U.S. Department of Justice
Office of Justice Programs

Bureau of Justice Statistics Factbook

Violence by Intimates

Analysis of Data on Crimes by Current or Former Spouses, Boyfriends, and Girlfriends

Intimates committed fewer murders in 1995 and 1996
than in any other year since 1976.

Between 1976 and 1996, for persons murdered by intimates,
the number of male victims fell an average 5% per year,
and the number of female victims went down an average 1%.
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Foreword

In a joint effort by the Justice Department and the
Department of Health and Human Services, a com-
prehensive review is under way of the information
available to Federal decisionmakers about domestic
violence and possible needs for the government to
undertake enhanced or improved surveillance for
statistical data about violence between intimates.
At the Department of Justice this effort is being co-
ordinated by Noél Brennan, Deputy Assistant Attor-
ney General for the Office of Justice Programs, and
at the Centers for Disease Control and Prevention,
by Dr. Mark Rosenberg, Director, National Center
for Injury Prevention and Control.

This report prepared by the Bureau of Justice Sta-
tistics presents a summary of the statistical informa-
tion about violence committed against intimates that
is currently available and is based on information
gathered from victims, law enforcement agencies,
hospital emergency departments, and those con-
victed of crimes against intimates. For the purposes
of this study, intimates were defined as those with
whom the offender had a relationship as a current
or former spouse or boyfriend or girlfriend. The
kinds of violent crimes examined ranged from mur-
der to simple assault.

I am particularly pleased that this valuable report
represents the efforts of both BJS staff and Profes-
sor James Alan Fox of Northeastern University, a
BJS Visiting Fellow. In addition, the FBI provided
valuable support to this effort by supplying updated
Supplementary Homicide Report data in a very
timely fashion.

Jan M. Chaiken, Ph.D.
Director
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Highlights

This report is a compilation of statistical data main-
tained by the Bureau of Justice Statistics (BJS) and
the Federa! Bureau of Investigation (FBI) on vio-
lence between people who have an intimate rela-
tionship — spouses, exspouses, boyfriends,
girifriends, and former boyfriends and girlfriends.

The violent offenses encompass crimes such as
murder, rape, sexual assault, robbery, aggravated
assault, and simple assault. Intimate violence pre-
dominantly affects women as victims. Violence by
an intimate accounts for about 21% of the violent
crime experienced by women and about 2% of the
violence sustained by males.

Lethal

* In 1996 just over 1,800 murders were attributable
to intimates; nearly 3 out of 4 of these had a female
victim. In 1976 there were nearly 3,000 victims of

intimate murder.

* The decline over the past two decades was larger
for spouse killings, compared to the killings of other
intimates.

® The percentage of female murder victims killed by
intimates has remained at about 30% since 1976.

* There has been a sharp decrease in the rate of in-
timate murder of men, especially black men.

* The number of intimate murders with guns has de-
clined. However, in 1996, 65% of all intimate mur-
ders were committed with a firearm.

® There is some evidence of a slight increase in the
rate of white females killed by a boyfriend.

Nonlethal

* The number of female victims of intimate violence
has been declining. In 1996 women experienced
an estimated 840,000 rape, sexual assault, robbery,
aggravated assault, and simple assault victimiza-
tions at the hands of an intimate, down from 1.1 mil-
lion in 1993.

* [ntimate violence against men did not vary
significantly from 1992 to 1996. In 1996 men were
victims of about 150,000 violent crimes committed
by an intimate.

¢ Women age 16-24 experience the highest per
capita rates of intimate violence.

Reporting to the police About half of the incidents
of intimate violence experienced by women are re-
ported to the police; black women are more likely
than women of other races to report such victimiza-
tions to the police.

* The most common reasons given by victims for
not contacting the police were that they considered
the incident a private or personal matter, they
feared

retaliation, or they felt the police would not be able
to do anything about the incident.

Police response According to victims, about 1in 5
incidents reported to the police resulted in an arrest
at the scene.

Presence of children Slightly more than half of fe-
male victims of intimate violence live in households
with children under the age of 12. About 40% of im-
prisoned intimate offenders report that one or more
children under age 18 resided with them at some
time before the offenders entered prison.

Treatment of injuries About 1 in 10 women victim-
ized by a violent intimate sought professional medi-
cal treatment.

¢ About half of victims of intimate violence

report a physical injury; about 1 in 5 injured female
victims of intimate violence sought professional
medical treatment.

* Hospital emergency department data show
women are about 84% of those seeking hospital
treatment for an intentional injury caused by an inti-
mate assailant.

* About half these injured intimate victims were
treated for bruises or similar trauma.
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¢ About half of those treated had sustained injuries
to the head and face.

Incarcerated offenders Those who committed a
violent crime against an intimate represent about
25% of convicted violent offenders in local jails and
about 7% of violent offenders in State prisons.

* 3in 4 offenders serving time in local jails for inti-
mate violence had been convicted of assault; just
over 40% of such offenders in State prisons had
been convicted of murder.

* The criminal justice system has extensive prior
contact with those convicted of intimate violence.
Among those in jail 78% have a prior conviction his-
tory, though not necessarily for intimate violence.

vi Violence by Intimates

¢ 4in 10 jail inmates convicted of a violent crime
against an intimate had a criminal justice status at
the time of the crime: about 20% were on probation,
9% were under a restraining order, and just under
10% were on parole, pretrial release, or other
status.

* More than half of both prison and jail inmates
serving time for violence against an intimate had
been using drugs or alcohol or both at the time of

~ the incident for which they were incarcerated.

* The average prison sentence for those who victim-
ized a spouse or other intimate appears similar to
the average sentences for victimizing strangers or
acquaintances. Prisoners who had assaulted their
spouse, however, received longer sentences than
offenders convicted of assault against other catego-
ries of victims.



Introduction

How we measure the incidence of intimate
violence

Estimates from the National Crime Victimization
Survey indicate that in 1996 there were about

a million rapes, sexual assaults, robberies, aggra-
vated assaults, and simple assaults in which the
victim and offender had an intimate relationship.
Intimate relationships include spouses, ex-spouses,
boyfriends, girlfriends, and former boyfriends and
girlfriends. More than 8 in 10 of these violent crimes
involved a female victim.

National Crime Victimization Survey

The Nationa! Crime Victimization Survey (NCVS) is
one of two statistical series maintained by the De-
partment of Justice to learn about the extent to
which crime is occurring. The NCVS, which gathers
data on criminal victimization from a national sample
of household respondents, provides annual esti-
mates of crimes experienced by the public without
regard to whether a law enforcement agency was
called about the crime. Initiated in 1972, the NCVS
was designed to complement what is known about
crimes reported to local law enforcement agencies
under the FBI's annual compilation known as the
Uniform Crime Reports (UCR).

The NCVS gathers information about crime and its
consequences from a nationally representative
sample of U.S. residents age 12 or older about any
crimes they may have experiencéd. For personal
contact crimes the survey determines who the per-
petrator was. Asking the victim about his/her rela-
tionship to the offender is critical to determining
whether the crime occurred between intimates.

In the latter half of the 1980's, the Bureau of Justice
Statistics (BJS), together with the Committee on
Law and Justice of the American Statistical Associa-
tion, sought to improve the NCVS components to
enhance the measurement of crimes including rape,
sexual assault, and intimate and family violence.
The new questions and revised procedures were
phased in from January 1992 through June 1993

in half the sampled households. Since July 1993
the redesigned methods have been used for the en-
tire national sample.

Based on the half-sample, BJS determined that the
new questionnaire would produce substantially
higher estimated counts of incidents of intimate vio-
lence than the old questionnaire. The old question-
naire resulted in estimates of a half million incidents
of intimate violence, compared to an estimate of
nearly a million incidents with the new question-
naire. Such a difference demonstrated the in-
creased ability of the NCVS to capture information -
on hard-to-measure crimes.

Uniform Crime Reporting Program

The Uniform Crime Reporting Program (UCR) of the
FBI provides another opportunity to examine the is-
sue of intimate violence. The summary-based com-
ponent of the UCR, launched 70 years ago, gathers
aggregate data on eight categories of crime from
law enforcement agencies nationwide. The UCR
does not, however, provide the detail necessary to
identify violent crimes involving intimates. Two
other incident-based components of the UCR, the
National incident-Based Reporting Program
(NIBRS) and the Supplementary Homicide Reports
(SHR), provide rich detail on the victim-offender re-
lationship in violent crimes recorded by police
agencies.

National Incident-Based Reporting Program

NIBRS represents the next generation of crime data
from law enforcement agencies. Rather than being
restricted to a group of 8 Index crimes that the
summary-based program uses, NIBRS obtains
information on 57 types of crimes. The information
collected on each violent crime incident includes
victim-offender demographics, victim-offender rela-
tionship, time and place of occurrence, weapon use,
and victim injuries. As of the end of 1997, jurisdic-
tions certified by the FBI as capable of reporting
incident-based data in the required format account
for just over 7% of the U.S. population (about 19
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million Americans) and just over 6% of all Index
crimes (murders, rapes, robberies, aggravated as-
saults, burglaries, larcenies, and motor vehicle
thefts). In those States with certified NIBRS sys-
tems, about 50% of the population is now covered
by NIBRS reporting to the FBI. BJS is currently
funding preliminary studies of NIBRS data and their
utility for improving our knowledge of violence with
special regard for such concerns as intimate vio-
lence, family violence, and domestic violence.

Supplementary Homicide Reports

The SHR is another component of the UCR pro-
gram. Under SHR, incident-level homicide data
from local law enforcement agencies have been col-
lected annually since 1961. On average, the SHR
obtains detailed information on about 92% of the
homicides in the United States, including victim and
offender demographics, victim-offender relationship,
weapon use, and circumstances surrounding the
homicide. The SHR reports received from law en-
forcement agencies describe the characteristics of
perpetrators in an average of about 70% of all
cases compiled at the nationatl level. However, indi
vidual jurisdictions vary in the percentage of cases
in which the perpetrator is either unknown or not
described.

Study of Injured Victims of Violence

Another source for information on intimate violence
is a special collection of hospital emergency depart-
ment data during 1994. The BJS Study of Injured
Victims of Violence obtained data on intentional in-
juries brought to the attention of hospital personnel.
These data are part of a larger program carried out
by the Consumer Product Safety Commission
known as the National Electronic Injury Surveillance
System (NEISS), which involves a national sample
of hospitals where emergency department staff are
asked to record information on patients. The BJS
study sought information on intentional injury vic-
tims, including victim demographics, type of injury,
type of weapon, place of occurrence, victim-
offender relationship, and case disposition. The
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NEISS data reveal that a quarter of the 1.4 million
intentional injuries treated in emergency depart-
ments resulted from violence between intimates.

Surveys of jail and prison inmates

BJS also conducts national surveys of persons con-
fined in local jails and State and Federal prisons.
These nationally representative surveys are the
principal source of information on those serving time
following a conviction: their backgrounds, their prior
criminal histories, and the circumstances surround-
ing the offense for which they had been incarcer-
ated. Both jail and prison surveys obtain from
violent offenders details about the offender’s rela-
tionship to the victim and how the crime was carried
out.

How we count violent victimizations of intimates

Variations in reported numbers

Sometimes estimates in the annual National Crime
Victimization Survey (NCVS) reports differ from
those in BJS topical reports based on special analy-
ses of data. A major reason for these differences is
the treatment of “series” victimizations.

Variations in defining the victim-offender relationship

The data series used in this report share the objec-
tive of measuring the extent to which victims and of-
fenders know each other prior to the criminal
incident. This is an important distinction not simply
for law enforcement purposes but, more signifi-
cantly, for considering the types of interventions
most likely to help reduce the incidence of the prob-
lem and its consequences for victims.

Generally, all of the data collection programs used
in this study obtain information on those violent of-
fenses which affect spouses, ex-spouses, boy-
friends, and girlfriends. While victimizations arising
in same sex relationships are explicitly recognized
in the FBI collection programs, none of the series
excludes such criminal incidents, which are
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categorized as crimes against boyfriends or girl-
friends. Crimes committed against former boy-
friends and girifriends are not separately reported in
any of the series but are combined with those vic-
tims with current relationships of this type, probably
because of the difficulty of establishing whether
such a relationship had been terminated prior to the
incident.

Appendix 1 (pages 34-36) offers the details of how
the relationship variables in each data series were
classified in this study to create the general cate-
gory of intimate violence.

Series victimizations

These victimizations in the NCVS are six or more in-
cidents similar in nature and for which the victim is
unable to furnish details of each incident separately.
Information on only the most recent incident in the
series is collected by the survey.

These crimes are problematic because it remains
unclear how or whether these victimizations should
be combined with the majority of crime incidents
that are separately reported. BJS continues to
study how these types of victimizations should be
handled in our published estimates. As a result, se-
ries victimizations are excluded from the victimiza-
tion estimates published in the annual BJS reports
on the NCVS.

However, series victimizations are included for
some special analyses, counted as “1" victimization
to represent all the incidents in the series. This is
done when repeat victimization is an important as-
pect of the subject being analyzed, as it is, for ex-
ample, in domestic violence. For this reason,
estimates published in reports on domestic violence
have included series victimizations, and therefore
differ from estimates published in the annual NCVS
reports.

Generally, series victimizations represent about
6-7% of all violent victimizations measured by the
NCVS, although variation exists across types of
crime and characteristics of victims:

Average annual 1992-96

Nonseries  Series Total
Violent crime
victimizations
Number 10,137,384 680,604 10,817,989
Percent 93.7% 6.3% 100%
Rape/Sexual
assault
Number 434,566 27,191 461,757
Percent 93.1% 6.9% 100%
Robbery
Number 1,227,550 36,845 1,264,395
Percent 97.5% 2.5% 100%
Aggravated
assault
Number 2,230,174 117,167 2,347,341
Percent 93.1% 51% 100%
Simple assault
Number 6,245,095 499,402 6,744,496
Percent 93.1% 6.9% 100%
Intimate violence, 1992-96
Non-series  Series Total
Female victims 88.5% 11.5% 100%
Male victims 90.2 9.8 100
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Trends in violence against intimates

More than 960,000 incidents of violence against a current
or former spouse, boyfriend, or girlfriend occur each year,
and about 85% of the victims are women. The number
of female victims has been declining in recent years.

Source: National Crime Victimization Survey,
1992-96

In 1996 there were about 2,000 murders attributable
to intimates, down substantially from the nearly 3,000
murders recorded two decades ago.

Decreases in intimate murders have occurred among men,
among blacks (both male and female), and for murders
involving firearms.

White females murdered by a nonmarital intimate represent
the only category of victims to have experienced a small
increase between 1976 and 1996.

Intimate murder now accounts for about 9% of the murders
which occur nationwide.

Source: Supplementary Homicide Reports, 1976-96
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Trends in violence against intimates

On average each year from 1992 to 1996, there were more than 960,000 violent victimizations
of women age 12 or older by an intimate (a current or former spouse, girlfriend, or boyfriend).

* The estimated number of violent victimizations the number of such victimizations of men did not
of women by intimates declined from 1993 to 1996;  vary significantly from 1992 to 1996.

Number of violent victimizations
committed by intimates

1,200,000
Female victims
837,899
600,000
300,000 - -
Male victims
147,896
0
1992 1993 1994 1995 1996

Note: Violent victimizations include murder, rape, sexual assault, robbery,
and aggravated and simple assault. Intimates include current and former
spouses, boyfriends, and girlfriends.

On average each year from 1992 to 1996, about 8 in 1,000 women
and 1 in 1,000 men age 12 or older experienced a violent victimization
inflicted by a current or former spouse, girifriend, or boyfriend.

® The rate of violent victimization of women by an intimate
declined from 1993 to 1996.

Rate of violent victimization by intimates
per 1,000 persons of each sex age 12 or older

10 .
Female victims
8
7.5
6
4
Male victims 14
0
1992 1993 1994 1995 1996
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Although less likely than males to experience violent crime overall,
females are 5 to 8 times more likely than males to be victimized by an intimate.

* From 1992 to 1996 victimization

by an intimate accounted for about
21% of the violence experienced by fe-
males. It accounted for about 2% of
the violent crime sustained by males.

¢ Qverall violent victimization rates of
both women and men declined from
1993 to 1996.

For female victims of violence,
strangers and friends or acquain-
tances rather than intimates were
responsible for the highest rates
of crime.

¢ [ntimate violence accounts for about a
fifth of all violence against females. The
two categories of violence by friends
and acquaintances and violence by
strangers are each over a third of the
victimizations. Violence by relatives
other than intimates are less than a 10th
of all violence that women, age 12 or
older, experience.

4 Violence by Intimates

Rate of violent victimizations per
1,000 persons of each group age 12 or older

75
Total violent victimizations - males
60 '\
) e 53
45 Total violent victimizations - females
371

30
15 Victimization by intimates - females 75

0 Victimization by intimates - males ] 14
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Note: Violent victimizations include murder, rape, sexual
assault, robbery, and aggravated and simple assault. Intimates
include current and former spouses, boyfriends, and girlfriends.

Rate of murder, rape, robbery, and assault
per 1,000 females age 12 or older
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Strangers
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Rate of murder, rape, robbery, and assault
per 1,000 males age 12 or older
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Analysis of trends in intimate murder, 1976-96
by James Alan Fox, Ph.D., BJS Visiting Fellow

The number, percentage, and per capita rate*
of murders involving spouses, ex-spouses,
or other intimates have declined over the
past two decades.

Intimate
homicides

3,000

2,000 B

1,000

o @k
1976
Female murder victims are substantially more likely

than male murder victims to have been killed by an
intimate.

For 1976-96, 18.9% of women victims were murdered
by husbands, 1.4% by ex-husbands, and 9.4%

Number of intimate
murder victims

1,600 NN A
\M Female victims
1,200
' \/\Mal\evictims

The number of intimates killed has dropped from nearly
3,000 per year and 13.6% of all homicides in 1976 to
fewer than 2,000 and 8.8% of all homicides in 1996.

In 1996 the number of intimate murders was 36% lower
than in 1976. The number of spouse murders, the
largest component of intimate murder, fell 52%.

*For a presentation of rates, see pages 7 to 9.

Boyfriend/girifriend

~ Ex-spouse

by nonmarital partners (with an undetermined victim-
offender relationship in 27.7% of the cases). Over the
same period, 3.7% of male victims were killed by wives,
0.2% by ex-wives, and 2.0% by nonmarital partners
(with an undetermined victim-offender relationship in
34.3% of the cases).

Percent of all
murders of each sex

40%

\/Eamale victims of intimate murder

> .
i S

30%

800 \ 20% - ~ e
400 10% Male yictims of intimate murder
o """ % --—————""—-—-"-—-"—"-——
1976 1980 1985 1990 1996 1976 1980 1985 1990 1996

Note: Analysis in this section is based on murders and nonnegligent manslaughters included
in the Supplementary Homicide Reports. All percentages are based on the total number

of murders, regardless of whether the perpetrator was known or unknown. Intimates include
spouses, ex-spouses, common law spouses, same sex partners, boyfriends, and girlfriends.

Violence by Intimates



Since 1976 nearly 52,000 men and women have been
murdered by those with whom they shared an
intimate relationship.

Intimate murders accounted for 30% of all

female murders and 6% of all male murders.

Of the 32,580 spouses who were murder victims be-
tween 1976 and 1996, about 6 in 10 were women.

Murders of ex-spouses accounted for about 1 out of
every 200 murders that occurred nationwide during the
two decades. About 1 out of every 25 intimate murder
victims were ex-spouses. About two-thirds of the ex-
spouse murder victims were women.

446,370 (100%)

A third of all intimate murders involved boyfriends and
girlfriends. As with murders of spouses and ex-spouses,
about two-thirds of these victims were women.

The distribution of categories of murderers was similar
for the male and female victims of intimate murder
between 1976 and 1996:

During the two decades 20,311 men were
intimate murder victims —

62% killed by wives,

4% by ex-wives, and

34% by nonmarital partners such as girlfriends.

During the two decades 31,260 women were
intimate murder victims —

64% killed by husbands,

5% by ex-husbands, and

32% by nonmarital partners such as boyfriends.

All victims of murder and nonnegligent
manslaughter, 1976-96

|

|

Male victims
340,687 (76.3%)

Assailant was spouse
12,686 (3.7%)

| Assailant was ex-spouse
746 (0.2%)

Assailant was girlfriend or other intimate
6,879 (2.0%)

Assailant was other relative, friend,
acquaintance, or stranger to victim
203,164 (59.6%)

Assailant was unknown to the police
117,211 (34.4%)

l

Female victims
105,175 (23.7%)

Assailant was spouse
19,892 (18.9%)

| Assailant was ex-spouse

1,466 (1.4%)

Assailant was boyfriend or other intimate
9,902 (9.4%)

Assailant was other relative, friend,
acquaintance, or stranger to victim
44,713 (42.5%)

Assailant was unknown to the police
29,203 (27.8%)
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Over the last two decades intimate murder
rates dropped far more rapidly among blacks
than among whites.

In 1976 the per capita rate of intimate

murders among blacks was nearly 11 times that
among whites; in 1996 the black rate was just
over 4 times higher than the white rate.

From 1976 to 1996 the number of murders

of black spouses, ex-spouses, boyfriends, and
girlfriends decreased from 14 per 100,000 blacks
age 20-44 to just under 4 per 100,000. The mur-
der rate decreased an average of 6% each year.

Intimate murder rates for whites during the same
years decreased by an annual average of 2%.
The rate declined from about 1.3 intimate mur-
ders per 100,000 whites age 20-44 to 0.85 mur-
ders per 100,000.

Since 1976 the sharpest decrease in per cap-
ita rates of intimate murder has been among
black male victims.

In 1976 the per capita rate of intimate murder of
black men was nearly 19 times higher than that
of white men. The rate among black females
that year was 7 times higher than the rate
among white females. In 1996 the black male
rate was 8 times that of white males, and the
black female rate was 3 times higher than the
white female rate.

During the 20-year period after 1976, per capita
rates of intimate murder declined an annual av-
erage of 8% among black males, 5% among
black females, 4% among white males, and 1%
among white females.

Rate of intimate murder per 100,000
persons age 20-44 in each group

15

12

Black victims

9
6 .......................................
White victims
O ____________________
1976 1980 1985 1990

ate of intimate murder per 100,000
ersons age 20-44 in each group

20

Black male victims

16

12

Black female victims

White female victims

White male victims

1976 1980 1985

1990
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White victims of murder by an intimate

Rate per 100,000 persons
age 20-44*

2.5

Girlfriend

Wife/ex-wife

Husband/ex-husband

The decline in the rate of intimate
murder among black husbands/ex-
husbands has been greater than
for any other category of intimate
murder victims.

From 1976 to 1996 the per capita mur-
der rate of black husbands and former
husbands declined an average of 10%
a year.

Between 1976 and 1989 more black
men were killed by their wives than
black women were killed by their
husbands. After 1990 the order was

0.5, Boyfriend reversed, and the murder rate among
black wives and ex-wives was higher
0 than that among black husbands and
1976 1980 1985 1990 1996 ex-husbands.
Only one category of intimate mur-
Black victims of murder by an intimate der victims, white girlfriends, has
increased over the past two decades.
Rate per 190,000 persons
ag?520—44 In 1976 there were 1.69 murders of
white women (shown as girlfriends)
killed by their boyfriends or other non-
12 marital intimates per 100,000 unmarried
white women age 20-44 in the U.S.
resident population. In 1996 the
9 intimate murder rate for white
girlfriends was 1.97 per 100,000.
Girlfriend
6 The average annual percentage
changes in the rates of intimate murder
Wife/ex-wife between 1976 and 1996, classified
3 Boyfriend  py victim-offender relationship, were
Husband/ex-husband as follows:
_______________ Victims -
White __Blacl
1976 1980 1985 1990 1996 Husbands/
. ) ex-husbands 5% -10%
*Rates are based on the following segments of the population for each race: Boyfriends 3 7
married and divorced for spouse/ex-spouse rates and never married and Wives/ex-wives 2 6
widowed for boyfriend/girlfriend rates. Girlfriends +1 3
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The number of intimate murders has declined or
remained fairly stable for all sex/race relationship
groups except for white females murdered by non-
marital partners. The incidence of intimate murder
of white women by their boyfriend or other nonmari-
tal intimate has increased.

Murders of white

Over 1976-96 the number of never-married white women
ages 20-44 nearly doubled. Over the same period the
number of intimate murders of victims of this age, race,
sex, and marital background slightly more than doubled,
resulting in a small increase in the per capita rate of mur-
der. Thatis, while the number of such victims increased,
unlike the case for other victim groups, the rate of mur-
der has not changed greatly.

Population of never

females (ages 20-44) married or widowed  Rate of murder
by boyfriends or other white women, per 100,000
Year nonmarital intimates ages 20-44 white women
1976 90 5,329,000 1.7
1977 89 5,821,000 1.5
1978 102 6,239,000 1.6
1979 116 6,712,000 1.7
1980 163 7,014,000 2.3
1981 124 7,507,000 17
1982 145 7,999,000 1.8
1983 155 8,415,000 1.8
1984 173 8,782,000 2.0
1985 182 8,862,000 21
1986 219 9,056,000 24
1987 200 9,294,000 22
1988 209 9,442,000 2.2
1989 216 9,610,000 22
1990 198 9,742,000 2.0
1991 202 10,051,000 20
1992 187 10,174,000 1.8
1993 250 10,161,000 25
1994 195 10,361,000 1.9
1995 230 10,133,000 2.3
1996 199 10,133,000 20

Among murder victims for every age group, females are much more likely than males

to have been murdered by an intimate.

For victims from age 30 to 49,

intimates had committed over killed by intimates

50%

Percent of murder victims

4 in every 10 murders of women.
About 1 in 10 murders of men of

,Female murder victims

. L 40%
similar age were by intimates.

. 30%
The difference between men and
women was the largest in the
18-to-24 age bracket: Intimate of-
fenders were responsible for the
deaths of 2.5% of the male murder
victims but 28.5% of the female
victims.

Male

20%

10%

17

0%

murder-.
victims |..

or 18-
younger 24

50- 60or
59 older

35- 40-
39 44
Age of victims

30-
34

25-
29

45-
49
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The female-to-male gender ratio has been climbing

for both white and black victims of intimate murder.
When intimate murder occurs, increasingly it is the

female rather than the male who is the victim.

Ratio of females
to males as victims
of intimate murder

4

Because rates of intimate murder have declined faster

among male than female victims, the ratio of female-to-

male victims of intimate murder has risen among both

whites and blacks. Prior to the mid-1980's, fewer than

two white females were murdered by intimate partners

for every white male; by the mid-1990's, this ratio sur-
passed three white females for every white
male.

Among blacks the gender ratio was below 1.0
prior to the mid-1980's, as fewer black fe-

Whites

Blacks

males than black males were murdered by in-
timate partners; by the mid-1990's, the ratio
reached 1.5 black female victims for every
black male.

Race-specific trends in the gender ratio have
remained parallel over the past two decades,
both having doubled over this period.

1976 1980 1985 1990

Among the nearly 52,000 men and women
murdered by an intimate between 1976 and 1996,
65% were killed with a firearm. However, firearms
accounted for a smaller share of intimate murders
in 1996, about 61%, than they did in 1976 (71%).

Over the two decades more than 33,500 persons were
murdered by a current or former spouse or by a
current boyfriend, girlfriend, or
other intimate using a firearm.
In 1996 just over 1,100 people
were murdered by intimates

Intimate
murders

2,500

The decrease in the number of intimate murders be-
tween 1976 and 1996 is primarily attributable to the sub-
stantial drop in the number of such murders committed
with a firearm — an average decline of 3% annually.
The number of intimate murders committed by means
other than a firearm, by contrast, has remained nearly
constant over the period.

wielding a firearm, a thousand

fewer than in 1976. 2,000

1,500
1,000

500

0
1976

W\

1980

With guns

Without guns

1985 1990 1995
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Characteristics of victims and
of incidents of intimate violence

Rates of nonlethal intimate violence are highest among biack
women, women age 16 to 24, women in households in the low-
est incomes categories, and women residing in urban areas.

About 3 out of 4 women experiencing violence at the hands
of an intimate report the offense occurred at or near their own
home. Half report that it occurred between 6 pm and midnight.

About a third of female victims of intimate violence experienced
such violence more than once during the 6 months preceding
their interview.

Source: National Crime Victimization Survey,
1992-96
National Incident-Based Reporting
System, 1995 '
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Characteristics of victims of violence by intimates

Among female victims of nonlethal intimate violence, blacks experienced higher rates
than whites. White and black males experienced the same rates of intimate violence.

White (iR * On average each year between
Black 1992 and 1996 about 12 per 1,000
Females Other 8t black women experienced violence
age 12 or older, by an intimate, compared to about
1992-96 Hispanic 8 per 1,000 white women.
Non-Hispanic e
* For men the rate of victimization by
0 3 6 9 12 an intimate was about a fifth of the
Average annual rate of violent victimization rate for women
by an intimate per 1,000 females )
White
Black
Males, Other* B
age 12 or older,
1992-96

Hispanic

Non-Hispanic

0 3 6 9 12

Average annual rate of violent victimization
by an intimate per 1,000 males

Note: Nonlethal violent victimizations include rape, sexual assault,
robbery, and aggravated and simple assault. Intimates include
current and former spouses, boyfriends, and girifriends.

*Fewer than 10 sample cases.

Average annual rate of violent victimization The highest rates of intimate violence
per 1,000 females, 1992-96 affected women ages 16 to 24.
25
20 » Women age 16 to 19 and women age 20
to 24 had nearly identical rates of intimate
15 victimization — about 1 violent victimization
10 for every 50 women.
5 * Annual rates of intimate violence by age
of female victims showed little change

e e - from 1992 to 1996.
12-1516-1920-24 25-34 35-49 50-64 65 or
older*
Age of female victims of intimates

Note: Violent victimizations include murder, rape, sexual assault, robbery,
and aggravated and simple assaults. Intimates include current and former
spouses, boyfriends, and girlfriends.

*Fewer than 10 sample cases.
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Women in low-income households
experienced a higher rate of nonlethal
violence by an intimate than did women
in households with larger incomes.

* The rate of intimate violence against women
generally decreased as household income
levels increased.

Females, 1992-96
Household income
Less than $7,500

$7,500-$14,999
$15,000-$24,999
$25,000-$34,999 §
$35,000-$49,999
$50,000-$74,999
$75,000 or more

0 10 15 20 25
Males, 1992-96

Less than $7,500 g

$7,500-$14,999 B
$15,000-$24,999
$25,000-$34,999
$35,000-$49,999 K
$50,000-$74,999 B
$75,000 or more’|

0 5 10 156 20 25

Average annual rate of violent
victimization by an intimate
per 1,000 persons of each sex

Note: Nonlethal violent victimizations are rape, sexual
assault, robbery, and aggravated and simple assauit.
Intimates include current and former spouses, boyfriends,
and girifriends.

*Fewer than 10 sample cases.
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Urban women experienced a higher rate
of nonlethal violence from an intimate than
suburban and rural women.

® The rates of intimate violence experienced by

urban, suburban, and rural men had little variation.

Females, 1996
Urban
Suburban

Rural

0. 2 4 6 8 10
Males, 1992-96
Urban

Suburban

Rural §

adi | | | |

0 2 4 6 8 10
Rate of violent victimization by an intimate
per 100,000 persons of each sex

Note: Nonlethal violent victimizations include rape,

sexual assault, robbery, and aggravated and simple
assauit. Intimates are current and former spouses,

boyfriends, and girlfriends.

About 7 in 10 female victims of intimate
violence reported that they were physically
attacked.

For the remainder, the attack was attempted
or threatened — nearly a third of these
victims saying that the offender threatened
to kill them.

Victim hit, knocked down, or attacked 70%

Attempted or threatened attack* 29
Offender —

Threatened to kill 31%
Threatened to rape 1
Threatened other attack o3
Threatened with weapon 17
Threw object at victim 3
Followed/surrounded victim S
Tried to hit, slap, or knock

down victim 13

*Victims may report more than one type of threat.




Characteristics of violent victimizations by intimates

Three-quarters of the incidents of nonlethal Nearly a third of female victims of nonlethal
intimate violence against women occur at - intimate violence were victimized at least twice
or near the victim's home. during the previous 6 months.

Percent of

® The patterns are similar for men and women. female victims

9 %
of intimate violence

Female victims of violence by intimates
At or near own home RECRE
At or near other's home |
Commercial place §

At school
Open area or parking lot | :
Other | 1 2 3-5 6ormore
0% 20% 40% 60% 80% Number of occurrences of intimate

violence in previous 6 months

Note: Nonlethal violent victimizations indude rape, sexual
assault, robbery, and aggravated and simple assault.
Intimates include current and former spouses,boyfriends,
and girifriends. Series victimizations involve 6 or more
occurrences in one 6-month reporting period. See page 6.

Male victims of violence by intimates

At or near own home
At or near other's home
Commercial place E

At school ' L.

i o A larger percentage of female than male victims

Open area or parking lot i e . o
. of nonlethal intimate violence live in households
Other § . X
with children under age 12.
0% 20% 40% 60% 80%

Note: Nonlethal violent victimizations include rape, Women: Slightly more than half of the female vic-
sexual assault, robbery, and aggravated and simple : : : . :
assault. Intimates include current and former tims “V_e n househ()'_ds with children Unde"' age 12-
spouses, boyfriends, and girlfriends. There is no information on whether the children wit-

nessed any of the violence against these women.

For both male and female victims, nonlethal
intimate violence is most likely to occur Men: About 22% of the male victims of intimate

between 6 pm and midnight. violence live in households with young children.

Percent of incidents

About 4 in 10 violent offenders in State prisons
of intimate violence against —

for crimes against intimates were residing
Female victims Male victims with their children (natural, adopted, or step-
children) under age 18 prior to entering prison.

6am - noon 1% 8% * The prisoners who were convicted of intimate
Noon -6 pm 24 30 violence and who had children under age 18
6 pm - midnight 46 50 had an average of 2.2 young children.
Midnight - 6 am 16 11 Percent of State prisoners
Don't know 4 2* convicted of crimes
. ‘ against intimates
Note: Nonlethal violent victmizations include rape, sexual No children under age 18 36%
assault, robbery, and aggravated and simple assault. Intimates Children under age 18 64

include current and former spouses, boyfriends, and girlfriends.

*Fewer than 10 sample cases, 1992-96. Living with offender

before prison 40%
Not living with offender 25
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Incident-based data, from jurisdictions which
maintained such records of crime in 1995,
provide details on intimate violence not
available from most law enforcement
agencies —

—— 3 in 4 intimate violence victims are between

ages 20 and 39

— 8 in 10 incidents occur in the home

— 4 in 10 incidents occur on weekends

— 1 in 4 incidents involved an offender who
had been drinking

—3in 10 incidents occur between
9 p.m. and midnight.

The National Incident-Based Reporting System
(NIBRS) represents the next generation of crime
data from law enforcement agencies. It is designed
to replace the nearly 70-year-old summary Uniform
Crime Reporting Program of the FBI that compiles
aggregate data on eight crimes. NIBRS utilizes in-
formation from individual crime reports recorded by
police officers at the time of the incident. Rather
than relying on a group of eight Index offenses to
convey the overall crime situation, NIBRS collects
information on 57 types of crimes.

Percent of intimate
violence incidents

8%

6%

4%

2%

9 Noon 3 6 9

Time of occurrence

In addition, NIBRS provides the opportunity to analyze a wide
array of contingencies of crime: who the victim was, the
relationship of the victim to the offender, age of both victim
and offender, where and when the incident occurred, and the
consequences of the crime for the victim such as injuries

and property loss.

A significant benefit of NIBRS is that it makes possible the
ability to evaluate and monitor the incidence and prevalence
of domestic violence, both family violence and intimate
viclence, nationally and at the jurisdiction level.

Percent of incidents of intimate violence

Allintimate ‘Aggravated  Simple Intimi-
assaults*  assault assault dation

Victim/offender
relationship

Spouse 53.1% 52.5% 54.8% 41.0%

Ex-spouse 4.9 3.3 3.8 16.4

Other intimate 42.0 44.2 41.4 42.6
Age of victim

Under 20 8.8% 71% 9.1% 9.1%

20-29 40.2 37.0 41.3 38.2

30-39 357 37.0 355 35.5

40 or older 15.2 18.9 14.2 17.2
Circumstances

Argument 81.0% 81.2% 84.7%  76.4%

Lovers' quarrel 14.4 14.3 11.0 13.9

Other 46 45 43 9.7
Location

Home 80.0% 78.2% 81.0% 75.6%

Bar/club 1.2 1.1 1.3 7

Hotel 1.2 1.2 1.2 T

Road/garage 8.1 10.6 7.5 7.5

Other 9.5 8.9 9.0 15.3
Day of the week

Sunday 18.6% 18.9% 19.0% 14.8%

Monday 121 11.8 12.0 13.4

Tuesday 124 121 12.2 15.0

Wednesday 12.0 11.7 11.9 14.0

Thursday 12.2 12.0 12.0 13.6

Friday 13.9 14.0 13.7 14.9

Saturday - 18.8 19.4 19.2 14.3
Alcohol use

Evidence of of-

fender drinking 24.9% 28.0% 258% = 12.7%

Note: These data were obtained from law enforcement agencies in 9 States.
Coverage for these data is estimated to be about 2% of murders, 4% of
reported aggravated assaults, and an unknown percentage of simple
assaults and intimidation offenses.

* Al intimate assaults includes murder but excludes violent sex crimes.
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Responses to nonlethal
intimate violence

About 3 out of 4 female victims of intimate violence defended
themselves during the incident.

About half the female victims reported the incident to law
enforcement authorities — black female victims being more
likely than others to call the police. Mast victims reported that
the police responded to their call for assistance and for a ma-
jority of those, within 10 minutes of the call. In about 20% of
these cases, the victim reported that the offender was immedi-
ately arrested.

About 160,800 female victims of violence are estimated to
receive services from a victim service agency each year.

About half of all female victims of intimate violence report an in-
jury of some type, and about 20% of these seek medical assis-
tance. In 1994 hospitals recorded nearly a quarter million
hospital visits resulting from intimate violence. Female victims
of intimate violence suffer medical expenses and other costs

of crime which total about $150 million annually.

Sources: National Crime Victimization Survey, 1992-96
Study of Injured Victims of Violence, 1994

Violence by Intimates
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Responses to nonlethal intimate violence

About three-fourths of female victims of nonlethal intimate violence
actively defended themselves against the offender.

43% tried to escape
from the offender,

called the 34% confronted
police or the offender by

| other help, struggling,
or used shouting,
other non- chasinggor 23% offerec} no
confron- other means aCt'.V?
tational without a trce)st:eance
means weapon (30%) N

8 of self- or with a .| violence

il defense weapon (4%)

About half the women victimized by an intimate reported the violence to law enforcement.

Percent of female victims * For female victims of intimate violence, the likeli-
?;éné:méetc;/ ;%Igr;)%?iégportmg hood of reporting an incident to the police did not
100% change significantly between 1993 and 1996.

(4]

* 1in 3 of the female victims of intimate violence
who did not report their crime to the police (and
1 in 6 of all female victims of intimate violence)
said that they had considered the victimization a
“private or personal matter.”

50%

0% 1993 1994 1995 1996 ) Female victims of intimate violence, 1992-96
Violent crime "~ Violent crime
against an intimate against an intimate
Among women victimized by a : reported to the police not reported to the police

52.1% 47 8%
violent intimate, about two-thirds ’ °

of the black women but about _ Most important reasons
half of the white women report given for not reporting
the crime to the police.

Private or personal matter 15.4%
Afraid of offender retaliation 7.3
Percent of female Police would do nothing 4.4
victims of intimate violence Incident was not important enough 3.5
No one reason most important 1.7
Reported to another official 1.1
White 49%, Don't know T
Black 68 f'):ther e 13.6
Other 44 ewer than cases.
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When notified of the incident, the police responded to about 90% of the calis
for assistance from intimate violence victims, according to the victims

themselves.
Female victims of intimate violence, 1992-96

Among female victims of intimate

Violent crime against an

intimate reported to the police an intimate not

Violent crime against

violence reporting that the police were
called for assistance, nearly 6 in 10 said

51% 2%9]7”“ tothe police  the police arrived within 10 minutes.
(s]
: Police reponse time,
Police responded or Police did according to the vicims

victim went to the police not respond
88% 11%

Actions taken by the police

Took an official report 70%
Questioned witness/suspect 29
Arrested the offender 20

Searched for/collected evidence 6
Promised surveillance/investigation 4
1

Ultimately, about 1 in 3 offenders
identified by the victim

were eventually arrested or
charged for the victimization
between the time of the incident
and the interview with the victim.

Within 5 minutes
Within 10 minutes
Within an hour

ore than an hour

0% 10% 20% 30% 40%

Percent of female victims
of intimate violence who said
the police were called

Between 1992 and 1996 an estimated 800,000
female victims of intimate violence received
assistance from a victim service agency
shortly after the crime.

* An annual average of 160,800 women victimized
by an intimate got help from victim service agencies
— about half of which were governmental and half
private. This average translates to about 1in 6

of all female victims of intimate violence.

The estimate of the number of women receiving
assistance from a victim service agency is
probably too low. The NCVS obtains information
only on a brief period following the incident.

¢ During or after an intimate victimization an annual

average of nearly 500,300 female victims reported
the victimization to a law enforcement agency.

20 Violence by Intimates

More than half of female victims of intimate
violence reported the incident to the

police or had contact with a victim
assistance agency shortly after the crime.

Annual average number of female
victims of intimate violence
960,400

Female victims who reported
the victimization to —

. 51,000 A victim service agency
(governmental or private)

390,500 The police or another law
enforcement agency

I 109,800 Both a victim service
agency and the police

L 411,000 Neither a victim service
agency nor the police



Injuries and losses reported by victims of intimate violence

About half of the female victims of violence

by an intimate were injured.

Female victims of intimate violence, 1992-96

Injured Not injured
51% 49%

Rape Gun, Other Other
or sexual knife  serious injury*
assault orstab injury* 41%
6% wound 4%
0.5%

*Categories of injuries: Serious injuries include broken
bones,internal injuries, being knocked unconscious,
and any injuries requiring 2 or more days in a hospital.
Other injuries include bruises, black eyes, cuts,
swelling, chipped teeth, and unspecified injuries
requiring less than 2 days' hospitalization.

Among female victims of intimates, 1 in 10 sought
treatment at a medical care facility for physical injury;
among those injured 1 in 5 sought treatment.

Female victims of intimate violence, 1992-96

Physically injured No reported
51% physical injury
49%
Not Cared Treated Treated Hospital-
treated for at the at doctor's at an ized
scene or officeor  emergency
athome clinic room
32% 9% 3% 7% <1%*

Note: Nonlethal violent victimizations include rape, sexual assault,
robbery, and aggravated and simple assault. Intimates include
current and former spouses, boyfriends,and girlfriends.

*Fewer than 10 sample cases in the source data from the NCVS.

Based on the reports of female victims of nonlethal
intimate violence, medical expenses from the physical
trauma, broken or stolen property, and lost pay cost

these victims nearly $150 million a year.

Female victims of intimate violence, 1992-96

¢ Each year, on average, an estimated
57,500 female victims of intimate
violence incurred over $61 million in
medical expenses. Medical expenses
represented nearly 40% of all costs

Percent of Average
victims exper-  expense or

associated with incidents of intimate -
violence against a woman.

Estimated total
loss annually

Type of iencing an ex-  loss per victim
expense or loss pense or loss  reporting a loss
Medical expenses 6.0% $1,075
Cash loss 1.1 455
Property

Loss 4.3 734

Repair 5.8 189

Replacement 53 478
Lost pay from —

Injury 4.3 261

Other causes ' 2.8 255

Medical expenses, however, may be

$61,800,000 substantially underestimated in the
4,900,000 NCVS, based on findings from the
. National Electronic Injury Surveillance

30,300,000

10,500,000 System (see page 27).

24,300,000

1080 * On average, each year, female victims
6'803'883 of intimate violence spent nearly $35 mil-

lion to replace or repair property that
was stolen or broken during the violent
incident.

® Property losses accounted for about
44% of all costs women face as a con-
sequence of violence by an intimate.
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Study of Injured Victims of Violence: Intimate violence and its health consequences

The National Electronic Injury Patients tre%ted ipt hOSft)ital
. emergency departments
Suwelllance _SyStem'_ a data collec- Victims of Victims of violence
tion program in a national sample intimate violence by nonintimate
of hospital emergency depart- Victim's age
. - 9, 0,
ments, provides another source of ;_g_;g 42-; % :2;2'1/0
information on intimate violence. 3045 416 29 2
46 or older 6.5 8.7
.In. 1994 about 1.4 mll_llon p.eople,' Weapons used to injure victim
injured as a result of intentional vio- No weapon used 73.5% 61.9%
lence, were examined in the emer- Weapon used 21.0 320
ency departments. About Firearm 1.1 3.5
9 y depa . . l Knife/sharp object 7.4 6.6
a quarter of all these intentiona Bat, or object used to hit 9.6 159
injuries had resulted from violence Other 2.9 6.0
by an intimate. Intimates include Not recorded 5.6 6.1
current or former spouses and cur- Diagnosis of injury
rent boyfriends and girlfriends. Bruise 48.6% 32.7%
Cut/stab wound/internal injury 241 31.3
Muscular/skeletal injury 16.9 20.6
* About half of all persons treated Concussion/head injury 9 14
for intimate violence were treated Rape/sexual assault 2.2 4.1
for bruises or similar injuries. ﬁﬁ'”f:m wound ;-2 gg
About a fourth were treated for other : :
cuts, stab wounds or internal Pa}'} Ofdt;:’dy injured 6119 67 49
) ead/iface % 4%
injunes. Upper trunk 9.6 9.9
Lower trunk 48 35
¢ About half of the persons treated Hands/arms 18.1 14.5
for intimate violence related injuries gét%stllegs ;? g;
. e er . .
had head or facial injuries. 25%-50% of body 6.4 36
All parts of the body 25 22
Not recorded 9 3
Number 243,000 701,000

Note: The table excludes 384,000 patients who either could not or
did not report the victim-offender relationship. Intimates include
spouses, ex-spouses, boyfriends, and girlfriends.

Injured by Females accounted for 39% of the
stranger, . . hospital emergency department visits
injured acquaintance, Relationship p gency .. P ..
by friend, or not for violence-related injuries in 1994 but
intimate nonintimate relative recorded 84% of the persons treated for injuries

Total inflicted by intimates.

Males )
¢ Among those treated for violence-related
injuries and with a known relationship to the
0 300,000 600,000 900,000 1,200,000 1,500,000 offender, about 50% of the women and 8%
Number of emergency room visits for intentional injury  of the men had been injured by an intimate.

emales
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Profile of convicted
intimate offenders

About 24% of convicted violent offenders in local jails and 7%
of violent offenders in State prisons nationwide committed their
crime against an intimate.

Nearly 40% of convicted violent offenders in local jails who
committed their crime against an intimate had a criminal justice
status at the time of the offense: on probation or parole

or under a restraining order.

More than half of prison and jail inmates with an intimate victim
had been drinking or using drugs when they committed the
violent crime. Among those drinking, half had been drinking
for more than 6 hours before the violence and had consumed
about 10 drinks.

Nearly 30% of State prisoners with intimate victims were armed
with a firearm at the time of the incident.

Sentences received by intimate offenders did not differ sub-
stantially from other offenders for the same crimes.

Sources: Survey of Inmates of State Correctional

Facilities, 1991
Survey of Inmates in Local Jails, 1995
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Profile of convicted intimate offenders

About 1 in 4 convicted violent offenders in local jails
said they had committed their offense against an intimate.

* For 3 in 4 jailed violent offenders whose victim was * Violent offenders with an intimate victim were

a current or former spouse, girifriend, or boyfriend, about twice as likely as those who had committed
the conviction offense was assault. Other crimes in- their crime against a stranger to have been con-
cluded murder, manslaughter, rape, sexual assault, victed of assault.

kidnaping, robbery, and other violent offenses. '

Convicted violent
offenders in local jails

100%
. . Friend/

Intimate Other relatives acquaintance Stranger
violence violence violence violence

23.6% 8.6% 25.9% 41.9%
_Homicide _ Homicide _ Homicide _Homicide

4.7% 2.0% 8.6% 7.5%
_Rape/sexual assault | Rape/sexual assault | Rape/sexual assault | Rape/sexual assault

12.3% 52.4% 23.5% 3.6%
_Robbery _Robbery _Robbery Robbery

2.4% 3.7% 14.1% 46.8%
_Assault _Assault _Assault _Assault

72.3% 34.4% 46.4% 36.6%

Note: Intimate violence includes violent offenses committed against
current and former spouses, boyfriends, and girlfriends.

About half of all convicted inmates in local jails serving time for violence against an
intimate had a history of having been placed under a restraining or protection order.

Convicted intimate violent
offenders in local jails

100%
Previously placed under a No history of restraining
restraining or protection order or protection orders
9% 49 1%
Who was the victim Who took out the Who was the victim
of the intimate violence? restraining or protection order? of the intimate violence?
Spouse | Spouse Spouse
39.3% 39.9% 33.9%
Boyfriend, | Boyfriend, girlfriend, or Boyfriend,
girifriend, ex-spouse girfriend,
or ex-spouse 42.4% or ex-spouse
60.7% 66.1%
L Other relatives or acquaintances

17.7%
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Nearly 4 in 10 offenders sentenced to jail for violence against a current or former
spouse, boyfriend, or girlfriend had a criminal justice status or a restraining order
against them when they committed their crime.

Parole Restraining order

. 4.3% 9.2% * Among those who were in jail for violence

against an intimate and who had been on
probation or parole when they committed their
crime, about 1 in 4 also had a restraining order
against them.

A Probation
19.7%

. An estimated three-fourths of local
Oth‘zr ;f/"“tus jail inmates convicted of intimate
o violence had prior convictions,
and most of these had a history
of convictions for violence.

No criminal justice status
62.5%

Note: Intimate vioclence includes violent offenses committed against

current and former spouses, boyfriends, and girlfriends.

*'Other status” includes programs such as electronic monitoring,
alcohol/drug diversion, and weekend sentences.

More than half of both prison and jail inmates convicted
of a violent crime against an intimate were drinking or
using drugs at the time of the offense.

* | ess than a quarter of the State prisoners or jail

inmates were using drugs, alone or in combination
with alcohol.

State prisoners

No drinking or drugs % Drinking only
44 6% 31.1%
Using drugs only
3.9%
Drinki
nnklz%irlz drugs Jail inmates

No drinking or drugs
43.7%
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Inmates convicted
of violence against

an intimate
Criminal history State prison  Local jail
Total 100% 100%
First conviction 334 21.8
Recidivist —
Prior violence 33.2 58.0
No prior violence 334 20.2

* Among State prisoners serving time
for intimate violence, about 2 out of 3
had a prior conviction history.

* Chronic violent offenders accounted
for 3 in 10 of State prisoners serving
time for violence against an intimate
and nearly 6 in 10 local jail inmates
convicted of intimate violence.

Drinking only
35.6%

Using drugs

only 7.7%

Drinking and drugs
13%
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Among prisoners who had been drinking before they committed a crime
against an intimate, about half of State prison inmates and a third
of convicted jail inmates had been drinking for 6 or more hours.

Hours spent drinking
before the offender

committed the crime  State Convicted
against an intimate prisoners  jail inmates
1 hour 9.4% 19.7%
2 14.4 21.2

3 111 45

4 7.3 11.6

5 8.9 9.1
6-12 20.9 245
More than 12 hours 28.1 9.4

Jail inmates who committed a violent crime
against an intimate and who reported that they
had been drinking at the time had consumed
an average (median) of about 5 ounces of
ethanol — equivalent to about 10 beers

or mixed drinks.

Of jail inmates who were convicted of a violent
crime against an intimate and who were drinking
before the offense —

® about 4 in 10 reported consuming the equiva-
lent of about one six-pack of beer before their
crime.

® about 1 in 5 reported drinking the equivalent of
two dozen or more beers before their crime.

Number of Cumulative percent-  Approximate
ounces of age of jail inmates number of
ethanol who were drinking drinks to equal
reported to when they committed the amount
have been . a violent crime against of ethanol
consumed an intimate consumed
10z. orless 25.5% 2 drinks
2 0zs. or less 35.6 4

3 ozs. or less 42.3 6

4 ozs. or less 444 8

5 ozs. or less 52.9 10

6 ozs. or less 56.6 12

7 ozs. or less 69.2 14

11 ozs. or less 79.6 22

15 ozs. or less 100 30

About half of prison and jail inmates were drinking
beer or liquor when they committed a violent crime
against an intimate companion.

State prisoners
What they were drinking

Not drinking
Liquor only
Beer only &8
Beer and liquor §

Other combinations E

Jail inmates
What they were drinking

Not drinking [

Liquor only

Beer only §

Beer and liquor [ERREwes
Other combinations &

0% 20% 40% 60%

Percent of inmates who had
been convicted of a violent
crime against an intimate

Victim and inmate surveys report similar
estimates of offender alcohol and drug use
in intimate violence.

Nearly half the female victims of intimate violence
report that the offender was drinking or using illegal
drugs at the time of the crime. This is about the same
pattern of alcohot and drug use reported from

surveys of jail and prison inmates.

Violence by Intimates 27



Offenders in State prisons convicted of a violent offense against an intimate were more
likely than violent offenders with other types of victims to be serving a sentence for homicide.

Violent offenders
in State prisons

100%
. .About 4in 10 _ . Friend/
violent offenders lntllmate Qtlflmer relative acquaintance Stranger
. . violence violence violence violence
in State prison 7.3% 9.8% 26.9% 56.0%
who had intimate —
victims had killed _Homicide _ Homicide _ Homicide Homicide
their victim. 41.6% 16.7% 33.8% 24.0%
_Rape/sexual assault | Rape/sexual assault | Rape/sexual assault | Rape/sexual assault
21.0% 66.0% 30.1% 8.2%
_Robbery _Robbery _Robbery _Robbery
2.8% 1.9% 13.5% 48.5%
_Assault _Assault _Assault _Assault
29.6% 10.0% 19.3% 16.1%

Note: Intimate violence includes violent offenses committed against
current and former spouses, boyfriends, and girfriends.

Among violent offenders in State prisons, State inmates serving time for violence against
women were about 3 times as likely as an intimate were somewhat more likely to be
men to have committed their crime against white and less likely to be black or Hispanic.
an intimate. o o .
[ ]
Violent offenders Offenders with intimate victims wgre also likely
in State prison to be somewhat older than other violent offenders.
Who was the victim? Male Female L
Characteristic of When the When the
. . o 0 violent offenders victim was victim was not
Intimate 6.8% 20.1% in State prisons an intimate* an intimate
Not an intimate 93.2 79.9 Male 89.6% 96.8%
*Intimates include current and former spouses, Female 104 3.2
boyfriends, and girifriends. White 46.8% 36.9%
: Black 40.8 46.5
Hispanic 9.5 13.9
Other 29 26
Age 24 or younger 9.8% 19.5%
25-34 411 449
35 or older 49.1 35.6
8th grade or less 14.6% 14.3%
9th-11th grade 243 249
High school graduate 452 493
Some college 15.9 114

*Intimates include current and former spouses,
boyfriends, and girlfriends.
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An estimated 29% of State prisoners who committed a violent crime against an intimate —
a current or former spouse, boyfriend, or girlfriend — were armed at the time with a gun.

* Whether against an intimate, an acquaintance, or a stranger — about the same percentage
of State prison inmates convicted of a violent crime used a firearm in their crime.

Single victim of violent
State prisoner

Among victims of intimate violence, 17% of the.
female victims and 29% of the males reported

Intimate that the offender had used a weapon.
Stranger
) * For those men who had faced an intimate wielding a
Acquaintance .
Other famil weapon, the weapon was more likely to have been a
ther family sharp or blunt object rather than a knife or firearm.
0% 10% 20% 30%

¢ Among the women reporting violence by an armed
intimate, firearms, knives, and objects used as weap-
ons were mentioned with about the same frequency.

Percent of prisoners reporting
that they carried a firearm
during the offense

8 in 10 inmates serving time in State prison for violence
against an intimate killed or injured their victim.

Victim's relation to the prisoner

* Among all victims of

Other . . .
Victim injury Intimate? relative Acquaintance  Stranger violent crime commit-
Any 79.2% 47.8% 69.8% 51.5% ted by State prison-
ers, the rate of death
Death 47.3 18.4 38.7 28.6 ini ;
or injury was higher
Rape/sexual assault 12.6 19.3 11.6 6.4 .J .ry 9
Stab wound 5.0 14 3.9 4.0 for intimates than for
Gunshot wound 2.2 24 6.9 3.7 any other category.
Severe internal injuries® 1.9 1.6 27 3.0
Bruises or cuts 7.9 25 5.0 4.8
Other 23 2.2 1.1 1.0

*Intimates include current and former spouses, boyfriends, and girlfriends.
®Injuries include broken bones, iost teeth, and being knocked unconscious.

The median sentence of State prisoners for assault was 4 years longer
if the victim was the offender's spouse rather than a stranger.

Victim's relation to the prisoner

Ex-spouse,
All violent nonmarital Friend/
Offense offenders Spouse intimate Other relative acquaintance Stranger
Median sentence
All violent offenses 180 mo 180 mo 180 mo 144 mo 180 mo 168 mo
Homicide 264 300 240 240 264 300
Assault 120 168 120 108 108 120
Percent of prisoners
With a life sentence 16.6% 32.5% 14.9% 10.3% 18.4% 18.3%
Having a life sentence,
were convicted of homicide 46.8% 47.9% 29.7% 35.4% 41.2% 52.5%
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Appendix 1: Defining the victim-
offender relationship
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Defining the victim-offender relationship

The various sources used in this report obtain data
on the relationship between victims and the offend-
ers who committed the violent crimes against them.
While the series have slight differences in the level
of specificity, they are generally quite similar in the
types of relationships described. These relationship
categories, when aggregated to more general
groupings, result in a category of intimates which in-
cludes current and former spouses, boyfriends, and
girlfriends. Each data series provides an option for
coding an unknown relationship between the victim
and offender.

The NCVS queries victims of personal contact
crimes about their relationship to the offender, if
any. The sequence of questions is similar for both
.those victims who report a single offender and at-
tacked them and those who report muitiple offend-
ers attacked them. For purposes of this report, the
victim/offender relationship categories contained in
the questionnaire were grouped into the following:

Offender’s relation to the vicim was— :
Other famity

Stranger _ Acquaintance Inimate
Known by sightonly  Spouse Parent/
Casual Ex-spouse stepparent
Friend/ex-friend Boyfriend/ Own child/
Roommate/boarder girtfriend/ stepchild
Schoolmate ex-boyfriend/  Brother/sister
Neighbor ex-gitfiend  Other relative
Someone at work/ '

customer

Other nonrelative

The sex of offenders coded as intimates may be the
same as or different from the victim's sex.

The Supplementary Homicide Reports of the FBI
(SHR), which gathers data from local police depart-
ments on each homicide, provides 28 categories for
the victim-offender relationship. These relationships
were recoded to more general categories paralleling
those used for the NCVS:

Victim's relation to the offender was—

Stranger  Acquaintance  Intimate Other family
Acquaintance  Husband Mother
Friend Commordaw husband Father
Neighbor Ex-husband Son
Employee Wife Daughter
Employer CommonHaw wife Brother
Other known  Ex-wife Sister

Boyfriend InHaw
Girlfriend Stepfather
Homaosexual Stepmother
relationship Stepson
Stepdaughter
Other family

The victim segment of the FBI's National Incident-
Based Reporting System (NIBRS) is much

like the victim/offender component of the SHR.
NIBRS relationship codes were recoded in this
study as shown below:

Victim's relation to the offender was—

Stranger _ Acquaintance Inimate Other family
Acquaintance Spouse Parent
Friend Commordaw  Step-parent
Neighbor spouse Own child
Babysittee (the child) Ex-spouse Stepchild
Child of boyfriend/ Boyfriend/ Sibliing
girtfriend girfriend Stepsibling
Employee Homosexual ~ Grandparent
Employer relationship ~ Grandchild
Other known Indaw

Other family

This report also presents data gathered from hospi-
tal emergency departments under the Survey of
Injured Victims of Violence (SIVV). Codes used in
this collection to represent these relationships were
as follows:

Offender’s relation to the victim was—

Stranger ___ Acquaintance Intimate Other famity
Friend Spouse Parent
Inmate/patient Ex-spouse Child
Other known Boyfriend/ Sibling

Other relative

girffriend
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The BJS Survey of Inmates in Local Jails and the
Survey of Inmates in State Correctional Facilities
provide for the collection of detailed victim informa-
tion from convicted violent offenders. These data
were recoded to the same four general categories
of victim/offender relationship:

Offender’s relation to the victim was—

Stranger __ Acquaintance Intimate Other family
Known by sight only Spouse Parent/
Casual acquaintance Ex-spouse step-parent
WelHanown Boyfriend/ Own child/
Friend/ex-friend ex-boyfriend stepchild
Other nonrelative Girtfriend/ Sibling/stepsibling

ex-giffiend  Other relative
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Appendix 2: Data for graphical figures
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Cover and page 5. Intimates

committed fewer murders in 1995
and 1996 than in any year since 1976

Murders of an intimate

Male Female
Year victims victims
1976 1,357 1,600
1977 1,294 1,437
1978 1,202 1,482
1979 1,262 1,506
1980 1,220 1,550
1981 1,278 1,572
1982 1,141 1,480
1983 1,112 1,462
1984 989 1,443
1985 957 1,546
1986 985 1,586
1987 933 1,494
1988 855 1,682
1989 903 1,414
1990 858 1,500
1991 779 1,518
1992 722 1,456
1993 708 1,581
1994 692 1,405
1995 547 1,320
1996 516 1,326

Page 3. Each year from 1992 to 1996 there were
more than 960,000 victimizations of women
by an intimate

Number of violent victimizations
committed by intimates
1992 1993 1994 1995 1996
Male 145,650 163,558 176,168 115,483 147,896
Female 952,188 1,072,072 1,003,1(73 953,683 837,899

Note: Intimates for the NCVS include current or former
spouses, boyfriends, and girlfriends. Intimates for the SHR
include spouses, ex-spouses, common-law spouses, same
sex partners, boyfriends, and girlfriends. Violent victimiza-
tions include rape, sexual assault, robbery, and aggravated
and simple assault, as measured by the NCVS, and murder
as reported by law enforcement agencies to the FBI. Data
are for victims age 12 or older.

Sources: BJS, National Crime Victimization Survey
(NCVS), 1992-96, and FBI, Supplementary Homicide

Note: Intimates include spouses, ex-
spouses, common-law spouses, same sex
partners, boyfriends, and girlfriends. Mur-
der includes nonnegligent manslaughter.
Data are for all ages of victims.

Source: FBI, Supplementary Homicide
Reports (SHR), 1976-96.

Page 3. Each year from 1992 to 1996
about 8 in 1,000 women and 1 in 1,000
men experienced a violent victimization
by an intimate

Rate of violent victimization by
intimates per 1,000 persons
1992 1993 1994 1995 1996

Male 1.4 1.6 17 1.1 1.4
Female 8.8 9.8 9.1 8.6 75

Note: intimates for the NCVS include current or
former spouses, boyfriends, and girlfriends. Inti-
mates for the SHR include spouses, ex-
spouses, common-law spouses, same sex part-
ners, boyfriends, and girlfriends. Violent victimi-
zations include rape, sexual assault, robbery,
and aggravated and simple assault, as meas-
ured by the NCVS, and murder as reported by
law enforcement agencies to the FBI. Data are
for victims age 12 or older.

Sources: BJS, National Crime Victimization
Survey (NCVS), 1992-96, and FB{, Supplemen-
tary Homicide Reports (SHR), 1992-96.
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Page 4. Among female victims of violence,
strangers and friends or acquaintances rather
than intimates were responsible for the highest
rates of crime
Rate of violent victimization
per 1,000 women -

Victim-offender

relationship 1992 1993 1994 1995 1996
Intimates 8.8 9.8 9.1 86 7.5
Other relatives 2.7 3.3 29 2.2 2.8
Friend/acquaintances 14.1 159 153 142 137
Stranger 148 154 168 132 118

Page 4. Among male victims of violence,
strangers and friends or acquaintances accounted
for the highest rates of victimization

Rate of violent victimization
per 1,000 men

Victim-offender

Note: Intimates for the NCVS include current or former
spouses, boyfriends, and girlfriends. Intimates for the SHR
include spouses, ex-spouses, common-law spouses, same
sex partners, boyfriends, and girlfriends. Violent victimiza-
tions include rape, sexual assault, robbery, and aggravated
and simple assault, as measured by the NCVS, and mur-
der as reported by law enforcement agencies to the FBI.
Data are for victims age 12 or older.

Sources: BJS, National Crime Victimization Survey
(NCVS), 1992-96, and FBI, Supplementary Homicide Re-
ports (SHR), 1992-96.

relationship 1992 1993 1994 1995 1996
Intimates 14 1.6 1.7 1.1 14
Other relatives 1.1 1.6 2.2 20 16
Friend/acquaintances 20.2 203 185 17.3 16.7
Stranger 396 388 382 338 308

Note: Intimates for the NCVS include current or former
spouses, boyfriends, and girlfriends. Intimates for the SHR
include spouses, ex-spouses, common-law spouses, same
sex partners, boyfriends, and girlfriends. Violent victimiza-
tions include rape, sexual assault, robbery, and aggravated
and simple assault, as measured by the NCVS, and murder
as reported by law enforcement agencies to the FBI. Data
are for victims age 12 or older.

Sources: BJS, National Crime Victimization Survey (NCVS),
1992-96, and FBI, Supplementary Homicide Reports (SHR),
1992-96.

Page 4. Though less likely than males to
experience violent crime overall, females are
5 to 8 times more likely than males to be
victimized by an intimate

Rate of violent victimization
per 1,000 persons

Victim 1992 1993 1994 1995 1996
Total violent victimization
Males 64.2 652 63.6 564 53.0
Females 41.2 457 455 392 371
Victimization by intimates
Males 14 16 17 1.1 1.4
Females 88 98 9.1 86 75

Note: Intimates for the NCVS include current or former
spouses, boyfriends, and girlfriends. Intimates for the
SHR include spouses, ex-spouses, common-law
spouses, same sex partners, boyfriends, and girlfriends.
Violent victimizations include rape, sexual assault, rob-
bery, and aggravated and simple assault, as measured
by the NCVS, and murder as reported by law enforce-
ment agencies to the FBIL. Data are for victims age 12 or
older.

Sources: BJS, National Crime Victimization Survey
(NCVS), 1992-96, and FBI, Supplementary Homicide
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Page 5. The number of intimate murders Page 5. Declines in the percentage
declined 36% from 1976 to 1996 as the of murders that are attributed to
number of spouse murders went down 52% an intimate have been greater
among male victims
Number of intimate murder victims .
Year Spouse _ Ex-spouse _ Boy/girifriend Percent of homicide vic-
1976 2174 123 662 tims killed by an intimate
’ Year Male Female
1977 2,017 110 603
1978 1,940 116 629 1976 112%  31.3%
1979 1,940 146 683 1977 11.0 29.3
1980 1,911 115 744 1978 105 303
1981 1946 136 768 1979 10.8 30.3
1982 1,722 136 763 1980 9.8 30.2
1983 1676 128 770 1981 9.5 29.7
1984 1,501 97 833 1982 9.1 28.5
1985 1,581 111 811 1983 9.7 294
1986 1,542 127 901 1984 8.9 28.2
1987 1,489 96 841 1985 8.6 295
1988 1,467 100 869 1986 8.4 29.7
1989 1326 78 913 1987 8.3 28.1
1990 1,371 110 879 1988 7.8 29.2
1991 1,297 82 918 1989 7.7 28.0
1992 1,262 81 834 1990 6.9 28.8
1993 1,232 94 964 1991 6.3 28.7
1994 1,145 91 861 1992 6.2 28.8
1995 1,030 60 776 1993 6.1 28.6
1996 987 73 749 133‘; 6.2 28.5
Note: Murder includes nonnegligent manslaughter. 1996 gj 557;8
Data are for all ages of victims. : :
Note: Intimates include spouses, ex-
Source: FBI, Supplementary Homicide Reports spouses, common-law spouses, same sex
(SHR), 1976-96. partners, boyfriends, and girlfriends. Mur-
der includes nonnegligent manslaughter.
Data are for all ages of victims.
Source: FBI, Supplementary Homicide
Reports (SHR), 1976-96.
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Page 7. Over the last two decades intimate murder rates
dropped far more rapidly among blacks than among whites,
with the sharpest decreases among black male victims

Rate of murder by an intimate per 100,000 persons age 20-44

White Black
Year Total Male Female Total Male Female
1976 1.31 0.89 1.72 14.01 16.51 12.01
1977 1.27 0.93 1.61 11.94 14.97 9.49
1978 1.30 0.88 1.72 11.38 13.32 9.83
1979 1.35 0.97 1.73 11.10 13.34 9.33
1980 1.37 0.91 1.81 10.66 12.36 9.30
1981 1.33 0.92 1.73 9.64 11.14 8.40
1982 1.30 0.82 1.77 8.33 9.72 7.17
1983 1.22 0.82 1.61 8.35 9.20 7.65
1984 1.17 0.69 1.65 7.06 7.75 6.47
1985 1.20 0.70 1.70 6.95 7.46 6.53
1986 1.21 0.70 1.73 7.36 7.55 7.19
1087 1.14 0.65 1.63 6.46 6.90 6.10
1988 1.13 0.59 1.68 6.60 6.62 6.58
1989 1.01 0.56 1.45 6.36 6.70 6.07
1990 1.06 0.58 1.54 6.24 6.08 6.39
1991 1.02 0.53 1.51 6.02 5.36 6.58
1992 0.98 0.54 1.42 5.35 4.59 6.00
1993 1.03 0.49 1.57 5.62 475 6.36
1994 0.99 0.47 1.51 4.84 4.55 5.09
1995 0.89 0.38 1.40 3.87 3.33 4.32
1996 0.85 0.36 1.34 3.74 2.83 451

Source: FBI, Supplementary Homicide Reports (SHR), 1976-96.
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' Page 8. The decline in the rate of intimate murder per 100,000
has been greater among black victims, especially black men
killed by their spouses

Rate of murder by an intimate per 100,000 persons in each population category

White Black
Husband Wife/ ' Wife/ Husband
Year Ex-husband  Boyfriend Ex-wife  Girifriend Exwife Gidfriend Ex-husband  Boyfriend
1976 0.97 0.67 1.73 1.69 12.62 10.68 18.44 12.93
1977 1.01 0.72 1.62 1.53 10.26 7.81 16.92 11.67
1978 0.98 0.61 1.74 1.63 11.19 7.43 14.99 10.66
1979 1.1 0.62 1.73 1.73 9.74 8.64 156.90 9.62
1980 0.99 0.72 0.17 2.32 10.04 8.03 14.35 9.61
1981 1.03 0.67 1.76 1.65 8.47 8.29 12.89 8.89
1982 0.84 0.76 1.76 1.81 7.07 7.32 10.80 8.34
1983 0.91 0.63 1.54 1.84 8.23 6.83 10.71 7.47
1984 0.65 0.79 1.56 1.97 5.90 7.27 8.37 7.11
1985 0.73 0.64 1.60 2.05 6.31 6.81 7.73 7.18
1986 0.70 0.68 1.53 2.42 6.74 7.80 7.74 7.35
1987 0.65 0.64 1.48 2.15 6.10 6.09 6.86 6.95
1988 0.55 0.68 1.51 2.21 6.23 7.04 6.69 6.54
1989 0.53 0.62 1.21 2.25 5.58 6.71 6.73 6.67
1990 0.54 0.66 1.39 2.03 5.83 7.07 5.77 6.40
1991 0.45 0.69 1.35 2.01 6.04 7.16 5.08 5.63
1992 0.56 0.50 1.29 1.84 6.08 5.90 4.53 464
1993 0.43 0.60 1.29 2.46 6.05 6.70 4.53 4,94
1994 0.46 0.49 1.39 1.88 413 6.08 475 4.37
1995 0.39 0.39 1.12 2.27 3.72 4.97 293 3.69
1996 0.37 0.37 1.10 1.90 3.63 5.19 2.28 3.21

Source: FBI, Supplementary Homicide Reports (SHR), 1976-96.
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Page 9. Females at every age are much more
likely than males to be murdered by an intimate

Percent of murder victims
killed by intimates

Age of victim Male Female
17 or younger 0.8% 5.8%
18-24 .25 285
25-29 55 36.3
30-34 7.6 413
35--39 9.3 443
4044 10.6 41.4
45-49 117 40.2
50-59 10.8 31.8
60 or older 6.9 19.3

Note: Intimates include spouses, ex-spouses, common-
law spouses, same sex partners, boyfriends, and girl-
friends. Murder includes nonnegligent manslaughter.

Source: FBI, Supplementary Homicide Reports (SHR), -
1976-96.

Page 10. In 1976 guns were used
in about 71% of intimate murders;
in 1996, in about 61%

Murders of an intimate

Page 10. For both whites and blacks, when
intimate murder occurs, increasingly the woman,
not the man, is the victim

Number of women who died for each
male victim of intimate murder

With Without
Year guns guns
1976 2,113 846
1977 1,916 814
1978 1,863 822
1979 2,008 761
1980 1,939 831
1981 1,929 921
1982 1,738 883
1983 1,663 911
1984 1,578 853
1985 1,642 861
1986 1,673 897
1987 1,674 852
1988 1,515 921
1989 1,441 876
1990 1.477 883
1991 1,397 900
1992 1,378 799
1993 1,498 792
1994 1,342 755
1995 1,163 703
1996 1,168 640

Note: Intimates include spouses, ex-

spouses, common-law spouses, same sex
partners, boyfriends, and girlfriends. Data
are for all ages of victims.

Source: FBI, Supplementary Homicide
Reports (SHR), 1976-96.

Year White victims Black victims
1976 1.72 0.84
1977 1.73 0.71
1978 1.77 0.83
1979 1.65 0.83
1980 1.85 0.82
1981 1.72 0.84
1982 1.85 0.81
1983 1.79 0.87
1984 2.12 0.88
1985 2.36 0.95
1986 2.23 1.01
1987 2.28 0.98
1988 2.68 1.15
1989 2.38 0.93
1990 2.42 1.1
1991 2.59 1.26
1992 2.64 1.38
1993 2.99 1.50
1994 2.83 1.29
1995 3.41 1.37
1996 3.32 1.70

Note: Intimates include spouses, ex-spouses, common-
law spouses, same sex partners, boyfriends, and girl-
friends. Murder includes nonnegligent manslaughter.
Data are for all ages of victims.

Source: FBI, Supplementary Homicide Reports (SHR),
1976-96.
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Page 13. Among female victims of intimate
violence, blacks experienced higher rates
than whites in 1994, 1995, and 1996

Average annual rate of
nonlethal violent victimization
by an intimate per 1,000

Page 13. The highest rates of intimate
violence affect women ages 16 to 24

Average annual rate of

Victim characteristic Male Female
White 1.4 8.2
Black 21 11.7
Other® 5 5.6
Hispanic® 1.3 7.2
Non-Hispanic 1.4 8.7

Age of nonlethal violent victimization
female victim by an intimate per 1,000 females
12-15 2.6

16-19 20.1

20-24 20.7

25-34 16.5

35-49 7.2

50-64 1.3

65 or older 2

Note: Nonlethal intimate violence includes rape, sex- -

ual assault, robbery, and aggravated and simple as-
sault. Because it is based on interviews with victims,
the NCVS does not include murder. Intimates include
current and former spouses, boyfriends, and
girlfriends.

2Denotes Asians, Native Hawaiians or other Pacific
Islanders, Alaska Natives, and American Indians.
PHispanic or Latino persons could be of any race.

Source: BJS, National Crime Victimization Survey
(NCVS), 1992-96.

Note: Nonlethal intimate violence includes rape, sexual
assault, robbery, and aggravated and simple assault.
Because it is based on interviews with victims, the
NCVS does not include murder. Intimates include cur-
rent and former spouses, boyfriends, and girlfriends.

Source: BJS, National Crime Victimization Survey
(NCVS), 1992-96.

Page 14. Women in low-income
households experience a higher rate
of nonlethal violence from an intimate
than do women in households with
larger incomes

Average annual rate
of nonlethal intimate vio-
lence per 1,000 persons

Household income Male Female
Less than $7,500 27 213
$7,500-$14,999 14 12.3
$15,000-$24,999 1.8 104
$25,000-$34,999 1.8 7.2
$35,000-$49,999 1.1 5.8
$50,000-$74,999 1.5 4.4
$75,000 or more 0.5 27

Note: Nonlethal intimate violence includes
rape, sexual assault, robbery, and aggravated
and simple assault. Because it is based on in-
terviews with victims, the NCVS does not in-

- clude murder. intimates include current and
former spouses, boyfriends, and girlfriends.

Source: BJS, National Crime Victimization Sur-
vey (NCVS), 1992-96.
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Page 14. Urban women experience
a higher rate of nonlethal violence by an
intimate than suburban and rural women

Average annual rate of nonlethal violence
by an intimate per 1,000 persons

Male Female
Urban 15 10.0
Suburban 14 7.9
Rural 1.3 8.0

Note: Nonlethal intimate violence includes rape, sexual
assault, robbery, and aggravated and simple assault.
Because it is based on interviews with victims, the
NCVS does not include murder. Intimates include cur-
rent and former spouses, boyfriends, and girlfriends.
"Urban" denotes central cities in Metropolitan Statistical
Areas (MSA's). "Suburban" denotes the population out-
side the central cities in MSA's. "Rural" denotes non-
metropolitan areas.

Source: BJS, National Crime Victimization Survey
(NCVS), 1992-96.

Page 15. Most intimate violence occurs
in or near the victim's home

Percent of nonlethal
violence by intimates

Male Female
At or near own home 63.0% 72.2%
At or near other's home 18.3 12.2
Commercial place 34 2.8
At school 1.1 1.2
Open area of parking lot 12.2 9.1
Other 2.0 25

Note: Nonlethal intimate violence includes rape,
sexual assault, robbery, and aggravated and simple
assault. Because it is based on interviews with vic-
tims, the NCVS does not include murder. Intimates
include current and former spouses, boyfriends, and
girfriends.

Source: BJS, National Crime Victimization Survey
(NCVS), 1992-96.

44 Violence by Intimates



Page 16. Almost 30% of intimate
violence occurs from 9 in the
evening till midnight

Percent of intimate violence
Time reported to the police

Midnight 7.1%
5.5
46
3.3
2.0
1.6
1.4
1.7
2.1
22
2.6
2.9
3.1
3.1
3.2
3.7
43
4.9
5.8
6.2
6.7
7.2
10 7.7
11 74
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Page 19. About half the women who
are victimized by an intimate report
the violence to law enforcement

Percent of female victims
of intimate violence who

Year reported to the police
1993 48%
1994 50

1995 53

1996 56

Note: Intimates include current or former spouses, boy-
friends, and girlfriends. Nonlethal violent victimizations in-
clude rape, sexual assault, robbery, and aggravated and
simple assault.

Source: BJS, National Crime Victimization Survey (NCVS),
1993-96.

Note: Intimates for NIBRS include
spouses, ex-spouses, common-law
spouses, same sex partners, boyfriends,
and girlfriends. Violent crimes include
murder, rape, sexual assault, kidnaping,
robbery, assauit, and other viclence.

Source: FBI, National Incident-Based
Reporting System (NIBRS), 1995.

Page 20. Nearly 6 in 10 women who called the
police when victimized by an intimate said that
the police arrived within 10 minutes

Police Percent of female victims
arrived of intimate violence who
within — reported to the police

5 minutes : 25.2%

10 minutes 32.2

1 hour 346

More than 1 hour 7.9

Note: Intimates include current or former spouses, boy-
friends, and girlfriends. Nonlethal violent victimizations in-
clude rape, sexual assault, robbery, and aggravated and
simple assauit.

Source: BJS, National Crime Victimization Survey (NCVS),
1992-96.

Page 22. Women injured by intimates accounted
for about 1 in 5 visits to hospital emergency
departments for injuries arising from intentional
violence

Number of injury cases treated in hospital
emergency departments

Intimate Other types Unrecorded

violence of violence relationship
Total 243,316 700,777 383,633
Males 38,958 487,814 287,233
Females 204,358 212,963 96,400

Note: Intimates for SIVV include current and former
spouses and current boyfriends and girifriends.

Source: BJS, Study of Injured Victims of Violence (SIVV),
1994.
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Page 27. About half of prison and jail
inmates were drinking beer or liquor when
they committed a violent crime against an
intimate companion

Percent of inmates serving a
sentence for a violent crime
against an intimate

Page 29. Among State prisoners in prison for
committing a violent crime against an intimate,
29% reported carrying a firearm at the time

Percent of prisoners who
reported carrying a firearm
during the offense

Victim's relation
to violent prisoner

State prison Local jail
Not drinking 53.1% 50.9%
Liquor only 12.1 55
Beer only 14.8 254
Beer and liquor - 11.7 15.4
Other combinations 8.3 2.8

Intimate 28.9%
Stranger 294
Acquaintance 26.7
Other family member 9.2

Note: Violent crimes for the surveys of inmates include
murder, rape, sexual assault, kidnaping, robbery, as-
sault, and other violence. Intimates include current and
former spouses, boyfriends, and girlfriends.

Sources: BJS, Survey of Inmates in State Correctional
Facilities, 1991, and Survey of Inmates in Local Jails,
1995

Note: Violent crimes for the survey of inmates include
murder, rape, sexual assault, kidnaping, robbery, as-
sault, and other violence. Intimates include current and
former spouses, boyfriends, and girlfriends.

Source: BJS, Survey of Inmates in State Correctional
Facilities, 1991.

46 Violence by Intimates




U.S. Department of Justice
Office of Justice Programs

National Institute of Justice

National Institute of Justice

Centers for Disease Control and Prevention

R e

rs.in the privacy-of
than in public.. ..

a r ¢ h 1 n

B r i e f
November 1998

Prevalence, Incidence, and
Consequences of Violence Against
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Violence against women first came to be
viewed as a serious social problem in the
early 1970s, in part because of the re-
emergence of the Women's Movement.!
In unprecedented numbers, scholars
trained in such diverse disciplines as
philosophy, literature, law, and sociology
began to examine violence against women
in the context of a feminist ideology.” De-
spite the resulting outpouring of research
on violence against women, particularly
in the areas of rape and intimate partner
violence, many gaps remain in our under-
standing of violence against women.®

Until now, empirical data on the relation-
ship between certain types of violence
against women, such as childhood
victimization and subsequent adult
victimization, have been limited. Reli-
able information on minority women's
experiences with violence and on the
consequences of violence against women,
including rates of injury and use of
medical services, is also limited.!

To further an understanding of violence
against women, the National Institute of
Justice (NI]J) and the Centers for Disease
Control and Prevention (CDC) jointly
sponsored—through a grant to the Center
for Policy Research—a national telephone
survey on violence against women, which

was conducted from November 1995 to May
1996. To provide a context in which to place
women's experiences, the National Vioclence
Against Women (NVAW) Survey sampled
both women and men. Thus the survey pro-
vides comparable data on women's and men's
experiences with violent victimization.

Respondents to the NVAW Survey were
queried about:

o Physical assault they experienced as
children by adult caretakers.

o Physical assault they experienced as
adults by any type of perpetrator.

o Forcible rape or stalking they experi-
enced at any time in their life by any type
of perpetrator.

Respondents who disclosed victimization
were asked detailed questions about the
characteristics and consequences of their
victimization, including injuries sustained
and use of medical services (see “Survey
Screening Questions,” page 13 and
“Survey Methodology,” page 14).

Several features set the NVAW Survey
apart from other victimization surveys:

e State-of-the-art techniques protected
confidentiality and minimized the poten-
tial for retraumatizing victims of violence
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and jeopardizing the safety of respon-
dents. In addition to lessening the
possibility that respondents would be
harmed by their participation in the
survey, these techniques increased
the quality of the information being
gathered.

¢ Information about both the preva-
lence (lifetime and annual) and
incidence of violence was gathered.
Thus victimization estimates from the
NVAW Survey can be compared with
victimization estimates from a wide
variety of other surveys.

o Behaviorally specific questions
screened respondents for rape, physical
assault, and stalking victimization.
These questions were designed to leave
little doubt in the respondents’ minds as
to the type of information being sought.

e Detailed information about the
characteristics and consequences of
victimization for each type of perpetra-
tor identified by the respondents was
gathered. While this approach created
a very complicated data set, it also
created the opportunity to track vic-
timizations by the same perpetrator
(e.g., the victim's first ex-husband).

This Research in Brief summarizes
the survey's findings on the prevalence
and incidence of rape, physical as-
sault, and stalking; the rate of injury
among rape and physical assault vic-
tims; and injured victims’ use of medi-
cal services. Complete details about
men'’s and women's experiences with
stalking are contained in an earlier
report. This Research in Brief therefore
focuses primarily on rape and physical
assault. The full report detailing the
prevalence, incidence, and conse-
quences of violence against women will
be available through the CDC (see
“Other Publications in the Series”).

Rape: Prevalence and incidence

Using a definition of rape that includes

forced vaginal, oral, and anal sex, the
survey found that 1 of 6 U.S. women

and 1 of 33 U.S. men has experienced
an attempted or completed rape as a
child and/or an adult; specifically,

18 percent of surveyed women and

3 percent of surveyed men said they

experienced a completed or attempted
rape at some time in their life (see ex-
hibit 1). These findings are similar to

findings from the National Health and
Social Life Survey, which found that

a. Based on estimates of women and men in the United States aged 18 years and older,
U.S. Bureau of the Census, Current Poputation Survey, 1995.

b. Differences between women and men are statistically significant: p-value £ .001.

c. Differences between women and men are statistically significant: p-value < .01.




Exhibit 2: Persons Raped or Physically Assaulted in Previous 12 Months

by Sex of Victim

5"Ra:'f_>e"’and/6r phy

a. Based on estimates of men and women in the United States aged 18 and older, U.S. Bureau of

the Census, Current Population Survey. 1995.

b. Differences between men and women are statistically significant: p-value < .0071.

22 percent of surveyed women and
2 percent of surveyed men had been
“forced to do something sexual” at
some time in their lifetime.’

The survey also found that 0.3 percent
of surveyed women and 0.1 percent of
surveyed men said they experienced

a completed or attempted rape in the
previous 12 months.® These estimates
equate to approximately 302,100
women and 92,700 men who are forc-
ibly raped each year in the United
States (see exhibit 2).

Because some rape victims experi-
enced more than one rape in the

12 months preceding the survey, the
incidence of rape {number of separate
victimizations) exceeded the preva-
lence of rape (number of rape victims).
Specifically, women who were raped in
the previous 12 months averaged 2.9
rapes, while men averaged 1.2 rapes.
According to survey estimates, approxi-
mately 876,100 rapes were perpetrated
against women and approximately
111,300 rapes were perpetrated against
men in the United States during the

12 months preceding the survey (see
exhibit 3).

The annual rape victimization estimates
generated by the NVAW Survey are
higher than comparable victimization
estimates generated by the Bureau of
Justice Statistics {B]S) National Crime
Victimization Survey (NCVS). The
NCVS estimates for 1994—the most

recent year for which estimates are
available—are 432,100 rapes and
sexual assaults of women age 12 and
older and 32,900 rapes and sexual as-
saults of men age 12 and older.” How-
ever, direct comparisons between the
NVAW Survey and the NCVS are diffi-
cult to make. Estimates reported by the
two surveys refer to somewhat different
populations and sexual victimizations.
Moreover, the two surveys differ sub-
stantially with respect to other method-
ological issues.

Specifically, the NVAW Survey esti-
mates include victimizations against
persons age 18 and older, while the
NCVS estimates include victimizations
against persons 12 years of age and
older. The NVAW Survey estimate for
forcible rape is being compared to an
NCVS estimate that includes rape and
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other forms of sexual assault, such as
grabbing, fondling, and verbal threats
of a sexual nature.

In addition, the screening questions
used by the two surveys differ substan-
tially. The NVAW Survey uses five
questions to screen respondents

for rape victimization, while the NCVS
uses only two questions.® Although
empirical data on this issue are lim-
ited, some researchers assume that
increasing the number of screening
questions increases disclosure rates.’
Furthermore, the NVAW Survey
screening questions are more explicit
than those used by the NCVS."

Moreover, published NCVS estimates
count series victimizations—reports of
six or more crimes within a 6-month
period for which the respondent can-
not recall details of each crime—as a
single victimization. Thus, published
NCVS estimates of the number of rape
and sexual assault victimizations are
lower than would be obtained by in-
cluding all incidents reported to its sur-
vey interviewers. To produce NCVS
estimates for direct comparison with
the NVAW Survey estimates, each
crime in a series of victimizations
reported to the NCVS interviewers
would have to be counted separately.

Finally, the sampling errors associated
with the estimates from the NVAW

Exhibit 3: Number of Rapes and Physical Assaults Perpetrated in Previous

12 Months by Sex of Victim

a The standard error of the mean for each estimate in this column is 1.431, 0.167, 0.539, 0.225,

respectively.




Exhibit 4: Women Raped or Physically Assaulted in Lifetime by Race/
Ethnicity of Victim

a. Differences between racial/ethnic groups are statistically significant: p-value < .001.

b. Differences between racial/ethnic groups are statistically significant: p-value < .05.

Survey and the NCVS would have to
be compared. This is important given
the relatively high margin of error
associated with NVAW Survey
estimates of the average number of rape
victimizations experienced by male
and female victims (see footnote in
exhibit 3). Comparisons of sampling
errors would help determine whether
the estimates are actually different or
whether apparent differences are not
statistically significant.

A study now under way and funded by
NIJ, BJS. and CDC will provide more
comprehensive information about the
differences between the two surveys,
including error ranges for the esti-
mates. Using data from the two sur-
veys, the study is calculating estimates
using the same counting rules and the
same age populations. The results of
this detailed comparison will be pub-
lished in early 1999.

Physical assault: Prevalence
and incidence

The NVAW Survey used a modified
version of the Conflict Tactics Scale!’
to query respondents about a variety
of physical assaults they may have
suffered. Responses revealed that
physical assault is widespread in
American society: 52 percent of
surveyed women and 66 percent of

surveyed men said they were physi-
cally assaulted as a child by an adult
caretaker and/or as an adult by any
type of perpetrator.

For both women and men, the most fre-
quently reported physical assault was
slapping and hitting, followed by push-
ing, grabbing, shoving, and hitting with
an object. Relatively few respondents
reported that an adult caretaker or
other adult pulled their hair or threw
something at them that could hurt. Still
fewer reported that an adult caretaker
or other adult choked or almost
drowned them, kicked or bit them,
beat them up, threatened them with a
gun or knife, or used a gun or knife on
them (see exhibit 1).

The NVAW Survey also found that

1.9 percent of surveyed women and

3.4 percent of surveyed men said they
were physically assaulted in the previ-
ous 12 months. These estimates equate
to approximately 1.9 million women
and 3.2 million men who are physi-
cally assaulted annually in the United
States (see exhibit 2). Female victims
averaged 3.1 assaults and male victims
averaged 2.5 assaults per year, which
equate to approximately 5.9 million
physical assaults perpetrated against
women and 7.9 million physical as-
saults perpetrated against men in the
12 months preceding the survey (see
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exhibit 3). These estimates probably
underestimate the number of physical
assaults perpetrated against women
and men annually because the NVAW
Survey categorized victimizations
involving both rape and physical as-
sault only as rapes.

The NVAW Survey estimates of annual
physical assaults are greater than the
NCVS estimates. The NCVS estimate
for 1994 is 4.1 million aggravated and
simple assaults of women age 12 and
older and 5.7 million aggravated and
simple assaults of men age 12 and
older.!> Comparisons between the
NVAW Survey and NCVS estimates of
physical assault are confounded by the
same methodological differences dis-
cussed earlier and are being addressed
in ongoing research funded by NIJ,
BJS, and CDC that is comprehensively
reviewing the two surveys’ estimates
for physical violence.

The risk of violence varies
among minority women

The survey found that American
Indian/Alaska Native women were
significantly more likely to disclose
rape and physical assault victimization
than women of other racial/ethnic
backgrounds, while Asian/Pacific Is-
lander women were significantly less
likely to report rape and physical as-
sault victimization (see exhibit 4).

These findings must be viewed with
caution, however, given the relatively
small numbers of American Indian/
Alaska Native and Asian/Pacific Is-
lander women included in the sample.
Because information on violence
against American Indian/Alaska
Native women is limited, it is difficult
to explain why they report more rape
and physical assault victimization.

A previous study found that Native-
American couples were significantly
more violent than their white counter-
parts.'® Another study found that the
overall homicide rates for Native
Americans were approximately two
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Exhibit 5: Women Raped or Physically Assaulted in Lifetime by Hispanic/

Non-Hispanic Origin of Victim

a. Persons of Hispanic origin may be of any race.

b. Differences between Hispanics and non-Hispanics are statistically significant: p-value < .05.

Exhibit 6: Women Victims’ Age at
Time of First Rape’

18-24 Years
29.4%

12-17 Years
32.4%

<12 Years
21.6%

a n=1,323 women victims.

times greater than U.S. national rates.!!
Information from this study published
elsewhere shows that Native-American
women report significantly more
stalking victimization than do women
of other racial/ethnic backgrounds.?
Thus there is some evidence that
Native Americans are at significantly
greater risk of violence than other
Americans.

How much of the difference in rape
and physical assault prevalence

can be explained by differences in
willingness to report victimization to
interviewers and how much can be
explained by actual victimization expe-
riences is unclear and requires further
study. Research is also needed to
ascertain how social, environmental,

and demographic factors intersect with
race and ethnicity to produce differences
in rape and physical assault prevalence.
Finally, research is needed to determine
whether victimization rates vary
significantly among women of diverse
American Indian tribes and Alaska
Native communities.

Because information is also lacking on
violence against Asian/Pacific Islander
women, it is unclear why they report
less rape and physical assault victim-
ization. Information from focus groups
and nonrandom samples of Asian-
American women suggests that
intimate partner violence is a major
concern among these women.'® How-
ever, there are no accurate estimates
of intimate partner violence among
Asian-American or Pacific Islander
women, and the differences between
Asian-American and Pacific Islander
women in rape and physical assault
prevalence also may be significant.
Such differences, however, cannot

be discerned from the NVAW Survey
because data on these two groups were
combined. Clearly, more research is
needed on violence against Asian-
American and Pacific Islander women.

The survey found that Hispanic women
were less likely to report rape victim-
ization than were non-Hispanic women
{see exhibit 5). Previous studies com-
paring violence prevalence among
Hispanic and non-Hispanic women
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have produced contradictory conclu-
sions;!” hence, findings from the
NVAW Survey neither confirm nor
contradict earlier findings.

Rape is primarily a crime
against youth

It has been previously reported that
rape in America is a “tragedy of youth”
because the majority of rapes occurs
against children and adolescents.!®
Results from the survey support this
assertion: More than half (54 percent)
of the female rape victims identified
by the survey were under 18 years old
when they experienced their first rape
(see exhibit 6). Of the women disclos-
ing rape, 22 percent were under 12
years old when they experienced their
first rape, while 32 percent were 12 to
17 years old.

Several authors have reported that
women who are sexually assaulted as
children and adolescents are at greater
risk of being sexually assaulted as
adults.” Results from the NVAW
Survey provide further evidence of
the link between sexual assault as a
minor and subsequent sexual assault
as an adult: 18 percent of the women
who reported being raped before age
18 said they were also raped after the
age of 18, compared with 9 percent of
the women who did not report being
raped before the age of 18.

Women experience more
partner violence than men do

The NVAW survey found that women
are significantly more likely to be
assaulted by an intimate partner than
men are. Twenty-five percent of sur-
veyed women, compared with 8 per-
cent of surveyed men, said they were
raped and/or physically assaulted by
a current or former spouse, cohabiting
partner, or date at some time in their
life; 1.5 percent of all surveyed women
compared with 0.9 percent of all
surveyed men said they were raped



Exhibit 7: Persons Raped or Physically Assaulted by an Intimate Partner in
Lifetime and in Previous 12 Months by Sex of Victim

- Type of Violence.

:':,Phyg[cél assaull
'Rape and/or physica

a. Intimate partner includes current and former spouses. opposite-sex cohabiting partners, same-sex
cohabiting partners, dates, and boyfriends/gir!friends.

b. Based on estimates of men and women in the United States aged 18 years and older.
U.S. Bureau of the Census, Current Population Survey. 1995.

c. Differences between women and men are statistically significant: p-value < .001.
d. Differences between women and men are statistically significant: p-value < .05.
e. The number of men rape victims was insufficient to reliably calculate prevalence estimates.

Exhibit 8: Percentage of Persons Physically Assaulted by an Intimate
Partner in Lifetime by Type of Assault and Sex of Vietin?

‘Pulled hair?: :
Sed: it

Used gun®™
Used knife

a. Intimate partner includes current or former spouses, opposite-sex cohabiting partners, same-sex
cohabiting partners, dates. and boyfriends/girifriends.

b. Differences between women and men are statistically significant: p-value < .001.
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and/or physically assaulted by such

a partner in the previous 12 months.
Based on U.S. Census estimates of
the number of women and men in

the country, these findings equate to
approximately 1.5 million women and
834,700 men who are raped and/or
physically assaulted by an intimate
partner annually in the United States
(see exhibit 7).

Results from the survey show that most
physical assaults perpetrated against
women by intimate partners consist of
pushing, grabbing, shoving, slapping,
and hitting. Fewer women reported that -
an intimate partner threw something at
them that could hurt, pulled their hair,
kicked or bit them, hit them with an
object, or beat them up. Relatively

few reported that an intimate partner
threatened them with a knife or gun.
Only a negligible number reported that
an intimate partner actually used a
knife or gun on them (see exhibit 8).

It is important to note that differences
between women's and men's rates of
physical assault by an intimate partner
become greater as the seriousness of
the assault increases. For example,
women were two to three times more
likely than men to report that an inti-
mate partner threw something that
could hurt or pushed, grabbed, or
shoved them. However, they were 7 to
14 times more likely to report that an
intimate partner beat them up, choked
or tried to drown themn, threatened
them with a gun, or actually used a
gun on them (see exhibit 8).

The NVAW Survey finding that women
are significantly more likely than men
to be victimized by intimate partners
contradicts findings from some previ-
ous national surveys that found men
and women to be at nearly equal risk
of physical assault by an intimate part-
ner.?’ The finding, however, supports
data from the NCVS, which have con-
sistently shown women to be at greater
risk of intimate partner violence.?'



Violence against women is _
primarily partner violence. The
survey confirms previous reports that
U.S. women are primarily raped and/or
physically assaulted by intimate
partners:?? 76 percent of the women
who were raped and/or physically
assaulted since the age of 18 were
assaulted by a current or former
husband, cohabiting partner, or date;
17 percent were victimized by an ac-
quaintance, such as a friend, neighbor,
or coworker; 14 percent were victimized
by a stranger; and 9 percent were
victimized by a relative other than a
husband (see exhibit 9). By comparison,
the survey found that U.S. men are pri-
marily raped and physically assaulted
by strangers and acquaintances, not
intimate partners.

Violence against women is
primarily male violence. The survey
also found that most violence perpe-
trated against adults is perpetrated by
males: 93 percent of the women and
86 percent of the men who were raped
and/or physically assaulted since the
age of 18 were assaulted by a male. In
comparison only 11 percent of these
women and 23 percent of these men
were assaulted by a female (see exhibit
10). Given these findings, adult vio-
lence prevention strategies should
focus primarily on the risks posed by
male perpetrators.

Rate of injury among rape
and physical assault victims

To generate information on violence-
related injuries, respondents disclos-
ing rape and physical assault were
asked whether they were injured during
their most recent victimization. The
survey found that women who were
raped since age 18 were nearly twice
as likely as their male counterparts to
report an injury other than the rape
itself (32 and 16 percent, respectively)
(see exhibit 11). Similarly, women who
were physically assaulted since age

18 were significantly more likely than

Exhibit 9: Distribution of Adult Rape and Physical Assault Victims by
Victim-Perpetrator Relationship and Sex of Victim

80 76

. Women Victims {n=2,669)
70 —

Men Victims (n=3.606)

60 —

50 |~

40

Percentage of Victims

30

20 =

8.6

Intimate Relative Other Acquaintance® Stranger®
Partner® 0 Than Spouse®

a. Intimate partner includes current and former spouses, same-sex cohabitating partners, opposite-sex
cohabitating partners, dates, and boyfriends/girlfriends.

b. Differences between women and men are statistically significant: p-value < .0071.
c. Differences between women and men are statistically significant: p-value < .01.
Note: Total percentages by sex of victim exceed 100 because some victims had multiple perpetrators.

Exhibit 10: Distribution of Adult Rape and Physical Assault Victims by
Sex of Perpetrator and Sex of Victim

100

80

60

40

Percentage of Victims

20

Women Victims (n=2,494) Men Victims {(n=23.606)

Il female Perpetrator 1 Male Perpetrator

Note: Total percentages by sex of victim exceed 100 because some victims had multiple perpetrators.
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Exhibit 11: Distribution of Adult Rape and Physical Assault Victims by
Injury, Type of Medical Care Received, and Sex of Victin?

Répe g
“Victims (%)-

a. Estimates are based on the most recent victimization since the age of 18.

b. The number of men rape victims was insufficient to reliably calculate medical utilization estimates.
c. Differences between women and men are statistically significant: p-value < .001.

d. Estimates are based on responses from victims who were injured.

e. Estimates are based on responses from victims who received medical care.

f. Estimates are based on responses from victims who received hospital care.

Note: Total percentages for type of medical and hospital care received exceed 100 because some
victims had multiple forms of medical/hospital care.

Exhibit 12: Percentage of Injured Adult Rape and Physical Assault Victims Who

Sustained Specific Types of Injuries: Men and Women Combined®

S e ] 12.6

66 6

|
Scratch, bruise, welt jrase

Rape victims (n=241)
M Physical assault victims (n=1,463)

Chipped or broken tooth
Burnb

Knocked unconsciousb
Bullet wound®

| | | L ! | J
0 10 20 30 40 50 60 70 80

Percentage of Victims

a. Estimates are based on the most recent victimization since the age of 18.
b. The number of rape victims was insufficient to reliably calculate injury estimates.

their male counterparts to report that
they were injured during their most
recent physical assault (39 and 25 per-
cent, respectively). When only physi-
cal assaults by intimates are considered,
the difference between injury rates for
women and men is even greater (41 and
19 percent, respectively).

Most of the adult rape and physical
assault victims (both men and women)
who reported being injured sustained
relatively minor injuries, such as
scratches, bruises, and welts. Rela-
tively few sustained more serious types
of injuries, such as broken bones, dislo-
cated joints, concussions, lacerations,
or bullet wounds (see exhibit 12).

Victims’ use of medical services.
The survey found that 36 percent of
the women injured during their most
recent rape since age 18 and 30 per-
cent of the women injured during their
most recent physical assault since

age 18 received some type of medical
treatment (e.g., ambulance/paramedic
services, treatment in a hospital emer-
gency department, physical therapy)
(see exhibit 11). Some medically
treated victims received more than one
type of medical treatment {e.g., hospi-
talization as well as outpatient physi-
cal therapy). Others received one

type of medical treatment more than
once—for example, three nights in the
hospital or 10 physical therapy ses-
sions. Hence, the annual number of
medical treatments provided to rape
and physical assault victims exceeds
the annual number of rapes and physi-
cal assaults that resulted in treatment.

Exhibit 13 provides estimates of the
average number of nights spent in the
hospital or the average number of vis-
its made to specific medical providers
by rape and physical assault victims.
These estimates are based on responses
from victims who received the specific
type of medical care considered. For
example, the estimate of the average
number of nights spent in the hospital
by female rape victims (3.6) is based



only on responses by female rape vic-
tims who were treated in a hospital on
an inpatient basis. It should be noted
that some of these average frequency
estimates have a relatively high mar-
gin of error (see footnotes c through e
in exhibit 13) and should be viewed
with caution.

Exhibit 14 presents estimates of the
number of female rapes and physical
assaults resulting in injuries annually,
as well as estimates of the number of
specific types of medical treatment to
these victims annually. It is important
to note that because women are prima-
rily raped and physically assaulted by
intimate partners, the injury and medi-
cal utilization estimates for women
presented in exhibits 13 and 14 pertain
mostly to rapes and physical assaults
perpetrated by current and former hus-
bands, cohabiting partners, dates, and
boyfriends. Because men are primarily
raped and physically assaulted by
male strangers and acquaintances, the
injury and medical utilization estimates
for men pertain primarily to violence
perpetrated by men other than intimate
partners.
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According to estimates generated

by the NVAW Survey, hospital emer-
gency department personnel treated
approximately 1.3 million adults for
injuries related to rapes and physical
assaults in the 12 months preceding
the survey (128,700 female rape vic-
tims, 546,900 female physical assault
victims, and 588,300 male physical
assault victims). This figure is some-
what lower than an estimate generated
from the Study of Injured Victims of
Violence (SIVV), a hospital record-
extraction study conducted for the
Bureau of Justice Statistics by the U.S.
Consumer Product Safety Commission.
The SIVV found that during 1994,
hospital emergency department per-
sonnel treated an estimated 1.4 million
people for injuries from confirmed or
suspected interpersonal violence.”

Included in the SIVV estimate (but
excluded from the NVAW Survey esti-
mate) are hospital emergency depart-
ment treatments to victims of all ages
(including children and adolescents),
victims of suspected interpersonal vio-
lence, male rape victims, and male
and female sexual assault and robbery

Exhibit 13: Average Number of Visits/Overnights in Hospital for Rape

and Physical Assault Victims by Type of Medical Care and Sex of Victim®

=

'hy, cal'therapy vis

a. Estimates are based on the most recent victimization since the age of 18.

b. The number of men rape victims was insufficient to reliably calculate medical utilization estimates.
¢. The standard error of the mean for each estimate in this column is 1.539. 0.433, 1.049. 0.889.

1.995, 0.145, and 4.273, respectively.

d. The standard error of the mean for each estimate n this columnis 0.2, 2.011, 3.365, 0.454, 1.016.

0.07. and 7.61, respectively.

e. The standard error of the mean for each estimate in this column is 0.132, 0.789, 3.0. 1.252. 1.6.

0.023. and 2.475, respectively.

Note: Estimates are based on responses from victims who received the specific type of care considered.

victims. Because these groups were
excluded from the NVAW Survey esti-
mate, it is not surprising that it is lower
than the SIVV estimate of 1.4 million.

Stalking is a significant
social problem

Using a definition of stalking that
requires victims to feel a high level of
fear, the survey found that stalking is
much more prevalent than previously
thought: 8 percent of surveyed women
and 2 percent of surveyed men said
they were stalked at some time in their
life; 1 percent of surveyed women

and 0.4 percent of surveyed men said
they were stalked in the previous 12
months. Based on U.S. Census esti-
mates of the number of women and men
in the country, these findings equate to
approximately 1 million women and
371,000 men who are stalked annually
in the United States (see exhibit 15).

If a less stringent definition of stalking
is used, one requiring victims to feel
only somewhat frightened or a little
frightened of their assailant’s behavior,
the lifetime stalking prevalence rate
increases from 8 to 12 percent for
women and from 2 to 4 percent for
men, the annual stalking prevalence
rate increases from 1 to 6 percent for
women and from 0.4 to 1.5 percent

for men. Based on these higher preva-
lence rates, approximately 12.1 mil-
lion women and 3.7 million men are
stalked at some time in their life, and
an estimated 6 million women and

1.4 million men are stalked annually.

Stalking prevalence estimates gener-
ated by the NVAW Survey are higher
than previous nonscientific stalking
estimates. In 1992, when asked by a
reporter to estimate the extent of stalk-
ing in America, forensic psychiatrist
Park Dietz guessed that 5 percent of
U.S. women are stalked at some time
in their lifetime and 200,000 U.S.
women are stalked annually.?* The
NVAW Survey estimate that 8 percent
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of women have been stalked at some
time in their life is nearly two times

- greater than Dietz's earlier guess, and
the survey's estimate that 1 million
women are stalked annually is five
times greater than Dietz's earlier guess.
Given the high rate of stalking victim-
ization uncovered by the NVAW Sur-
vey, it is imperative that stalking be
treated as a legitimate criminal justice
problem and public concern.

Policy implications

The NVAW Survey provides compel-
ling data on the prevalence, incidence,
and physical consequences of violence
against women, as well as victims'
utilization of medical services. Infor-
mation presented in this report can
help inform policy and intervention
directed at violence against women.
Based on findings from the survey,

the authors conclude the following:

1. Violence against women should
be treated as a significant social
problem. The survey data validate
opinions held by many professionals
about the pervasiveness of violence
against women. More than half the
surveyed women reported being physi-
cally assaulted as a child by an adult
caretaker and/or as an adult by another
adult, and nearly one-fifth reported
being raped at some time in their lives.
Further, 2 percent of the surveyed
women reported being raped, physically
assaulted, or both in the 12 months
preceding the survey. This equates to
an estimated 2.1 million U.S. women
who are raped and/or physically as-
saulted annually. Because some rape
and physical assault victims experience
multiple victimizations per year, an es-
timated 876,000 rapes and 5.9 million
physical assaults are perpetrated against
U.S. women annually (see exhibit 14).
Given the pervasiveness of rape and
physical assault among American women,
it is imperative that violence against
women be treated as a major criminal
justice and public health concern.

2. Rape should be viewed as a
crime committed primarily against
youth. The survey confirms previous
reports that most rape victims are chil-
dren or adolescents. Eighteen percent
of surveyed women reported being the
victim of a completed or attempted rape

at some time in their lives. Of these,
more than half (54 percent) were raped
before the age of 18. The survey also
found that women who are raped

before the age of 18 are significantly
more likely to be raped as adults. Given
these findings, rape prevention strategies

Exhibit 74. Average Annual Injury and Care Utilization Estimates for

Adult Rape and Physical Assault Victims by Sex of Victim

a. The number of men rape victims was insufficient to reliably calculate medical utilization estimates.

Exhibit 15: Persons Stalked in Lifetime and in Previous 12 Months by

Sex of Victim

a. Based on estimates of men and women in the United States aged 18 years and older,
U.S. Bureau of the Census, Current Population Survey, 1995.

b. Differences between women and men are statistically significant: p-value < .001.
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should focus on rapes perpetrated
against minors, and rape research
should focus on the long-term effects
of rape occurring at an early age.

3. Studies are needed to deter-
mine why the prevalence of rape
and physical assault varies signifi-
cantly among women of different
racial and ethnic backgrounds.
The survey found that American
Indian/Alaska Native women were
most likely to report rape and physical
assault victimization, while Asian/Pa-
cific Islander women were least likely
to report rape and physical assault vic-
timization. The survey also found that
Hispanic women were less likely to
report rape victimization than non-
Hispanic women.

It is unclear from the survey data
whether the differences in prevalence
rates among women of different

racial and ethnic groups are caused by
differences in reporting practices or
differences in actual victimization
experiences. It is also unclear how
social, environmental, and demographic
factors intersect with race and ethnicity
to produce differences in rape and
physical assault prevalence among
women of different racial and ethnic
backgrounds. Thus more research is
needed to establish the degree of vari-
ance in prevalence among women of
different racial and ethnic groups and
to determine how much of the variance
may be explained by differences in
willingness to disclose information and
how much by social, environmental,
and demographic factors. Research is
also needed to determine whether
differences exist in rape and physical
assault prevalence among women of
diverse Asian/Pacific Islander groups,
American Indian tribes, and Alaska
Native communities.

4. Women are at greater risk of
partner violence than men. The
survey found that women were signifi-
cantly more likely than men to report
being raped and physically assaulted
by a current or former intimate partner,
whether the timeframe considered was
the person’s lifetime or the 12 months
preceding the survey. Moreover, women
who were raped or physically assaulted
by a current or former intimate partner
were significantly more likely to sus-
tain injuries than men who were raped
or physically assaulted by a current or
former intimate partner. Given these
findings, intimate partner violence
should be considered first and foremost
a crime against women.

5. Violence against women is
predominantly partner violence.
Data from the survey confirm previous
reports that violence against women

is predominantly intimate partner
violence. Of the women who reported
being raped and/or physically assaulted
since the age of 18, three-quarters (76
percent) were victimized by a current
or former husband, cohabiting partner,
date, or boyfriend. Given these find-
ings, violence-against-women interven-
tion strategies should focus on the risks
posed to women by current and former
husbands, cohabiting partners, dates,
and boyfriends.

6. America’s medical community
should receive comprehensive
training about the medical needs
of female victims of crime. The
injury and medical utilization data
generated by the NVAW Survey pro-
vide compelling evidence of the physi-
cal and social costs associated with
violence against women.

The survey found that in about one-
third of all rapes and physical assaults
perpetrated against women, the victim
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sustains an injury. Further, in about
one-third of all such injury victimiza-
tions, the victim receives some type
of medical care (e.g., paramedic care,
emergency room treatment, dental
care, or physical therapy). Thus, of
the estimated 6.8 million rapes and
physical assaults perpetrated against
U.S. women annually, 2.6 million will
result in an injury to the victim and
792,200 will result in the victim
receiving some type of medical care.
Because many rape and physical
assault victims receive multiple forms
of care for the same injury victimiza-
tion, medical personnel in the United
States treat literally millions of rape
and physical assault victimizations
annually.

Given the high number of injury vic-
timizations perpetrated against women
annually and the extensiveness of
medical treatment to female victims of
violence, it is imperative that medical
professionals receive information about
the physical consequences of violence
against women and the medical needs
of female victims.

7. Stalking should be treated as a
significant social problem. Using
a definition of stalking that requires
victims to feel a high level of fear,

the survey found that stalking is more
widespread than previously thought.
Eight percent of women and 2 percent
of men reported being stalked at some
time in their lives, and | percent of
women and 0.4 percent of men re-
ported being stalked in the 12 months
preceding the survey. Thus an esti-
mated 1.4 million people are stalked
annually in the United States. Given
the high number of stalking victims,

it is important that stalking be treated
as a legitimate criminal justice and
public health concern.
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.a 95-Percent Confidence Level by Sample or Subsample Size

Percentage of the Sample or Subsample Giving a Certain
Response or Displaying a Certain Characteristic for
Percentages Exactly or Approximately Equal to:

Size of Sample
or Subsample 10 or 90 20 or 80 300r70 40 or 60 50/50

16,000 0.5 0.6 0.7 0.8 08
12,000 06 0.7 0.8 0.9 09 ¥
8,000 0.7 0.9 1.0 1.1 1.1
4,000 0.9 12 1.4 15 15
3,000 1.1 1.4 16 18 18
2,000 1.3 1.8 20 2.1 2.2
1,500 15 2.0 2.3 2.5 2.5
1,300 16 2.2 2.5 2.7 2.7
1,200 1.7 2.3 2.6 2.8 2.8
1,100 1.8 2.4 2.7 2.9 3.0
1,000 1.9 2.5 2.8 3.0 31,
300 2.0 2.6 3.0 3.2 33
800 2.1 2.8 3.2 3.4 3.5
700 2.2 3.0 3.4 3.6 3.7
600 2.4 3.2 3.7 3.9 4.0
500 2.6 3.5 4.0 43 4.4
400 2.9 3.9 45 4.8 4.9
300 3.4 4.5 5.2 5.6 5.7
200 42 5.6 6.4 6.8 69
150 4.8 6.4 7.4 7.9 80 F
100 5.9 7.9 9.0 9.7 9.8
75 6.8 9.1 10.4 1.2 11.4

50

8.4 1.2 12.8 13.7 14.0
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