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Violent and property crime victimization
disproportionately affected urban
residents during 1998.  Urbanites
accounted for 29% of the U.S. popula-
tion and sustained 38% (12 million) 
of all violent and property crime
victimizations.

In comparison, the percentages of
suburban and rural residents who were
victims of crime were lower than their
percentages of the population.  Fifty-
one percent of the U.S. population
were suburban residents who experi-
enced 47% (15 million) of all violent
and property victimizations.  Rural
residents accounted for 20% of the
U.S. population but sustained 15% 
(5 million) of all violent and property
crime victimizations, according to
National Crime Victimization Survey
(NCVS) data.

During 1998 urban residents experi-
enced overall violent crime, rape and
sexual assault, robbery, aggravated
assault, and simple assault, and
personal theft at higher rates than
suburban or rural residents.  Urban
households also sustained overall
property crime, burglary, motor vehicle
theft, and theft at higher rates than
suburban or rural households.

� From 1993 to 1998 the trends in
violent and property crime for urban
and suburban areas were similar.  
For both urban and suburban areas,
violent and property crime trends
during this period decreased at a
greater rate than in rural areas.

� The average annual 1993-98 violent
crime rate in urban areas was about
74% higher than the rural rate and
37% higher than the suburban rate.

� Urban males experienced violent
victimizations at rates 64% higher
than the average combined suburban
and rural male rate and 47% higher
than urban females.

� Although most violent crimes in
urban (60%), suburban (68%), and
rural (70%) areas were committed
without a weapon, firearm usage in
the commission of a violent crime 

was higher in urban areas when
compared to suburban or rural areas
(12% urban versus 9% suburban 
and 8% rural).

� Between 1993 and 1998, 19 in 20
suburban and rural households
owned motor vehicles; however, in
suburban households the theft of
motor vehicles (13 per 1,000 house-
holds) was twice the rural rate (6 per
1,000 households) during this period.

� Property crimes were generally
completed at higher rates against
urban households than against  
suburban or rural households.

� Urban violent crime victims were
more likely than suburban or rural
crime victims to be victimized by a
stranger (respectively, 53%, 47%, 
and 34% of violent crime victims).

Highlights
Violent and property crimes in urban, suburban, and rural areas declined
between 1993 and 1998
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Data and measurement

This report presents findings based 
on NCVS data collected by the Bureau
of Justice Statistics (BJS).  The NCVS
gathers data about crimes from an
ongoing, nationally representative
sample of households in the United
States.  NCVS data include information
about crime victims (age, gender, race,
ethnicity, marital status, income, and
educational level), criminal offenders
(gender, race, approximate age, and
victim-offender relationship), and the
nature of the crime (time and place of
occurrence, use of weapons, nature of
injury, and victims’ reaction to attack).
Homicide data are collected by the FBI,
under the Supplementary Homicide
Reports (SHR) of the Uniform Crime
Reporting Program (UCR).

Geographic areas in this report are
based on Metropolitan Areas (MA’s).
The U.S. Office of Management and
Budget (OMB) classifies areas into
three segments based on their relation-
ship to an MA: central city, outside
central city, and nonmetropolitan area.
These classification categories are
labeled in this report as urban, subur-
ban, and rural, respectively.1

  
Urban, suburban, and rural 
victimization, 1998

Victimization theorists and practitioners
argue that victimization rates are
related to locality of residence.  The
results of these analyses are consis-
tent with previous studies that
examined victimizations by locality of
occurrence (table 1).  Urban areas
generally experienced criminal victimi-
zations at rates higher than suburban
or rural areas in 1998.

Violent crimes

Urban residents experienced overall
violent crime at a higher rate than
suburban or rural residents during
1998.  Violent victimization rates for
urbanites, suburbanites, and rural
residents were 48, 37, and 28 per
1,000 persons, respectively.  Similar

results were found for all categories of
violent crime (rape and sexual assault,
robbery, aggravated assault, and
simple assault) with two exceptions.
Urban residents’ simple assault rate
was slightly higher than suburban
residents’ rate, and rape and sexual
assault rates were similar across all
areas during 1998.  Urban, suburban,
and rural residents’ simple assault
rates were almost triple the rates of
any other violent crime (figure 1).

Personal thefts

Urbanites were victims of personal
theft at a significantly higher rate than
suburbanites.  The urban personal theft
rate was twice the rate experienced by
suburban residents (2 versus 1 per
1,000 residents).

Property crimes

During 1998 urban households were
characterized by a higher overall
property crime rate than were subur-
ban or rural households.  For example,
urban households’ property crime rate
was 36% higher than suburban house-
holds and 57% higher than rural
households (271 urban, 199 suburban,
and 173 rural property crimes per
1,000 households, respectively).  In
addition, urban households experi-
enced burglary, motor vehicle theft,
and theft at higher rates than house-
holds in other areas.  Theft 
rates were higher than burglary or
motor vehicle theft rates in all areas
(figure 2).
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Note: The 1998 urban 12 or older population was 65,513,700, 
suburban 112,589,800, and rural 44,528,200.  The 1998 total 
number of urban households was 32,546,700, suburban 52,545,400, 
and rural 20,757,300.  Violent crime and personal theft rates are per 
1,000 persons; property crime rates are per 1,000 households.
*Based on 10 or fewer sample cases.

132.9158.6207.6Theft
3.69.716.4Motor vehicle theft

36.631.047.4Household burglary
173.1199.3271.4Property crimes

*0.31.02.0Personal theft

19.325.429.3Simple assault
4.97.210.2Aggravated assault
2.33.26.2Robbery
1.31.41.8Rape and sexual assault

27.837.247.6Violent crimes
RuralSuburbanUrban

Number of victimizations per
1,000 persons or households

Table 1. Urban, suburban, and rural victimization rates, 
by crime cate gory, 1998
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1For more information about MA’s, 
visit http://www.census.gov/population/
www/estimates/metroarea.html.



Trends in urban, suburban, and
rural victimization, 1993-98

Victimization rates are declining.
Violent crime, personal theft, and
property crime rates fell between 1993
and 1998.  The trends in violent and
property crime for urban and suburban
areas were similar, decreasing at a
greater rate than in rural areas (see
appendix table 1 for populations).

Violent crimes

Violent victimization rates fell for
residents in urban, suburban, and rural
areas between 1993 and 1998 (figure
3).  There were 74 urban violent
victimizations (per 1,000 urbanites) in
1993 compared to 48 in 1998 & a
36% decrease.  Suburbanites experi-
enced violent crime victimization at a
rate about 25% lower in 1998 than in
1993 (37 compared to 50 per 1,000
suburbanites).  During the same
period, rural victimization rates fell
significantly (34%) from 42 to 28 per
1,000 rural residents.  The percent

decrease in violent crime victimization
between 1993 and 1998 for urban
residents was higher than that experi-
enced in suburban and rural areas.

In all types of localities, aggravated and
simple assault rates were lower in
1998 than they were in 1993 (table 2).
Urban and rural residents experienced
rape and sexual assault at significantly
lower rates; suburban residents at
somewhat lower rates.  Urban and
suburban robbery rates fell between
1993 and 1998, while rural robbery
rates remained similar.

Homicide

From 1976 to 1998 changes in
homicide trends were driven by
changes in the number of homicides in
large American cities (defined as cities
with populations of 100,000 or more).
Over half of the homicides during this
period occurred in large cities; almost a
quarter of the homicides occurred in
cities with a population of more than 1
million (figure 4).  Small cities are

defined as those with a population of
less than 100,000.

Personal thefts

Urban and suburban personal theft
(pocket picking or purse snatching)
rates declined from 1993 to 1998
(figure 5).  In 1993 urbanites
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Note:  See Appendix table 1.

19.325.429.34.97.210.22.33.26.21.31.41.81998
19.226.930.27.17.112.82.13.47.51.11.42.11997
21.726.733.27.08.313.02.63.79.81.11.42.01996
25.530.835.66.68.612.12.54.010.01.11.72.11995
25.234.638.68.011.616.22.45.210.81.81.92.81994
26.130.943.110.611.716.03.15.211.02.42.03.61993

   Rural Suburban  Urban   Rural Suburban  Urban   Rural Suburban  Urban   Rural Suburban   UrbanYear
Simple assaultAggravated assaultRobberyRape and sexual assault

Rate per 1,000 persons age 12 or older

Table 2. Trend in urban, suburban, and rural victimization rate, 
by violent crime, 1993-98
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experienced more than twice the rate
of personal theft than they experienced
in 1998 (5 versus 2 personal thefts per
1,000 urbanites).  For suburbanites,
personal theft rates fell 41% between
1993 and 1998 (2 versus 1 personal
theft per 1,000 suburbanites).

Property crimes

On average, urban, suburban, and
rural property crime rates were 33%
lower in 1998 than they were in 1993

(figure 6).  Specifically, urban rates fell
34%, suburban rates 35%, and rural
rates 31%. 

For each category of property crime,
burglary, motor vehicle theft, and theft,
rates were lower in 1998 than in 1993,
regardless of type of locality consid-
ered (table 3).  Urban household rates
of burglary and motor vehicle theft
declined more than suburban or rural
household rates.

Average annual urban, suburban,
and rural victimization, 1993-98

Violent crime

Individuals living in urban areas were
victims of overall violent crime, rape
and sexual assault, robbery, aggra-
vated assault, and simple assault at
rates significantly higher than for those
living in suburban or rural areas (table
4).  The average annual overall violent
crime rate in urban areas was about
74% higher than the average rural rate
and 37% higher than the average
suburban rate.

In all localities rates for robbery, aggra-
vated assault, and simple assault in
which no injuries occurred were higher
than rates for these same offenses
resulting in injuries.

Personal theft

On average, urban residents experi-
enced personal theft at higher rates
than suburban or rural residents (3
versus 2 and 1 per 1,000, respectively).
Purse snatchings and pocket pickings
were completed at a rate of 3 per 1,000
urban residents, twice the suburban
rate, and 4 times the rural rate.

Property crime

Urban households experienced overall
property crime at rates significantly
higher than those for other households.
Burglaries were sustained among
urban households at rates higher than
rural households (46 per 1,000), which
in turn experienced burglaries at rates
higher than suburban households (40
per 1,000).  Urban households also
experienced thefts at higher rates than
suburban households.

A higher percentage of suburban and
rural households owned motor vehicles
than did urban households (96%, 95%,
and 87%, respectively).  The percent-
age of completed motor vehicle thefts
was highest among rural households
(79% in rural areas, 66% in urban
areas, and 69% in suburban areas). 

Demographics characteristics 
of violent crime victims

Certain population groups � especially
males, blacks, persons in low income
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Note:  See Appendix table 1.

132.9158.6207.63.69.716.436.631.047.41998
133.9177.0224.96.612.019.743.037.755.31997
155.4195.9250.54.612.819.642.840.563.81996
156.1214.6266.36.814.525.348.639.160.81995
185.8235.4280.17.214.928.849.647.071.11994
190.5240.4295.56.416.733.755.347.384.81993

RuralSuburbanUrbanRuralSuburbanUrbanRuralSuburbanUrbanYear
TheftMotor vehicle theftBurglary

Rate per 1,000 households

Table 3. Trend in urban, suburban, and rural victimization rate, 
by property crime , 1993-98

*Based on 10 or fewer sample cases.  
Note:  See Appendix table 1.

5.07.812.5Attempted theft
8.511.514.8Amount not available

25.739.150.6$250 or above
51.466.088.4$50 to $249
69.377.987.5Completed <$50

159.8202.3253.7Theft
1.24.28.1Attempted
4.79.115.7Completed
5.913.323.8Motor vehicle theft
6.46.711.7Attempted forced entry

27.021.529.9No forced entry
12.812.022.1Completed forced entry
46.240.263.7Household burglary

211.9255.8341.2Property crimes

0.0*0.10.2Attempted purse snatch
0.61.42.9Purse snatch and pocket picking
0.71.53.0Personal theft

17.623.027.5Without injury
5.46.17.4With injury

22.929.134.9Simple assault
5.16.69.3Without injury
2.32.44.0With injury
7.49.013.4Aggravated assault
1.72.96.4Without injury
0.81.12.8With injury
2.54.19.2Robbery
0.40.60.8Sexual assault
0.40.40.7Attempted rape
0.70.50.8Rape
1.51.62.4Rape and sexual assault

34.343.859.8Violent crimes
35.045.362.9Personal victimization
RuralSuburbanUrban

Average annual rate of victimization
per 1,000 persons or households

Table 4. Average annual victimization rate, 
by type of crime and localit y of residence , 1993-98



categories, the young, persons who
never married, and divorced or
separated persons � experience
higher rates of victimization than
others.  The same groups were also
most susceptible to victimization
in urban, suburban, and rural areas
(table 5).

Gender

Urban males and females were
violently victimized at rates higher than
males and females in other areas.
Across all areas of interest, urban male
violent victimization rates were the
highest.  Stated differently, urban
males experienced violent victimiza-
tions at a rate 87% higher than rural
males and 47% higher than urban
females.

Race

Violent crimes were committed against
blacks at rates higher than whites in
urban localities.  Black urbanites
experienced 68 violent victimizations
(per 1,000) while urban whites were
victimized at a rate of 59 (per 1,000).
Suburban blacks experienced violent
crime at a rate marginally higher than
white suburbanites.  Rural residents of
other races were twice as likely to be
victims of violent crime as were black
or white rural residents (68 victimiza-
tions compared to 31 and 34 per 1,000
persons, respectively).2

Ethnicity

In all areas, violent crime victimization
rates among Hispanics were statisti-
cally similar.  Non-Hispanics in urban
areas experienced violent crime at a
higher rate than Hispanics (61 versus
52 per 1,000, respectively), while
suburban and rural Hispanics sus-
tained violence at a higher rate than
respective non-Hispanic residents.

Annual household income

In general regardless of the type of
area considered, as annual household
income increased, violent victimization

rates decreased.  Persons with house-
hold incomes of less than $7,500 in 
all areas experienced a violent victimi-
zation at more than twice the rate of
persons with household incomes of
$75,000 or more.  Urban residents 
in the highest income category were
victims of violent crime more than
similar suburban or rural residents.
Urban residents in the lowest income
category were violently victimized at a
rate slightly higher than low-income
suburbanites and 41% higher than
low-income rural residents.

Age

Residents younger than 20 years old 
in all areas experienced violent crime
more than all other age groups, while
residents age 65 or over experienced
violent crime the least of all age
groups.  In each age group, urbanites
were victims of violent crime at rates
higher than suburban or rural
residents. 

Marital status

In urban and suburban areas, persons  
who had never married were violently
victimized more than those in any other
category of marital status.  Urban
residents, whether never married,
married, or widowed, were victimized 
at higher rates than similar residents in
suburban or rural areas.  Divorced or
separated urbanites were violent crime
victims at a rate somewhat higher than
similar suburbanites and at a rate
higher than rural residents. 

Demographic characteristics of
victims of rape and sexual assault,
robbery, aggravated assault, and
simple assault 

In general, regardless of the character-
istics, urban residents were victims of
all types of violent crimes at higher
rates than suburban or rural residents
(table 6).
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Note: See Appendix table 1.

284.8300.2380.867.570.878.7Divorced or separated
111.4116.8174.26.37.213.5Widowed
207.5261.8350.716.322.329.0Married
260.1287.4371.668.284.696.6Never married 

Marital status

94.395.4149.72.84.08.065 or over
170.9218.6285.712.115.621.750-64
281.6323.8402.827.333.951.135-49
277.6312.8417.953.559.977.420-34
583.3648.8693.280.4108.9129.212-19

Age

259.1291.9375.322.835.242.8$75,000 or more
245.4284.5381.030.641.749.9$50,000-$74,999
204.9272.6378.330.043.356.6$35,000-$49,999
224.7257.2375.435.147.559.6$25,000-$34,999
201.3250.5365.833.048.362.6$15,000-$24,999
210.7239.5337.735.254.177.2$7,500-$14,999
239.3279.8313.963.980.489.9Less than $7,500

Household income

209.6249.9335.233.743.160.9Non-Hispanic
271.6337.8383.446.549.751.7Hispanic

Ethnicity

342.8253.9295.468.334.835.7Others
210.6252.4341.734.043.859.1White
200.0295.5348.631.148.568.0Black

Race

210.0255.3325.130.436.748.9Female
213.0256.0354.738.451.371.9Male

Gender
RuralSuburbanUrbanRuralSuburbanUrban

Property crime rate per 
1,000 households

Violent crime rate per 1,000
persons age 12 and older

Table 5. Average annual violent and property crime victimization rate, 
by localit y of residence and victim demo graphics , 1993-98 

2For information about urban, suburban,
and rural victimizations among American
Indians, see American Indians and Crime,
NCJ 173386,  February 1999.



Gender

Urban females were raped or sexually
assaulted at rates 53% higher than
suburban or rural females.  Males were
robbed and assaulted more than
females in all localities of interest.  
The rate of aggravated assault against
urban males was about twice that of
urban females. 

Race

Blacks were robbed and experienced
aggravated assault more than whites
and persons of other races in urban
and suburban areas.  In rural areas
robbery rates were similar for all races;
however, slightly more aggravated
assaults occurred among rural blacks
than among rural whites.  White rural
residents were simple assault victims
more often than blacks in similar areas.
Rural residents of other races were
simple assault victims more than white
or black rural residents. 

Annual household income

Generally, in all localities, residents
with low household incomes experi-
enced all categories of violent crime
more than residents with high house-
hold incomes.  For all levels of income,
urban residents were robbed more
than other residents.  Urban and subur-
ban residents in the lowest and highest
income categories were aggravated
assault victims at similar rates.  Except
for households with incomes between
$7,500-$24,999 and $35,000-$49,999,
the simple assault rate among urban
residents was similar to suburbanites
and higher than rural residents.

Age

In general, in all areas, younger
residents were victims of all categories
of violent crime at higher rates than
older residents.  Rape and sexual
assault rates among 20-49 year old

urbanites were marginally higher than
suburbanites’ rates in the same age
category.  Except for residents age 65
or older, urban residents were robbed
and experienced aggravated assaults
more than suburban or rural residents.
Urban residents younger than age 20
experienced simple assault at rates
similar to suburban residents of the
same ages, and at higher rates than all
other residents, regardless of age. 

Marital status

In all types of localities, residents who
never married or were divorced or
separated were raped and sexually
assaulted, robbed, and assaulted more
than people who were married or
widowed.  Urban robbery rates were
higher than suburban or rural rates for
all marital categories except among
widowed residents.  Aggravated
assault rates were higher in urban
areas for never married and married
residents.  Widowed and divorced or
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--Male rate not reported due to small number of cases.
*Based on 10 or fewer sample cases.

Note:  See Appendix table 1.

43.045.143.515.114.617.55.66.913.36.96.57.1Divorced or separated
  3.9*3.87.81.5*1.62.30.9*1.42.80.00.5*0.7*Widowed
11.115.218.34.04.86.50.81.93.70.80.71.0Married
45.956.355.613.517.121.75.67.915.26.56.37.9Never married 

Marital status

1.72.34.30.80.91.20.2*0.82.30.00.0*0.4*65 or over
7.710.713.03.03.04.81.41.73.70.00.4*0.4*50-64

18.522.630.45.97.010.41.73.28.62.22.03.235-49
33.738.545.013.113.117.63.85.611.65.24.56.020-34
56.974.874.514.321.130.66.09.217.86.67.311.612-19

Age

16.125.327.83.76.27.12.2*2.66.31.0*1.83.0$75,000 or more
22.929.631.45.68.011.31.53.06.41.1*2.01.8$50,000-$74,999
20.829.935.76.88.312.81.63.86.51.6*2.43.0$35,000-$49,999
23.932.836.06.38.713.43.34.37.93.12.94.2$25,000-$34,999
21.829.935.86.911.814.72.94.69.42.43.35.0$15,000-$24,999
23.032.843.28.411.917.12.26.913.52.84.05.4$7,500-$14,999
39.046.547.315.721.320.84.88.116.06.96.49.0Less than $7,500

Household income

46.820.316.715.78.28.04.24.39.52.9*2.72.4*Others
23.029.636.57.08.812.62.53.77.52.62.84.3White
16.727.333.89.712.117.02.77.614.53.62.34.6Black

Race

20.624.729.75.36.19.21.93.05.72.72.84.3Female
25.333.740.79.712.018.03.25.213.0------Male

Gender
RuralSuburbanUrbanRuralSuburbanUrbanRuralSuburbanUrbanRuralSuburbanUrbanof victim

Simple assaultAggravated assaultRobberyRape and sexual assaultCharacteristic
Rate per 1,000 persons age 12 or older

Rate per 1,000 females
age 12 or older

Table 6. Average annual rape and sexual assault, robbery, aggravated assault,
and simple assault victimization rate, by locality of residence and victim
demo graphics , 1993-98



separated residents aggravated
assault rates did not vary significantly
by location.

Demographic characteristics of
property crime victims

Gender

Urban households headed by males
experienced property crime at a rate
about 9% higher than that found
among urban households headed by
females (table 5).  Urban households
with male and female heads were
victimized at rates significantly higher
than equivalent suburban and rural
households.  

Race

Black and white households experi-
enced property victimization at similar
rates whether living in urban or rural
areas.  Both black and white urban
households were victims of property
crime at significantly higher rates than
black and white suburban and rural

households.  In suburban areas, blacks
experienced property crimes at rates
higher than whites.  Rural households
headed by persons of other races were
victims of property crime at higher
rates than black or white rural house-
holds (343, 200, and 211 per 1,000
households, respectively). 

Ethnicity

Urban households headed by Hispanic
or non-Hispanic persons experienced
property crime at rates higher than
similar suburban or rural households.
Regardless of locality, Hispanics were
victims of property crime more than
non-Hispanics.

Annual household income

Urban households at all income levels
experienced property crime at higher
rates, followed by suburban and rural
households.  For example, the property
crime rate for urban households with
annual incomes of $25,000-$34,999
was 375 crimes per 1,000 households.
Suburban and rural households at this

income level had property crime rates
of 257 and 225 crimes per 1,000
households, respectively.    

Age of household head

Generally, younger households in all
areas of residence were more likely to
experience property crimes than
households headed by older residents.
Urban households headed by persons
under age 20 experienced property
crimes at more than twice the rate
sustained by households headed by
persons ages 50-64.  Urban house-
holds headed by persons age 20 or
over were victims of property crime at
significantly higher rates than similar
suburban or rural households.

Marital status of household head

Households headed by divorced or
separated persons and households
headed by persons who never married
were victims of property crime at higher
rates than households of married or
widowed persons regardless of the
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*Based on 10 or fewer sample cases.
Note: See Appendix table 1.

201.2221.1268.78.716.725.774.962.386.3Divorced or separated
73.585.0114.11.64.611.636.227.248.5Widowed

164.0214.6271.96.013.226.437.534.052.3Married
188.7218.5275.56.616.723.864.852.272.3Never married 

Marital status

64.770.8101.81.73.811.227.920.836.765 or over
128.3172.0210.94.312.620.138.333.954.750-64
223.2261.1304.88.215.526.750.247.271.235-49
202.6245.8312.29.118.331.065.848.674.620-34
425.9455.0516.312.4*29.127.6145.0164.7149.312-19

Age

202.2244.9296.910.213.925.046.733.253.3$75,000 or more
208.6236.9304.73.814.324.632.933.351.8$50,000-$74,999
163.5220.0293.66.313.427.435.139.257.3$35,000-$49,999
176.8203.9285.77.915.426.639.937.963.0$25,000-$34,999
153.2192.0273.46.212.926.441.945.666.0$15,000-$24,999
150.2176.0240.54.412.221.956.151.375.4$7,500-$14,999
159.9196.2208.25.511.916.973.971.788.8Less than $7,500

Household income

253.5199.4219.714.916.930.674.337.645.1Others
159.6201.4259.55.712.221.445.338.860.8White
143.0213.0241.26.825.130.550.257.476.9Black

Race

150.7195.4236.85.413.920.953.946.067.5Female
165.1206.2267.96.213.026.341.736.960.5Male

Gender
RuralSuburbanUrbanRuralSuburbanUrbanRuralSuburbanUrbanhead of household

TheftMotor vehicle theftBurglaryCharacteristics of
Rate per 1,000 households

Table 7. Average annual burglary, motor vehicle theft, and theft victimization rate,
by localit y of residence and victim demo graphics , 1993-98



locality of residence.  Urban house-
holds were the victims of property
crime at higher rates when compared
to suburban or rural households for all
categories of marital status. 

Demographic characteristics of
burglary, motor vehicle theft, and
theft victims

In general, households in urban areas
experienced overall property crime,
burglary, motor vehicle theft, and theft,
at rates significantly higher than subur-
ban or rural households.

Gender

Female-headed households were
burglarized more than male-headed
households in all areas of residence
(table 7).  The burglary rates for rural
male- and female-headed households
were higher than suburban male- and
female-headed household rates (42
rural males and 54 rural females per
1,000 households compared to 37
suburban males and 46 suburban
females per 1,000 households).  Motor
vehicle theft rates were similar for
male- and female-headed households
in all localities except urban areas;
where households headed by males
were victims of motor vehicle theft
more than households headed by
females.  Male-headed households
experienced theft more than house-
holds headed by females in all areas.

Race

Black households were burglarized and
sustained motor vehicle thefts at rates
higher than white households in urban
and suburban areas, while rural blacks
and whites experienced these crimes
at similar rates.  Theft rates for white
households were higher than black
household rates in urban areas and
somewhat higher in rural areas.  Rural
households of other races were victims
of thefts at rates higher than black or
white households.  Rural households of
other races were burglarized more than
white households and slightly more
than black households.  

Annual household Income

Households with low incomes were
generally burglarized at higher rates

than households with higher annual
incomes across all areas of residence.
Generally, within each type of area,
motor vehicle theft rates were similar
for all levels of income.  However, in all
areas of residence, households in high-
income categories were generally more
likely to be the victims of thefts than
households in low-income categories.  

Age of household head

In all areas, households headed by
younger persons were generally
victims of burglary, motor vehicle theft,
and theft at rates higher than older
households.  Except among house-
holds headed by persons between the  
ages of 12-19 years, urban households
were the victims of burglary, motor
vehicle theft, and theft more than
suburban or rural households.

Marital status of household head

In all areas households with heads who
never married or those who divorced or
separated were burglarized at rates
higher than households headed by

married or widowed persons.  Never
married, widowed, and divorced or
separated rural households were
burglarized more than similar subur-
ban households.  Motor vehicle theft
and theft rates were lowest for
widowed households regardless of
residence location.  Motor vehicle theft
and theft rates for suburban house-
holds were higher than rural for all
categories of marital status except for
theft among widowed households. 

Characteristics of victimization

Many characteristics of crime were
similar across all types of locality.
Location of residence had very little
effect on the time of victimization,
victims’ reaction to the attack, type of
injury sustained from the victimization,
and whether offender used a weapon
in the commission of the act.

Location of victimization

Most violent crimes in urban and
suburban areas occurred in open
areas, on the street, or on public
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Note:  Detail may not add to total shown because of rounding.

111,065,190123,463,900112,465,140Other
3251,2002660,1103580,210Threaten or attacked
%868,201,580%8523,923,990%8719,943,370No threat or attack

Victims reaction to attack

%1009,517,960%10028,048,000%10022,988,720Total
PercentNumberPercentNumberPercentNumber 

RuralSuburbanUrban
Rate per 1,000 persons age 12 or older

Table 9. Victim response to violent offenders
in urban , suburban , and rural areas , 1993-98

Note:  Detail may not add to total shown because of rounding.

5490,82061,621,51051,239,900Unknown
111,058,360102,871,580132,905,050Midnight to 6 a.m.
323,079,680329,025,490337,652,3606 p.m. to midnight

%514,889,100%5214,529,410%4911,191,410
Daylight (6 a.m. to 
6 p.m.)

Time of victimization

10955,070102,740,04081,820,250Others
141,356,400195,311,760266,057,370

Open area, public         
transportation

151,445,700164,388,640102,291,780School
7658,24082,295,88071,663,820Parking lot/garage

121,171,460143,997,600112,616,740Commercial place
121,142,03092,485,09092,012,820Friend/neighbor’s home
121,099,940112,951,560133,095,910Near victim’s home

%181,689,120%143,877,430%153,430,030Victim’s home
Location of  victimization

%1009,517,960%10028,048,000%10022,988,720Total
PercentNumberPercentNumberPercentNumber 

RuralSuburbanUrban

Table 8. Location and time of violent crime victimization
in urban , suburban , and rural areas , 1993-98



transportation.  Between 1993 and
1998, more than a quarter (26%) of
violent crime victimizations among
urban residents, and about a fifth
(19%) among suburban residents
occurred in these areas (table 8).
Rural residents were more likely to be
victimized in their homes when
compared to other areas where victimi-
zations occurred.  About 18% of rural
victims of violent crime were victimized
at their homes compared to urban
(15%) or suburban (14%)
victimizations.

Time of victimization

Crimes happened at similar times of
the day among residents living in
urban, suburban, and rural areas.

About half of the violent crime experi-
enced by urban (49%), suburban
(52%), and rural (51%) residents were
committed between 6 a.m. to 6 p.m.
Around 3 out of 10 violent crimes
occurred between 6 p.m. and midnight.

Victims’ reaction to attack

Most violent crime victims did not
defend themselves or their property 
(no resistance, unarmed confrontation,
and non-confrontational tactics) in
urban (87%), suburban (85%), and
rural (86%) areas (table 9).  About 
3% of violent crime victims in urban
and rural areas compared to 2% of
suburban victims defended themselves
by threatening or attacking their assail-
ant with a firearm or other weapon.

Type of injury 

About 20% of violent crimes in all
areas resulted in minor injury; about
5% resulted in serious injury (table 10).

Weapons used

Most violent offenders were unarmed
in every type of locality (60% urban,  
68% suburban, and 70% rural).  Urban
violent offenders were more likely than
offenders elsewhere (12% urban
versus 9% suburban and 8% rural) to
use a firearm.

Characteristics of offender

Gender of offender

Males were perceived to be the offend-
ers of violent crimes more often than
females regardless of the area
examined (table 11).  Males were
perceived to have committed 80% 
of the urban violent victimizations and
79% of suburban and rural violent
crimes.  Although the percentage of
females perceived to have committed
violent crimes in suburban and rural
areas was similar (16%), the percent-
age of females committing violent
crimes in suburban areas was signifi-
cantly higher than the percentage of
females committing violent crimes in
urban areas (14%).  The percentage 
of violent crime committed by females
in rural areas was slightly higher than
the percentage committed by females
in urban areas.

Race of offender

Whites were perceived to be the
assailants in violent crime more often
than blacks or persons of other races
in all types of localities.  However, the
percentage of whites in the urban,
suburban, and rural populations was
higher than the percentage of offenses
perceived to have been committed by
whites in each area.  In contrast, the
percentage of blacks in all localities
was lower than their percentage of
violent crime victimizations.  For
example, between 1993-98, 90% 
of the rural population was white and
whites were perceived to have commit-
ted 72% of rural violent victimizations.
Although blacks comprised 8% of the
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Note: Detail may not add to total shown because of rounding.

171,591,250174,751,990204,682,820Other
5516,81061,714,88071,581,750Knife
8778,37092,384,300122,854,200Firearm

70%6,631,54068%19,196,840%60%13,869,950No weapon
Weapon used

012,060027,790029,310Other
222,100,820205,597,920214,764,550Minor injury
5452,37041,072,47051,161,350Serious injury

73%6,952,71076%21,349,82074%17,033,510No injury
Type of injury

100%9,517,960100%28,048,000100%22,988,720Total
PercentNumberPercentNumberPercentNumber 

RuralSuburbanUrban

Table 10. Injury sustained and weapon used in violent crime 
victimizations, by geographic locations, 1993-98

Note: Detail may not add to total shown because of rounding.

4415,77051,446,36071,527,970Unknown
9859,370102,745,470112,586,170Mixed group

646,079,0006217,410,4806314,549,38018 or older
24%2,163,83023%6,445,69019%4,325,200Under 18

Age

3250,60041,237,08051,108,680Unknown
2211,0803822,9403725,590Mixed races
7675,45092,564,080112,443,710Other

161,481,310205,723,110378,415,210Black
72%6,899,52063%17,700,78045%10,295,540White

Race

2172,5903710,0603701,200Unknown
3270,6203872,3904811,300Both

161,538,970164,366,390143,167,970Female
79%7,535,78079%22,099,16080%18,308,240Male

Gender

100%9,517,960100%28,048,000100%22,988,720Total
PercentNumberPercentNumberPercentNumber offender

RuralSuburbanUrbanCharacteristic of

Table 11.  Gender, race, and age of violent crime offenders 
in urban , suburban , and rural areas , 1993-98



rural population, they were perceived 
to have committed 16% of rural violent
crimes (see appendix table 1 for total
populations).

Age of offender

In all localities, almost two-thirds of the
violent crime victims perceived the
offender to have been age 18 or older
(urban 63%, suburban 62%, and rural
64%).  Only about a quarter of violent
offenders in all localities was perceived
to be younger than age 18.  The
percentage of suburban and rural
crime victims who perceived their
offender to be less than 18 was higher
than urban victims’ percentage (23%
and 24% versus 19%, respectively).

Offender substance abuse

The percentage of urban and subur-
ban violent crime offenders perceived
to be under the influence of alcohol or
drugs was similar (29%); the percent-
age of rural offenders perceived to be
under the influence of alcohol or drugs
while committing a violent crime (35%)
was higher than that in urban or subur-
ban areas (table 12).  

Victim offender relationship

In suburban and rural areas, victims
were more likely to be victimized by
someone they knew than by a stranger
(table 13).  About 50% of suburban
victims and 63% of rural victims knew
their offender compared to 47% and
34% of stranger victimization in each
respective area.  Urban violent crime
victims were more likely to be victim-
ized by a stranger, accounting for 53%
of all urban violent victimizations.

Who reports to the police

Gender

Females were more likely to report
victimizations to the police than males   
in urban and rural areas (table 14).
Suburban males and females reported
to the police at similar percentages.

Race

Urban and suburban blacks reported
their victimizations to the police at
higher percentages than whites in
similar localities.  Blacks and whites
living in all reported victimizations to
the police at similar percentages.
Residents of other races were least

likely to report being victimized to the
police in suburban areas.

Ethnicity

Hispanics and non-Hispanics reported   
crimes at similar rates in all localities.
Non-Hispanics reported more crime
than Hispanics in urban and suburban
areas; in rural areas both groups
reported at similar percentages.

What crimes are reported to the
police

In all localities robberies and aggra-
vated assaults were the violent crimes
most likely to be reported to the police
(table 15).  Rape and sexual assaults
were the least likely to be reported in
urban and suburban areas.  In rural
areas rape and sexual assaults and
simple assaults were reported the
least.  Residents of all localities
reported about 3 in 10 personal thefts
to the police.

Victims of motor vehicle thefts reported
their victimization to the police more
than any other property crime.  Rural
residents reported household burgla-
ries less than suburban residents and
slightly less than urban residents.

Methodology

The National Crime Victimization
Survey (NCVS) measures personal
and household offenses, including
crimes not reported to the police.  The
crimes measured are rape and sexual
assault, robbery, aggravated and
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Note:  Detail may not add to total shown because of rounding.

193,1101365,4201299,070Other
343,213,3904011,112,4704410,184,520Unknown
302,902,250308,422,510255,856,070

Did not use alcohol
 or drugs

%353,309,210%298,147,600%296,649,060Used alcohol or drugs
Substance abuse

%1009,517,960%10028,048,000%10022,988,720Total
PercentNumberPercentNumberPercentNumber 

RuralSuburbanUrban

Table 12.  Substance abuse of violent offenders in urban,
suburban , and rural areas , 1993-98

Note:  Detail may not add to total shown because of rounding.

1130,6602475,4602495,210
Number of offenders       
 unknown

2142,9902434,1402483,230Relationship unknown
343,266,4304713,174,5305312,164,850Stranger
63%5,977,88050%13,963,87043%9,845,430Known

Victim-offender relationship

100%9,517,960100%28,048,000100%22,988,720Total
PercentNumberPercentNumberPercentNumber 

RuralSuburbanUrban

Table 13. Victim-offender relationship in urban,
suburban , and rural areas , 1993-98

Note:  See Appendix table 1.

333339Other
363637Non-Hispanic

%36%33%33Hispanic
Ethnicity

383234Other
363636White

%40%39%39Black
Race

383738Female
%35%35%35Male

Gender
RuralSuburbanUrbancharacteristic

Percent of victimizations
reported to the policeVictim

Table 14.  Urban, suburban, and rural
police reporting, by victim 
characteristic , 1993-98



simple assault, personal theft (purse
snatching and pocket picking), house-
hold burglary, motor vehicle theft, and
theft.  Information is obtained from a
continuous, nationally representative
sample of households in the United
States.

The sample includes persons living in
group quarters, such as dormitories,
rooming houses, and religious group
dwellings.  Crew members of merchant
vessels, Armed Forces personnel living
in military barracks or temporary
housing, and institutionalized persons,
such as correctional facility inmates,
and hospital or nursing home patients,
were not included.

Between 1993 and 1998 approximately
293,400 households and 574,000
individuals age 12 or older were inter-
viewed about the crimes they experi-
enced in the previous 6 months.
Yearly response rates for the NCVS
data presented varied between 93%
and 96% of eligible households and
between 89% and 92% of eligible
individuals.

Estimates for 1998 in this report are
obtained about victimizations experi-
enced in the same calendar year,
called a data year.  The data in the BJS
Bulletin Criminal Victimization 1998:
Changes 1997-98 with Trends 1993-98
were collected during the calendar year
being estimated, termed a collection
year.  Estimates for 1998 in this report
and estimates in the Bulletin may differ
somewhat because of differences in
the two collection methods.

Standard error computations for NCVS
estimates

Comparisons of percentages and rates
in this report were tested to determine
if differences were statistically signifi-
cant.  Differences described in the text
as higher, lower, or different and
changes over time characterized as
having increased or decreased passed
a hypothesis test at the .05 level of
statistical significance (95% confidence
level).  That is, the tested difference in
the estimates was greater than twice
the standard error of that difference.
For comparisons that were statistically

significant at the .10 level of statistical
significance (90% confidence level),
the terms somewhat different, margin-
ally different, or slight difference are
used to note the nature of the
difference.

Caution is required when comparing
estimates not explicitly discussed in 
the text.  What may appear to be large
differences may not test as statistically
significant at the 95% or the 90% confi-
dence level.  Significance testing calcu-
lations were conducted at the Bureau
of Justice Statistics using statistical
programs developed specifically for 
the NCVS by the U.S. Bureau of the
Census.  These programs take into
consideration many aspects of the
complex NCVS sample design when
calculating generalized variance
estimates.

Trends in violent and property
victimization

A linear trend test was used to test the
change in violent and property crime
estimates over time.  This test allows
one to examine whether, for example,
the rate of violent crime victimization
decreased (or increased) over time.
Based on a regression with, for
example, time as the independent
variable and violent victimization rate
as the dependent variable, the test
involves computing the regression
coefficient (b) and its corresponding
standard error (�).  The ratio of these
two (b/�) is the test statistic t.  If t is
greater than 1.96, the null hypothesis 
is rejected.  In addition, independent
sample t tests were conducted on the
adjusted yearly rates of victimizations
in urban, suburban, and rural areas to
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20,757,30020,679,00020,566,40021,654,40022,331,60022,435,700Rural
52,545,40051,370,10050,476,40048,218,00046,670,50046,499,500Suburban
32,546,70032,293,90032,052,70032,015,90031,805,60030,992,200Urban

105,849,500104,343,000103,095,500101,888,400100,807,70099,927,400Total
199819971996199519941993

Households in the population

277,274,40044,528,20044,456,70044,300,20046,938,30048,645,10048,406,000Rural
640,558,200112,589,800110,750,000109,158,700104,864,100101,764,100101,431,600Suburban
384,181,40065,513,70065,226,80064,508,50063,907,10063,338,10061,687,200Urban

1,302,014,100222,631,700220,433,500217,967,400215,709,500213,747,300211,524,800Total
1993-98199819971996199519941993

Persons in the population 

Appendix table 1.  Urban, suburban, and rural populations, 
persons 12 or older and households , 1993-98  

Note:  See Appendix table 1.   Victimization rates for violent crime and personal theft are per
1,000 persons age 12 or older; property crime rates are per 1,000 households.

282826Theft
787878Motor vehicle theft

%47%52%50Household burglary
Property crime

%32%29%35Personal theft

393637Simple assault
575454Aggravated assault
585458Robbery

%36%30%29Rape and sexual assault
Violent crime

RuralSuburbanUrbancrime
Percent of crime reported to the policeType of

Table 15.  Urban, suburban, and rural police reporting, 
by type of crime , 1993-98



determine if the decline in each area
differed significantly from each other. 

Calculation of rates and annual levels

Except as noted, the rates in this report
are average annual rates for 1993-98.
The numerator of a given number is
the sum of crimes that occurred for
each year from 1993 through 1998; the
denominator is the sum of the annual
population of persons or households
for these years (or the number falling
within the particular demographic
group being measured).  These
numbers are multiplied by 1,000 to
obtain the average annual rates.
Average annual levels of criminal
victimization are obtained by summing
the number of victimizations between
1993 and 1998 and dividing by six.

Population totals used in this report are
calculated from estimates derived from
the NCVS (appendix table 1).  Included
in the population are persons age 12 or
older living in the households, including
group quarters such as dormitories.
Population estimates do not include
children less than age 12, institutional-
ized persons, U.S. citizens living
aboard, crew members of merchant
vessels, and Armed Forces personnel
living in military barracks.  The percent-
ages are calculated using the method
similar to the one used for average
annual rates.

Homicide data

Homicide data presented in this report
are collected by the FBI, under the
Supplementary Homicide Reports

(SHR) of the Uniform Crime Reporting
Program (UCR).  The homicide data
provide incident-level data on about
92% of the homicides in the United
States, including the victim and
offender relationship.
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