/sexual assault 27828 22,990 18,642 33619 22482 Mo 0008 0.007 0m: 000e
Robbery ia, 761 28,206 34671 30,657 30,947 04 0010 0m3 0011 0.011
Assault 103,957 92 481 97,147 92,852 94,118 0037 0034 0035 00i3 003
Aggravated assault 42,626 30,020 43,542 43,726 45,548 0me 008 00e ome 0017
Simple assault 89,125 78,887 43,931 49,167 78,655 03z 0029 0.03 00iz  00ze
Violent crime excluding
simple assault 60,817 59,666 57,738 65,626 59,953 0023%  0012% 001%  0023%  002%
Selected characteristics
of violent crime
Domestic violence 42,569 35,899 in el 444973 36,583 00es  0013%  0013%  0016%  0013%
Intimate pariner
violence 35432 25976 27,5689 33,587 26,984 am3 000 0010 oMz a0
Stranger violence 67,178 65,338 71,404 70,402 69,343 0025 0024 00m 0035 0025
Violent crime imvalving
injury 55,235 48,732 41378 47,606 40,955 0 0018 0015 oMy ooie
Viodent crime involving
3 Weapan 4210 30,710 30,008 46,485 30,036 0016 0019 0018 ooy 001e

Source: Bureau of Justice Statistics, National Crime Victimization Survey, 2015-2019.

APPENDIX TABLE 22
Standard errors for table 19: Number and percent of persons who
were victims of violent crime, by demographic characteristics of

victims, 2018 and 2019
Victim demographic Mumber of victims Percent of persons
characteristic 2018 209 2018 2019
Total 106,453 101,966 0.037% 0.036%
Sex
Male 65,162 FEA N 0.047% 0.054%
Female 75.560 63,367 0.053 (044
Race/ethnicity
White 85.112 59,558 0.047% 0.040%
Black 40,445 34028 01 0105
Hispanic 39611 49,068 0.082 0.100
Asian 16,806 15,045 0.0%4 0.0838
Other 22280 22761 03 0308
Age
1217 35,628 40,242 0.143% 0.162%
18-24 41447 41,157 0136 0134
253 48172 47318 0106 0.099
35-40 42044 43 256 0.0a7 00638
50-64 41 850 42167 0.085 0.0638
65 or clder 4544 20,588 0.047 0.039
Marital status
Mever married 7574 70920 0.074% 0.070%
Married 50,693 48375 0.038 0037
Widow/widower 1435 15,213 0137 0.099
Divorced 32 504 27233 0116 0100
Separated 18,124 19,334 0.340 0359
Source: Bureau of Justice Statistics, National Crime Victimization Survey, 2018
and 2019,
CRIMINAL VICTIMIZATION, 2019 | SEPTEMBER 2020 45

3502-022
Page 45 of 53

EFTA_00001591
EFTA00156932



Standard errors for table 20: Number and percent of households victimized, by type of property crime, 2015-2019

APPENDIX TABLE 23
Type of property crime 2015
Total 253,856
Burglary/trespassing BA12
Burglary® 27
Trespassing? 51,208
Motor-vehicle theft 37,2609
Other theft 214,686

Nurber of households victimized
2016 2017 2018
188,207 166,394 169,072
64413 67513 66,270
57417 5E.760 58,052
37,262 32638 30960
37,809 31,188 20684
160,814 148 E50 153323

2019
163275
61,068
50,120
32808
30,870
147 443

2015
0.167%
0.065%
0.055
0.03E
0.026%
0.144%

Percent of households victimized
016 07 2018
0141%  00124%  0.119%
004B8% 0053%  0.051%
0.043 0.047 0.046
0028 0.026 0024
002B% 0025%  0.024%
012 011X 0113%

2019
0118%
0.047%
0.03e
0.026
0.024%
0.108%

E5tandard errors differ from those previously published in the Criming! Victimization, 2018 report because a coding emror that affected the generation of

those earlier estimates has been corrected.
Sowrce: Bureau of Justice Statistics, National Crime Victimization Survey, 2015-2019.

Standard errors for table 21: Number and percent of persons who were victims of serious crime, 2015-2019

APPENDIX TABLE 24
Type of crime 2015
Total serious crime 186,600
Serious violent crime 60,607
Rape/sexual assault
excl threats and
no-force contact 26,077
Robbery 3761
hggravated assault 42626
Serious property crime 179,271
Completed burglary 163,829
Completed
motor-vehicle theft 83,193

Source: Bureau of Justice Statistics, National Crime Victimization Survey, 2015-2019.

Mumber of victims

2016 2017 2018
178,870 182,107 185,193
58,125 56,654 G0,810
20,020 16,051 27520

23,206 MM 30,657

50,020 43 542 43726
165,105 178,302 168,239
142,340 151.6M1 145,855

87,688 BO,923 93,986
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2019
129,133
58,250

16,393
30,547
45,549
108.924
95,962

65282

2015
0.065%
0.023%

0010
004
006
0.063%
0.058

0.030

Percent of persons

016 2017 2018
0066%  0085%  (u064%
0021%  0011% Q2%
0.007 0006 Quiid
1.010 0013 Qi
0.018 o0t QU
0061% 0084%  (U59%
0.052 0035 Quis2
0032 0030 0034

2019
0.045%
0.021%

0.007
0011
007
0.03%%
0.034

0.024
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APPENDIX TABLE 25
Standard errors for table 22: Number and percent of persons who
were victims of serious crime, by demographic characteristics of

victims, 2018 and 2019
Victim demagraphic Murnber of victims Percent of persons
characteristic s e 2018 2019
Total 185,183 129,133 0.064% (0.045%
Sex
Male 111,655 197N 0.079% 0.05%%
Female 97,513 74960 0.066 0.051
Race/ethnicity
White 126137 98223 0.065% (0.054%
Black 69,2059 50412 0.201 0149
Hispanic BE,537 64433 0181 03
Asian 16,235 34377 .09 0188
Other 20,083 23738 0450 0318
Age
1217 51a% 36181 0.196% 0.144%
18-24 42,083 47513 0141 0156
15-34 62,050 53206 0132 0116
35-49 N 47 458 0108 0.07e
50-04 63,681 43229 001 0.077y
65 or older 44,039 39,206 0.083 0.074
Marital status
Mever rmarried 101,533 73590 0.101% 0.074%
Married 83126 75310 0.062 0.057
Widowwidower 27548 205611 0178 0135
Divorced 45,501 36,142 0157 0128
Separated 22,500 17731 0.431 0348
Source: Bureau of Justice Statistics, Mational Crime Victimization Survey, 2018
and 2019,

L. _____________________________________ ___________ . ____________ . ______ _____________ __________________________}|
APPENDIX TABLE 26

Standard errors for table 23: Percent of violent victimizations reported to police, by completed, attempted, and
threatened crimes, 2015-2019

Violent crime 2015 2016 017 2018 2019
Tostal 2.7%% 2.1% 218% 2.26% 2.26%
Completed 408 352 343 335 158
Attempted 304 LW, in N 123
Threatened 376 LE7 2194 188 192

Mote: Standard errors differ from those previowsly published in the Criminal Victimization, 2018 report becauss a coding error that affected the generation
of thase earlier estimates has been corrected.

Source: Bureau of Justice Statistics, Mational Crime Victimization Survey, 2015-2019,
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APPENDIX TABLE 27

Standard errors for table 24: Number and rate of violent
victimizations, by victim’s veteran and citizenship status,
2018 and 2019

2018 2019
Victim veteran and Rate per Rate per
citizenship status Murnber 1,000 Murnber 1,000
Total violent victimizations? 343745 125 195287 07
Veteran status
Veteran 57883 303 54474 1486
Mom-veteran Mooz 151 310441 133
Citizenship status
LS. citizen ‘pE06 154 3534632 136
115 .-barn citizen 5079 163 35644 145
MNaturalized LS. citizen 45358 193 38382 1482
Mon-LLS. citizen 37205 230 45915 293
US.-bom 5079 163 345644 145
Foreign-borm 66,071 167 66,635 149

Actandard errors for the total victimization numbers and rates were
calculated using the Balanced Repeated Replication method of direct
estimation. Generalized variance function parameters were used to
caleulate standard errors for the rest of the table.

Source: Bureau of Justice Statistics, Mational Crime Victimization Survey,
2018 and 2019,

APPENDIX TABLE 28
Standard errors for table 25: Firearm violence, 2018
and 2019
2018 2019
Total vislent incidents 341,914 305,087
Firearm incidents 62,000 63,778
Total violent victimizations? 343,745 295 187
Firearm victimizations 67,155 67675
Rate of firearm victimization 0.24 024
Firearm victimizations reported to police
Mumber 50,636 48 457
Percent 5.23% 542%

35tandard errors for the total violent victimization numbers were
calculated wsing the Balanced Repeated Replication method of direct
estimation. Generalized variance function parameters were used to
calculate standard errors for the rest of the table.

Seurce: Bureau of Justice Statistics, Mational Crime Victimization Survey,
2018 and 2019,

APPENDIX TABLE 29

Standard errors for table 26: Percent and number of violent incidents excluding simple assault, by total population and

victim and offender demographic characteristics, 2019

Percent of violent incidents

Number of Offender Victim
violent incidents 5% confidence interval 35% confidence interval
Demnographic characteristic  Offender  Victim  Standard error  Lowerbound  Upper bound  Standard error Lower bound  Upper bound
Total 149,268 149,283 - = - = - -
Sex
Male 143,543 105,553 265% 78.94% 8933% 33 43.30% 56.53%
Female 40,946 105,828 202 891 1684 313E 4347 5670
Both male and female
offenders 16,345 - 0.50 1.23 474 - - ~
Race/ethnicity
White 22614 113,960 353% 40.75% 54.58% 3.30% 49.22% £2.50%
Black 59,782 41,021 285 19.16 3038 1.50 830 15.76
Hispanic 56,853 63,002 27 17.56 84 164 1796 829
Asian 5,760 12472 035 0.00 124 063 051 304
Cither 15,671 29,537 093 119 483 144 440 10003
Multiple offenders of
Varous races 8,338 . 051 0.04 103 - . -
Age
11 of younger 6,871 . 0.43% 0.00% 1.55% - . -
12-17 319,773 42,873 215 932 17.75 1.57% 3.01% 16.74%
18-29 74,527 79,103 329 2865 4156 303 2658 3846
30 or older QOIE2 M2 354 kLI 5357 330 4796 6124
Multiple offenders of
Varigus ages 18,361 - 109 1.83 612 - - -

~Mot applicable.
Source: Bureau of Justice Statistics, Mational Crime Victimization Survey, 2019
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APPENDIX TABLE 30
Standard errors for table 27: Percent of violent incidents
excluding simple assault, by victim and offender sex,

2019
Offender sex
Mumber of Both male
Victim sax violent incidents  Male Fernale  and female
Total 142416 241% 1.90% 0.87%
Male Og,03% 107 222 1.27
Fernale 103 465 155 2492 1.12

Source: Bureau of Justice Statistics, Mational Crime Victimization Survey, 2019,

APPENDIX TABLE 31
Standard errors for table 28: Number of violent incidents excluding simple
assault, by victim and offender race or ethnicity, 2019

Number of Offender race/ethnicity
Victim race/ethnicity violent incidents White Black Hispanic Other
White 105,812 nen IB4E5 15634 12,383
Black 35965 8625 30,635 B,054 5118
Hispanic 5541 1,100 24,304 33914 6,522

Source: Bureau of Justice Statistics, Mational Crime Victimization Survey, 2019,

APPENDIX TABLE 32
Standard errors for table 29: Percent of violent incidents excluding simple assault, by
victim and offender race or ethnicity, 2019

Number of Offender race/ethnicity
Victim race/ethnicity violent incidents White Black Hispanic Other
White 105812 4.211% 20X 3% 126%
Black 35,565 430 6.77 407 258
Hispanic 3541 4.1 527 &.09 177

Souwrce: Bureau of Justice Statistics, National Crime Victimization Survey, 2019,

APPENDIX TABLE 33
Standard errors for table 30: Percent of vielent incidents excluding simple assault and percent
of the L.5. population, by victim and offender race or ethnicity, 2019

Percent of violent incidents committed by offenders

Of the same race/ethnicity Of another race/ethnicity
Victim race/ 95% confidence interval 95% confidence interval
ethnicity Standard error  Lower bound  Upper bound Standard error  Lower bound  Upper bound
White 421% 55.34% B 4.01% 13.55% 44 28%
Black 677 6464 9118 6.31 an 447
Hispanic a.09 3508 5696 6.14 4055 65.01

Source: Bureau of Justice Statistics, Mational Crime Victimization Survey, 2019,
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APPENDIX TABLE 34

Population size for persons age 12 or older, by demographic characteristics, 2015-

2019
Demographic characteristic

2015

Total persons age 12 or older 269,526,470

Sex
Male
Fermale
Race/ethnicity
White2
Black?
Hispanic
Asian?
Othera b
Age
1217
18-24
25-34
15-4%
50-64
65 ar older
Marital status®
MNewer married
Married
Widow/ widower
Divorced
Separated

131,173,670
138,352,800

173,043,510
33,242.337]
43314.4%)
14,663,500

5262540

14 B26,110
30,504,250
43,653,560
£0,528,420
63,004,570
46,565,150

93,385,060
127,167,850
14,775.4%)
27,084,680
5124520

2016
272,204,190

132,525,350
139,678,840

172, BE2 B0
33,623 840
44,470,950
15,719,020

5,507,510

25,043,610
30,301,000
44,303,050
61,158,070
63332410
48,066,050

95,415,230
127,704,070
15,053,020
2TAERA10
5,022,050

2017
172 468 480

132432710
140,035,770

171434370
32,699,520
45 481,910
16,582,080

&.230,a00

24511170
25883 550
44,327,500
60,878,870
62,955,630
45.511,760

$6.211,120
127,523,850
14,832,940
26,776,250
4537290

2018
2715315390

133,507 490
141417890

171,493,180
33132390
46,997 610
17,228,930

6,473,280

24.817,180
20,838,720
44,045,880
61,425,050
2,940,810
51,252,780

97,152,920
128,744,200
15,166,010
27.360.570
5,129,600

019
276, B7EATD

134,093 660
142178 810

171,423 460
33,397,100
47 890,870
17,401 410

6,759,600

24941 440
29,646,500
45,288,720
61,483,410
62,643,880
52,867,520

97,943,560
129,699,080
15,160,640
27,184,350
4,970,250

BEwcludes persons of Hispanic origin le.g., “white” refars to non-Hispanic whites and “black” refiers to non-

Hispanic blacks).

Blncludes Mative Hawaiians and Other Pacific Islanders, American Indians and Alaska Natives, and persans of

twhD Or more races,

CDoes not sum to total dua to missing data.
Source: Bureau of Justice Statistics, National Crime Victimization Survey, 2015-2019.

APPENDIX TAELE 35

Household population size, 2015-2019

206
133,365,270

2015
Total 131,962,260

07
123,085,790

2018
124,824,660

2%
126433850

Mote: The 8% decline in the household population from 2016 to 2017 is due to an

adjustrment that modified the household weights, not to a decling in number of

households. Ses Methadology for details.
Source: Bureau of Justice Statistics, Mational Crirme Victimization Survey, 2015-2018.
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APPENDIX TABLE 36 AANDB
Urban places under new NCVS definition

Table 36A: Urban places under the new NCV5 definition that are listed in the name of a 500,000-person, Census-
designated urbanized area

Weighted

i ) housing-umnit
City or Census-designated density per 2010 Land area Urbanized area
place (CDP) squaré mile  population [sguare miles) Urbanized area population
Maw York, MY, 29,345 8175133 303 Mews York-Newark, N.Y-N.J.-Conn. 18,351,295
San Francisco, Calif. 17,316 805,235 47 San Francisco-Oakland, Calif 1131212
Urban Honolulu COF, Hawaii 13,756 337,256 6l Urban Homolulu, Hawaii B2 459
Boston, Mass. 12,708 517,594 48 Boston, Mass-M.H-RI. 4181019
Chicago, IIL 11,429 2,595,508 228 Chicaga, [IL-Ind. B,608.208
Washington, 0T 10,115 501,723 a1 Washington, 0LC-Va-Md. 4,585,770
Miami, Fla. 9,887 399,457 36 Miarmi, Fla. 5,502,379
Philadelphia, Pa. 9,706 1,526,006 134 Philadelphia, Pa.-NJ.-Del.-Md. 5441 567
Mewark. NJ. 8,788 277,140 24 Mews York-Newark, N.Y-N.J~Conn. 18,351,295
Los Angeles, Calif a,961 3792621 4a0 Los Angeles-Long Beach-Anaheim, Calif. 12,150,996 .
Long Beach, Calif a,382 452,257 50 Los Angeles-Long Beach-Anaheim, Calif. 12,150,996
Seattle, Wash. 6,798 508,660 Bd Seattle, Wash. 3,055,393 .
Cakland, Calif 6,778 390,724 56 San Francisco-Oakland, Calif 3.281.212
Baltimore, Md. 6,251 520,961 B Baltimore, Md. 2,303,663
Hartford, Comn. 5,304 124,775 17 Hartford, Conn., 024,859
Minmeapalis, Minn. 4947 382578 54 Minneapaolis-5t Faul, Minn,=Wis. 2,650,890
Bridgeport. Conn. 4574 144,229 16 Bridgeport-Starnford, Conn.-H.Y. 82331
Providence, RL 4790 178,042 18 Providence, R.|.-Mass. 1,190,956
Buffalo, WY, 4,658 251,310 40 Buffalo, MY, 035,906
Albany, M.Y. 4,584 97,856 | Albany-Schenectady, N.Y. 554,962
Pittsburgh, Pa. 4,560 305,704 55 Fittsburgh, Pa. 1,733,853
Milwaukes, Wis. 4503 54,831 a6 Milwaukee, Wis. 1,376,476
Denwver, Colo. 4,457 600,158 152 Denwer-Aurara, Colo. 2374203
Stamford, Conn. 4444 122,643 i Bridgeport=5Starnford, Conn.-M.Y. 22331
Allentown, Pa. 4,387 118,032 18 Allentown, Pa-MJ. 64651
Mew Haven, Conn. 4331 129,774 18 Mew Haven, Conn. 562 839
Mew Orleans, La. 4139 343524 168 Mew Orleans, La. 899,703
San Diegoe, Calif. 4,081 1307402 325 San Diego, Calif. 1,856,746
Portland, Cre. 3924 583776 133 Portland, Ore-Wash. 1,845 893
St. Lowis, Mo, 3,900 319,204 62 5t. Louis, Mao-1ll. 2,150,706
Rochester, KLY, 38 210,565 36 Rochester, MY, 720,572
Cleveland, Ohio 3726 396,815 7B Clevaland, Ohio 1,780,673
Dallas, Texas 3,626 1,197,816 341 Dallas=Fort Worth=-Aslington, Texas 5,121,892
Salt Lake City, Utah 335 186,440 m Salt Lake City-West Valley City, Utah 1,021,243
San Jose, Calif, 3,261 945,942 177 San Jose, Calif. 1,664,496
Deetroit, Mich. 3203 kNN 139 Detroit, Mich. 3,734,090
Atlanta, Ga. 3,166 420,003 133 Atlanta, Ga. 4515419
Cincinnati, Ohic 3120 296,943 7B Cincinnati, Ohio-ky.~Ind. 1,624.827
Concord, Calif, 3,068 122,067 n Concord, Calif. 615,968
Hiouston, Texas 3,006 2,099,451 Ao Houston, Texas 4,044 332

Criteria by which a place was classified as urban (coding at right):
TII_'Ive main city (or Census-designated place) in a 500,000-persen urbanized area, with a weighted housing-unit density of 3,000+ per square mile within
the city limits.
A mamed city (or Census-designated place) in a 500.000-person urbanized area, with a weighted housing-unit density of 4,0004 per square mile within
the city limits.
B~ city (or Census-designated place) with a population of 50,000+ and a weighted housing-unit density of 5,000+ per square mile within the
city limits.
B = city (or Census-designated place) with a population of 10,000+ and a weighted housing-unit density of 10,000+ per square mile within the city limits.
Maote: A place's boundaries may not be entirely contained within the urbanized area listed.
Source: Bursau of Justice Statistics, Mational Crime Victimization Survey, 2019 and 2010 Census of Population and Housing and Census designations of
urbanized areas.
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Table 36B: Other urban places under the new NCVS definition, by Census-designated urbanized area

Weighted
housing-unit

City or Census-designated density per 2010 Land area Urbanized area
place |CDP) sguare mile  population (square miles) Urbanized area population
Guitenberg, K. N 11,176 02 P York-Mewark, M.Y.<N.1.-Conn. 18,351,295
Hobioken, N1 15870 50,005 i Mew York-Mewark, M.Y.-N.).-Conn. 18,351,295
Wast Mew York, ML n,763 49,708 1 P York-Mewark, M.Y-N1.-Conn. 18,351,295
Union City, B 0477 66,455 1 M York-Mewark, M.Y.<N.1.-Conn. 18,351,295
Jersey City, N 13,837 247,597 15 P York-Mewark, M.Y.-N.J.-Conn, 18,351,295
Cliffsicle Park, K. 12,00 1350 1 Mew York-Mewark, M.Y.~N.1.-Conn. 18,351,295
Maount Vernon, N.Y. aam 67,292 4 Pew York-Mewark, M.Y.=NJ.-Conn. 18351295
East Qrange, WL 8,763 £4.270 4 M York-Mewark, N.Y.-N1-Conn. 18,351,295
Bayonne, M. 8,263 63,024 & Mew York-Mewark, M.\ .-NJ.-Conn. 18351295
Yonkers, MY, 7,930 195,975 14 M York-Mewark, M.Y-N1.-Conn. 18,351,295
Elizakseth, M1 7404 12496% 12 e York-Mewark, M.Y.-N.1.-Conn. 18,351,295
Passale, N.J. 740 649,761 3 Mew York-Mewark, M.Y.-N.).-Conn. 18,351,295
Paterson, M. 6,739 145,199 8 Pew York-Mewark, M.Y.-NJ.-Conn. 18351295
White Plains, N.Y. 5671 56,853 1] P York-Mewark, M.Y.<N.1.-Conn. 18,351,295
West Hollywoad, Calif. 14,343 34,309 2 Los Angeles-Long Beach-Anaheim, Calif. 12,150,996
Santa Monica, Calif. el £9,735 8 Los Angeles-Long Beach-Anaheim, Calif. 12,150,996
Hawithame, Calif. 7.930 B4, 293 [ Los Angeles-Long Beach-Anaheim, Calif. 12,150,996
Huntington Fark, Calif, 6,260 58,114 3 Los Angeles-Long Beach-Anaheim, Calif. 12,150,996
Glendale, Calif 6,103 191,719 30 Los Angeles-Long Beach-Anaheim, Calif. 12,150,996
Inglewood, Calit 5,640 109,673 4 Los Angeles-Long Beach-Anaheim, Calif. 12,150,996
Redondo Beach, Calif 5583 66,748 & Los Angeles-Long Beach-Anaheim, Calif. 12,150,996
(hak Park, Il 6,920 51,878 5 Chicago, lll-Ind. E608 208
Berwyn, [, 5863 58,657 4 Chicage, lll-Ind. E.808 208
Evanston, Il 5,553 74488 i Chicage, lll-Ind. 8,608,208
Sunry |sles Beach, Fla. 12033 2,832 i Miarnil, Fla, 5,502,379
Iiarni Beach, Fla. 17,063 L] 8 Miarmi, Fla, 5502379
Hallandale Beach, Fla. 15,332 EEA K] 4 Miarni, Fla, 5502379
Aventura, Fla, 14,553 35,762 3 Miarnil, Fla, 5,502,379
Ky Biscayme, Fla, 11,252 12,344 i Miarnil, Fla, 5,502 379
Fountainebleau COF, Fla. 7013 59,764 4 Miamil, Fla, 5.502 379
Hialeah, Fla. 5267 234668 n Miarni, Fla. 5502379
Huollyweod, Fla 5,009 140,768 n Miarnil, Fla, 5,502 379
Wilrnington, Del. 5919 70,851 11 Philadelphia, Pa~NJ.=Del-Md 5,441 567
Arlington CDP, Va 10,485 27627 25 Washington, 0.C-Va.-Nd. 4,586,770
Huntingten COP, Va. 10,430 11,267 1 Washington, DnC-Va.-Md. 4586770
hlexandria, Va. 1714 139,965 15 Washington, 0.C-Va.-Nd. 4,586,770
Silver Spring COP, Md. 6,135 71,452 8 Washington, 0.C=Va.-Nd. 4,586,770
Cambridge, Mass. 10,377 105,162 ] Boston, Mass -NH.-R.L 4,181,189
Somerille, Mass. 9,770 75,754 4 Baston, Mass.-MH.-RL 418119
Brookline COP, Mass. 8,403 58,732 7 Buoston, Mass.-MH.~RL 418119
Lynn, Mass. 5,985 kT ] 1 Boston, Mass-NH.-RL 418109
Malden, Mass. 5432 59,450 5 Baston, Mass.-MH.-RL 418119
Berkeley, Calif. 1377 112,580 1] 5an Francisco-Oakland, Calif. 3281212
Draby City, Calif. 5435 101,123 8 San Francisco-Oakland, Calif. 3281212
Lakewaad, Ohla 70749 52131 & Cleveland, Ohio 1,780,673
Wairnalu CDP, Hawaii 11,402 13,730 2 WUrbzan Honolulu, Hawaii 802 459
Lancaster, Pa. 6,078 58302 7 Lancaster, Pa. 402,004
Treriton, M. 5264 84913 8 Trenton, M1, 295 568
Feading, Pa. 6,326 8,082 10 Reading, Pa. 266,254

Criteria by wehich a place was classified as urban (coding at righit):
. The main city (or Census-designated place) in a 500,000-person urbanized area, with a weighted housing-unit density of 3,000+ per square mile within
the city limits.
A named city (or Census-designated place) in a 500,000 person urbanized area, with a weighted housing-unit density of 4,000+ per square mile within
the city limits.
A city [or Census-dasignated placa) with a population of 50,000+ and a weightad howsing-unit density of 5,000+ per square mile within the
city limits.
B & city (or Census-designated place) with a population of 10,000+ and aweighted housing-unit density of 10,000+ per square mile within the city limits.
Note: A place’s boundaries may not be entirely contained within the urbanized area listed.
Source: Bureau of Justica Statistics, National Crime Victimization Survey, 2019 and 2010 Cansus of Population and Housing and Census designations of
urbanized areas.
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The Bureau of Justice Statistics of the U.S. Department of Justice is the
principal federal agency responsible for measuring crime, criminal
victimization, criminal offenders, victims of crime, correlates of crime,
and the operation of criminal and civil justice systems at the federal, state,
tribal, and local levels. B]S collects, analyzes, and disseminates reliable
statistics on crime and justice systems in the United States, supports
improvements to state and local criminal justice information systems, and
participates with national and international organizations to develop and
recommend national standards for justice statistics. Jeffrey H. Anderson is
the director.
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