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This study compared crime rates of the United States
with those of other countries for whom statistics were available:
European countries, Canada, Australia, and New Zealand. Statistics
were provided by the United Nations for homicide, rape, robbery,
burglary, and theft; the International Police Organization (Interpol)
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Health Organization (WHO) for homicide. Based on these statistics,
the rate of violent crime in the United States was found to be
several times higher than the rates in other countries for which
information was available. The rate of property crime in the United
Staes was also higher than in the majority of these countries. Crimes
of violence (homicide, rape, and robbery) were 4~9 times more
frequent in the United States than they were in Europe; c-imes of
theft (burglary, theft, auto theft) were also more frequent, but not
to the same degree. Between 1980 and 1984 the differance between
crime rates for the United States and for other countries narrowed
because the United States' rate decreased while other countries'
rates increased. Crime rates from country to country were difficult
to compare because of differences in criminal justice systems, in
definitions of crime, in crime reporting practices and recordkeeping,
and in methods of reporting statistics to international agencies. To
reduce this variability, more than one data source was used whenever
possible and European countries were averaged together, as were
Australia, New Zealand, and Canada. (Twelve tables provide statistics
for particular crimes in selected countries.) (ABL)
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Based upon data on erimes reported to
law enforcement authorities collected
by the United Nations (UN) and the
International Police Organization (In-
terpol) and upon data from the World
Health Orgamzatlon (WHO), the rate of
violent erime in the United States is
several times higher ¢han in other
countries for which information is
available. The rate of property crime
in the United States is also higher than
in the majority of these countries.

Crimes of violence (homicide, rape,
and robbery) are 4-9 times more fre-
quent.in the Urited States than they
are in Europe; crimes of theft (bur-
glary, ‘theft, and auto theft) are also
more.frequént, but not to the same de-
gree. However, between 1980 and 1984
the difference between U.S. crime
rates and rates for other countries
narrowed because U.S. erime rates de-
creased while rates for other ecountries
generally increased.

This study was originally intended to
include the 20 countries of the world
with populations of 50 million or more;
all other countries in North Ameriea,
South America, and Europe; and Aus-
tralia and New Zealand--a total of 62
countries. Only 41 countries in these
categories provided data to at least 1
of the 3 international organizations
that collect information on erime.

The study focused on the crimes of
homicide, rape, robbery, burglary,
theft, and auto theft because these
erimes are most likely to be understood
and defined in the same general way
from country to country. The UN pro-
vided statisties on homicide, rape, rob-
bery, and theft (including burglary and
auto theft); Interpol, on homicide,

‘rape,-robbery, burglary, and auto theft;

O HO, on'hk9miecide.

May 1988

This Special Report is the second
in a series of publications on inter-
national criminal justice statisties
and cross-national comparisons.
The report brings together all of
the international statistical series
on crime rates from 1980 to 1984
for a large number of countries.
This is the first time these data
have been collected into one
document, and we hope that it will
be of assistance to eriminal justice
professionals and researchers.

This report assesses the avail-
able international statist.al series
in terms of their completeness,
comparability, and accuracy. It
also compares U.S. crime rates
with those of othsr countries. The
overall higher rates for the United
States, especially for erimes of
violence, warrant further inves-
tigation.

The results of this report
suggest that much needs to be
done to improve the quality of
international crime statisties. A
great deal, however, can be ac-
complished with & modest invest-
ment of effort. The consequent
improvements in our ability to
compare crime rates among na-
tions will be well worth that
investment.

Steven R. Schlesinger
Director

Crime rates from country to country
are difficult to compare because of dif-
ferences in criminal justice systems, in
definitions of crime, in erime reporting
practices and recordkeeping, and in
methods of reporting statisties to
international agenciés. Two techniques
were used t'o‘reduce some of the ef~

International Crime Rates

fects of this variability. First, more
than one data source was used when-
ever possible. Second, for purposes of
direct comparison with the United
States, all European countries in

each data set were averaged together,
and a second group-~Canada, Australia,
and New Zealand--were also averaged
when data were reported for at least
two of these countries.

Overall comparisons

U.S. erime rates for the three violent
erimes studied were several times high-
er than the averages for reporting
European countries. The U.S. homicide
rate per 100,000 persons in the popula-
tion ranged from 10.5 (WHO 1980) to
7.9 (Interpol 1984); the ra.e of homicide
in Europe from all 3 sources was less
than 2 per 100,000 (table 1).

The U.S. crime rate for rape was
around 36 per 100,000, roughly 7 times
higher than the average for Europe.
Each data source showed U.S. erime
rates for robbery at more than 200 per
100,000, compared to European rates of
less than 50 per 100,000,

For the crimnes of theft and auto
theft the ratio of U.S. rates to average
European rates was roughly 2 to 1.
Burglary was the only erime examined
for which U.S. rates were less than
double those for European countries.

The U.S. rates for violent erime were
also higher than those of the second
group (Canada, Australia, end New Zea-
land), but the differences were smaller,
compared to Europe. For burglary
and auto theft the rates were quite
similar. In fact, 1984 Interpol data
show a burglary rate for the combined
group that is about 40% higher than the
U.S. rate.
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. Tedle 1. Sumrrary data on International crime rates
Number of crimes per 100,000 population
; Canads,
N United Australia, and
: Crime and data serles States Europe®  New Zealand®
Homiclde (excluding attempts)
WHO 1980 10.5 14 1.5
UN 1980 10.1 1.3 oo
Interpol 1980 10.0 1.8 2.3
Iriterpol 1984 7.9 1.5 2.2b
Rape
UN 1980 36.0 5.0 e
Iaterpol 1980 36.0 4.2 10.5
Interpol 1984 35.7 5.4 1.a¢
Robbery
UN 1980 240.9 25.4 o
Interpol 1980 244.0 38.4 56.4
Interpol 1984 205.4 49.1 83.
lary
Interpol 1980 1,669.0 893.1 1,498.4
Interpol 1984 1,263.7 1,065.3 1,806.0
Theft
UN 1980 5,262.2 2,086.8
Auto theft
Interpol 1980 495.0 233.8 418,09
Interpol 1984 437.1 221.8 144,89
Rpates represent averages Jor reporting Sources: World Health Organization, World
countries; Interpol data for 1980 and 1984 Health Statistics Annual, vols. 1982-86;
are not cirectly ccmparable since identical Interpol, international Crime Statistics, vols.
sets of countries did not report for both 1979-80, 1981-8%, 1983-84; United Nations,
gea.rs; see tables 8 through 12, Second United Nations Crime Survey; U.S.
Does not include Australia. Census Bureau, Statistical Abstract of the
€poes not Include Canada. United States, 1587,
Does not Include New Zealand.

Between 1980 and 1984 the crime
rate in the United States dropped for
each crime studied except rape (table
2). The decreases were sizable, ranging
from 12% for auto theft to 24% for
burglary. In contrast, the average
crime rates for Europe and for Canada,
Australia, and New Zealand increased
for all erimes except homicide, for
which there were insufficient data to
make reliable comparisons. In most
cases the increases experiencad by
European countries and by Cenada,
Australia, and New Zealand were larger
than the Cecreases in the United
States. These countertrends sifnif-
icantly reduced the differenccs be-

tween tne crime rates of the United
States and those of the other countries.

Comparisons with individua: countries

In comparing homieide rates of
individual countries with that of the
United States, WHO Is the best source
because its data are based on an actual
count of deceased persons, Homicide
rates for the countries in the study
reporting to WHO ranged from .7 per
100,000 to 25.1 per 100,000 (table 3).
The U.S. rate of 10.5 per 100,000 wes
the second highest reported. Two-
thirds of the countries had rates under
2 per 100,000. Central and South

Table 3. Homicide In gelected countries,
rates for 198C: World Health
Organization data

Number of actual

homicides per
Country 100,000 population -
United States 10.5
Australia 1.2
Austria 1.2 "
Canada 2.1 N
Chile 2.6 -
Costa Rica 5.8 *
Czechoslovakia 1.1* <
Denmark 1.3 .
Ecuador 6.0* -5
Egypt .8
Engiand and Wales .8
Finland 33
France 1.0 N
Germany (FRG) 1.2 .
Greece .7
Hungary 2.6
Ireland .7
Italy 1.9*
Japan 1.0
Luxembourg 1.9
Netherlands .8
New Zealand 1.3
Norway 1.1
Panama 2.2
Portugal 1.3
Scotland 1.6 :
Spain 1.0
Saeden 1.2
Thailand 25.3
Venezuela 9.7¢
Yugoslavia 1.7
*1981 data.
Source: World Health Organization,
World Health Statistics Annual,
vols. 1982-86.

Table 2. Trends In International erime rates, 1980-84: Interpol data

Percent change In
crime rates, 1980-84 .

Canada,
United Australla, and
Crime States Europe New Zealand
Homicide -21%
{excluding attempts)

Rape 0 19% 63%*
Robbery -18 S0 13
Burglary -24 40 2]b
Auto theft -12 13 €

Note: Data for Europe and for
Canada/Australia/New Zealard include only

1984. Percent change was calculated by
computing the average rate for cach year
and then comparing the yearly averages.

...Not availables too few countries reporting
for both 1980 and 1984.
countries reporting data for both 1980 and 2D0es not include Canada.

Does not include News Zealand.
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American countries sesmed to Lave
somewhat higher rates than other coun-
tries, but so few reported that this may
not be representative of the whole
region.

The most recent information avail-
able on international crime rates is the
1984 Interpol data (table 4). Thirty-two
countries reported to Inierpol for 1984,
but not every country reported ev-
ery ecrime. The U.S, rates reflect
the downward trend in erime that oc-
curred here during the first part of the
1980's. Even so, the United States had
rates substantially higher than the
other ccuntries for the erimes ' homi-
cide, rape, and robbery.

Although it is at the high end of the
range for auto theft, the United States
does not have the highest rate; the U.S.
rate for burglary is approximately in
the middle of the range.

For each crime except burglary,
more than half the countries reporting
had crime rates that were less than half
those of the United States.
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Table 4. Crime rates in selected countries, 1984: Interpol dats
Number of crimes per 100,000 population
Homicides
Including
Country Actual attempts Rape Robbery Burglary Auto theft
United States 7.9 35.7 205.4 1,263.7 437.1
Australla 3.4 13.8 83.6 1,754.3 584.7
Austria .3 2.4 5.3 29.8 806.8 16.9
Belglum 3.3 5.8 50.0 140.8
Canada 2.7 8.3 92.8 1,420.8 304.9
Chile 5.8 8.3 10.6 36.4 7.6
Colombla oo 2.5 4.4 32.8 14.2
Denmark 1.2 5.8 7.7 35.6 2,230.2 489.5
Ecuador 4.5 5.9 22.8 1.8
Egypt 1.0 1.5 K] 3.3
England and Wales 118 148 2,78 44,62 1,639.7% 656.6%
Finland 3 5.6 6.5 33.7 1772.6 1717
France 4.8 5.2 105.6 809.8 483.4
Germany (FRG) 1.5 4.5 9.7 45.8 1,554.1 118.0
Greece 1.0 1.8 .9 2.3 72.8
Hungary 1.9 3.7 6.1 15.5 211.0 4.0
Indonesla 9 1.2 5.1 38.4 4.9
Ireland .8 1.1 2.0 5.4 1,056.8 29.7
» Italy 2.1% 5.58 1.8* 35.78 216.3
Japan .8 1.5 1.6 1.8 231.2 29.4
Luxembourg . 5.3 2.8 40.8 509.8 109.3
Monaco . . 43.2 500.0 176.3
Netherlands 1.2 7.2 52.9 2,328.7 155.9
New Zealand 1.7 2.5 14.4 14.9 2,243.1
Nigerla 1.58 172
Northern Ireland 4.08 9,88 5.0% 119.3% 1,360.7% 106.2%
Norway .98 4.28 273.12
Philippines 42,5 2.6 33.0 2.0
Portugal 3.0 4.6 2.0 21.6 99.7 61.3
Scotland 1.4 4.4 86.9 2,178.6 632.7
Spain 2.2 3.6 147.3 1,069.9 278.2
Sweden 1.4 5.7 11.9 44.1 1,708.8 460.0
Switzerland 1.1 2.2 5.8 21.2 276.8 w?
Thalland 16.6 5.3 10.0 8.7 2.0
Venezuela 9.9 17.4 161.0 85.9
...Not available, bAuto theft in Swltzerland omitted because it Source: Interpol, International Crime
81983 data. Includes bleyeles. Statistics, vols. 1983-84.

Comparison of gata sources

Interpol and the UN are the only
international organizations that colleet
annual crime statisties from a large
number of countries. Data are col-
lected by the police in member na-
tions. (In the United States such data
are provided by the FBI's Uniform
Crime Reports.) WHO, although it is
not an agency with a direct interest
in erime, collects annual data on causes
of death, including homicide, from pub-
lic health agencies. The use of WHO
data permits the comparison of homi-
cide rates from three different sources.

Interpol crime data are collected an-
nually but published biennially. The
most recently published data are for
1984. Interpol has a membership of 145
countries, but during the 1980-84 period
no more than 85 countries reported
their crime statistices in any single year.
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The UN crime survey was conducted
in 1983 and collected information for
1975-80 from 50 of the ?54 member
nations. (Another UN survey, which
will be conducted this year, will collect
data on the 1980-86 period.) The sur-
vey asked questions about all sectors of
the criminal justice system and about
crime control, as well gs about the
leval of erime. The UN survey ecm-
bines theft, burglary, and auto theft
into a single category.

The advantage of comparing crime
rates from different international data
sources is that this provides a way of
checking the reliability of reported
crime rates. Maay countries, however,
reported to none or at most to one of
the series. In general, relatively small
countries were more likely to report to
Interpol, the UN, and WHO than larger
ones, and socialist countries were less
likely to report than nonsocialist
countries.

Although the United Kingdom has
been counted as one country in terms of
country coverage, the differing crim-
inal justice systems in England and
Wales, in Scotland, and in North-
ern Ireland necessitate separate
reporting of erime rates.

Definitional problems in comparing
crime rates among nations

One of the greatest difficulties in
making international comparisons of
crime rates is the different erime
definitions that are used both among
different nations and among the avail-
able data sources. For international
comparisons of ecrime rates to have
validity, however, it is essential for
crime definitions to be similar.

Most countries collect crime sta-
tistics in categories that reflect their
legal codz and their cultural mores.




When faced with a questionnaire with
somewhat different erime definitions
than those used in their countries,
respondents ean do little more than
record their own crime categories and
point out_where differences arise.

The differences in erime definitions
from country to country are much
greater than the differences in defini-
tions used by the three data sources.
Thus, clear and ecmplete explanations
of definitional differences among coun-
-tries in crime categories are essential

to any meaningful assessment of differ-
~ ences in erime rates. Essential ex-
-plaratory notes, however, are not
consistently reported in either the
Interpol or the UN survey reports. An
explanation for a particular crime in
a given country may be reported in the
:Interpol data for one year but not for
another. This report assumes that any
explanatory notes for a given erime
apply .to that country's data f v all
years. Definitional explanati.ns for a
particular country that appear in
‘Interpol data but not in UN data, or
vice versa, are assumed to spply to the
country in both data sets,

Both the Interpol and the UN ques-
tionnaires asked respondent countries
to include attempted erimes in the
count of total erimes for each offense.
Interpol also asked respondents to re-
port for each offense the percentage-of
total erimes that were attempts. The
UN survey asked that for each offense
the number of attempted crimes be
shown separately as well. Many
countries, however, did not regort
separately on attempts.

With all the definitional differences
among countries, rate comparisons
must be made cautiously. Rates witkin
a few points of each other should be
viewed as roughly equivalent. Rates
for a single country that vary markedly
from one source to another should be
viewed cautiously. When a country's
rates are quite similar for all three
data sources, whatever is being meas-
ured is probably being measured in
approximately the same way each time.

Homicide

Interpol defines murder as "any act
-performed with the purpose of taking
human life, in whatever cirecum-
stances. This definition excludes
abortion but includes infanticide"
(emphasis in the original).

The UN defines intentional homicide
as death purposely infiicted by another
person ineluding infanticide. In the UN

survey some countries reported a larger
number for attempted homicide than
they did for total homicide (attempts
plus completed erimes). Where this
occurred, it was assumed that the re-
spondent had interpreted the request
for the total number of homicides as a
request for completed homicides only.
Therefore, for the purpose of this
study, actual homicide rates were based
on the smaller figure, but total homi-
cide rates (actua! and attempted) were
based on the sum of the two. This error
in reporting raises the possibility that
other countries may have made the
same mistake, but if they reported no
figure for attempted homicide there is
no way the error can be detected in the
data.

WHO defines homicide as death by
injury purposely inflicted by others.
The WHO definition makes no distine-
tion between intentional and uninten-
tional homicide. It excludes attempts,
however, because in health statistics
homieide is a subeategory of total
deaths.

In &n earlier definition "death by
legal intervention" was included. This
phrase covered deaths that resulted
from police activities but did not cover
legal executions. Four countries--
Denmark, Finland, Norway, and Swe-
den--reported their 1980 WHO data
under this earlier definition.

The definition of homicide used in
the United States excludes attempts.
These offenses are counted as assaults
in the Uniform Crime Reports. The
reason for this is that one cannot know
with certainty that an act is homieidal
in intent unless it is successful. The
United States appears to be the only
country to classify homicide in this
manner. This raises the question of
how other countries draw the dis-
tinction between homicide and serious
assault.

Japan classifies assault that results
in death as assault, not homicide, but
Japan classifies as homicide the prep-
aration for the commission of a homi-
cide and the partieipation in a suicide.
Czechoslovakia classifies rape that
results in the death of the vietim as
rape, not as homicide. These defini-
tional differences would tend to lower
the erime rates for these countries
compared to the United States.

Another major definitiona! difference
for which no adjustments could be made
is the inclusion of unintentional homi-
cide with intentional homicide,

Taree countries—France, West Ger-
many, and the Netherlands--reported to
the UN that they combined intentional

and unintentional homicide. They did
not report this to Interpol, even though
Interpol, like the UN, had requested
intentional homicide only.

The effeet of most definitional’
differences on homicide rates, though,
is small compared to the treatment of
attempted homicide. For this reason
attempted homieides were removed
from homicide rates wherever possible
to aid comparison among countries.

If each eountry had reported com-
pletely to each international orga-
nization, five separate messures of its
homieide rate would have been provided
(table 5). The three measures of getual
homicides should be nearly the same, as
should the two measures combining ac-
tual and attempted homicides. In ad-
dition, a country's rate for actual and
attempted homicides combined should be
greater than its rate for actual homi-~
cides alone. Finally, because tne WHO
rate for actual homicide is based on a
count of deceased persons, it should not
be larger than the Interpol rate or the
UN rate for actual homicide. Few
countries met this standard. On the
other hand, relatively few departed
from it to such an extent that it was
clear that the data were seriously in
error. ’

Rape

Interpol defines a sex offense cate-
gory that includes rape as follows:
"Each country should use the definitions
in its own laws to determine whether or
not &n act is a sex offense; rape shall
always be included in this eategory." It
then asks countries also to report rape
separately, but it dces not define the
term. Interpol leaves the matter of
statutory rape to each country. The
UN defines rape as "szxual intercourse
without valid consent," which includes
statutory rape.

Few individuai countries provided
explanatory notes for rape. None pro-
vided any to Interpol. Eg /pt reported
sexual offensas including rape but did
not provide separate figures for rape.
Norway and the United States reported
to the UN that their figures did not
inelude statutory rape; Relize noted
that rape incluged indecent assault; and
Grecce roported that the rape category
ineluded "lewdness, sodomy, seduction
of a child, incest, prostitution, and
procuring."
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Nine European countries and the
United States reported identical rates
for rape in 1980 to both the UN and to
Interpol (table 6). It appears that in
both cases they simply reported their
official rape statistic for that year. If
the offieial number corresponded to the
UN definition, it included statutory
rape.

The eight other countries that
reported to both the UN and Interpol
tended to report higher rates to the
UN, suggesting that they did not in-
clude statutory rape in the number they
reported to Interpcl.

In any comparicon of rape rates, two
underlying factors must be noted, even
though they cannot be quantified. One

‘is the degree of freedom and independ-

ence women have within a society and,
consequently, the degree of exposure
‘they have to the possibility of rape.
Another is the the extent to which

'stigma still attaches to a rape and the
-consequent reluctance vietims may

‘have to report the crime to anthor-
ities. The first factor may actually

affect the volume of rape from one
country to another. The second will not
affect the total volume of rape but will
affect the proportion of rape cases
reported to the police. Both of these
factors will tend to raise the reported
rate of rape in developed countries,
compared to some less developed
nations.

Rcbbery

Tha Interpol ¢ finition of robbery i:
"'robbery and vivlent theft.,"” The UN
definition is "the taking away of prop-
erty from & person overcoming resist-
ance by force or threat of force."

The United States defines robbery as
"the taking or attempting to take any-
thing of value from the care, custody,
or control of & person or persons by
force or threat of force or violence
and/or putting the victim in fear."

4 s s L kv et = e et K s B W e s Rt o ot At~ by s rds AN vk ? | M s = e 4 vy e 3

Table 5. Homicide in selected countries, rates for 1980: Table 6. Rape In selected countries,
Comparisox of data sources rates for 1980: UN and Interpol data
Number of homicides per 100,000 populatio Number of rapes per
Actual homicides 100,000 population
World Attempted and Country UN Interpol
Health —actual homicides
Organi- United United United States 35.0 36.0
Country zatlon Interpol  Nations  Interpol Nations Australia 7.7
Austria 7.5 5.2
United States 10.5 10.0 10.1 Belgium ]
Australia 1.2 2.5 3.1 Belize 17.7
Austria 1.2 1.0 1.0 2.2 2.2 Canada 9.6 14.1
Canada 2.1 2.6 2.1 6.0 5.4 Chile 34.2 12.1
Chille 2.6 5.7 6.1 13.8 Colombia 8.6 6.0
Costa Rica 5.8 4.5 2.7 6.5 5.8 Costa Riea 13.5 0.9
Czechoslovakia 1.1* 28 1 Czechoslovakia 2.9
Denmark 1.3l i4 1.5 4.5l 4.6 Denmark 6.3 7.0
Bt S R S " Ecvador o
England and Wales 8 1.3 1.2 1.6 1.6 Tiglandand Wales 2.2 25
Finland 3.3 2.4 24 5.3 5.3 France 3.5 3.5
France 1.0 oo 3.9 Germany (FRG) 11.2 11.2
Germany (FRG) 1.2 14 14 4.4 4.4 Greece 5.3 1.0
Greece .1 .7 .9 1.2 Hungary a4
Hungary 2.6 3.5 India K]
Ireland 7 eer 4 .6 .8 Indonesia e 1.5
italy 192 142 2.0 3.3 3.5 Ireland 1.4 14
Japan 1.0 .8 1.4 . .
Netherlands .8 10.7 10.6 ?:;;’ n . 33 1;
New Zealand 1.3 1.7 2.2 Netherlands 5.6 5.6
Norway 1.1 .8 .8 New Zealand 9.6
Panama 2.2 o ra 9.6 Nigeria 4.3
Portuga!l 1.3 1.6 1.8 3.2 3.7
Scotland 16 11 13 6.6 Norwa lretand 3 by
Spain 1.0 1.2 .1 Panama 10.2
Sweden 1.2 1.6 1.6 4.7b 4.7 Peru 2.3
Thailand 25.1a 18.3 Philippines 1.2
Yenezuela 9.7 13.5
Poland 4.4
Yugoslavia 1.7 6.0 Portugal 1.2 15
Note: Homicide excluding attempts was Sources: World Health Organization, World gcp:;rl‘and gg gg
recalculated from original data whenever Health Statistics Annual, vols. 1982-86; Interpol, Sweden 10.6 10.6
possible. International Crime Statistics, vols. 1979-80, . .
«.Not available. 1981-82, 1983-84; United Nations, Second United Venezuela 15.6
21981 data. Nations Crime Survey; U.S. Census Bureau, Yugoslavla 8.5
b1983 data. Statistical Abstract of the United States, 1987.

..Not available.

*1981 data.

Sources: United Nations, Second United
Nations Crime Survey; U.S. Census Bureau,
Statistical Abstract of the United

States, 1987; Interpol, International

Crime Statistics, vols. 1979-80.

England and Wales reported to
Interpol that their definition of ag-
gravated theft, which is the sum of
robbery and burglary, includes the
crime of "going equipped for stealing.”
It is not clear if this erime is included
in robbery or in burglary or is divided
between the two.

Czechoslovakia reported to the UN
that robbery and crimes of theft refer
only to erimes against individuals and
individually owned property. Robbery
or theft in Czechoslovakia involving
socially owned property is classified in
a separate category. As a result, rob-
bery and theft rates in Czechoslovakia
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-are.strikingly.lower. than those for
other countries (teble 7).

. The robbery rate reported to the UN
for Chile, 403, is extremely high, while
its reported theft rate, which includes
minor offenses, is rather low, 404
(appendix table). The fact that they
are also practically the same suggests

_ .the possibllity of error. This possibility
- 18 enhanced by the fact that the rob-
‘bery rate Chile reported to Interpol for

1980 was 24 per 100,000, Although its
reported rates are less then half those

-of Chile, Colombia also reported a
* higher rate for robbery than for theft,

but it did not report whether minor
theft was included in the theft rate.

Approximately one-fourth of the
countries reported the same or nearly
the same robbery rates both to Interpol
and to the UN.

Burglary and auto theft

Since the UN groups all of its erimes
of theft into one category, it has no
statisties for burglary or auto theft.
The Interpol definition of burglary is
"breaking and entering." The U.S. def-

Inition is "the unlawful entry of a strue-

ture to commit a felony or theft. The
use of fore2 to gain entry is not re-
quired to classify an offense as

a burglary"

_Interpol defines auto theft as "theft
of motor cars." The U.S. definition
includes theft of any motor vehicle that

s self-propelled and runs on a surface

instead of rails. This includes motor-
cycles, motor scooters, and the like;
however, the overwhelming number of
U.S. motor vehicle thefts are thefts of
autos or trucks.

Probably the most important factor

.in motor vehicle theft is the number of

motor vehicles per capita in the coun-
try. Developed nations in which auto-
mobile ownership Is widespread gen-
erally had the highest rates of auto
theft (table 4).

Table 7. Robbery in selected countries,
rates for 1989: UN and Interpol data

Number of rebberies

per 100,000

population ____
Country UN Interpotl
United States 240.9 244.0
Australia 56.8
Austria 12.6 30.5
Belgium e 32.5
Belize 29.9
Canada 102.1 103.7
Chile 403.4 23.5
Colombia 191.8 36.7
Costa Rica 82.2 21.8
Czechoslovakia 5.3
Denmark 28.3 28.5
Ecuador 8.9*
England an¢ dales 30.2 30.5
Finland 29.1 40.9
France 9.0 65.8
Germany (FRG) 38.5 . 39.3
Greece 8 7
Hungary 9.6
India 3.5
Indonesia 8.2
Ireland 39.2 33.4
Italy 7.6 18.6*
Japan Y e 1.9
Monaco i1.1
Netherlands 30.0 30.1
New Zealand 9.0
Nigerla 4.3
Northern Ireland 84.2
Norway 8.3
Panama 14.3
Peru 19.3
Philippines 13.9
Poland g
Portugal 16.5 18.3*
Scotland 72.3 72.2
Spain 73.2 63.6
Sweden 41.2 41.2
Venezuela 149.0
Yugoslavia 4.5

#1981 data.

Sources: United Nations, Second United
Nutlons Crime Survey; U.S. Census Bureau
Statistical Abstract of the United States,
1987; Interpol, Internations) Crime
Slaustlcs vols. 1979-80.

Theft

The UN definition of thert is an
encompassing one: "the stealthy taking
away of property without the owner's
consent, including burglary and house-

" breaking. It includes theft of a motor

vehicle, and both simple and gggravated
theft as defined by the criminal law of
each country. Shoplifting and other
minor offences, for example, pilfering
and petty theft, may be included or not
according to the usual practice of each
country."

Minor theft, when it is included in 2
country's theft data, constitutes the
bulk of this crime. Only two countries
reporting theft to the UN indicated
that it did not include minor thefts in
thls category. Nine of the 26 countries
reporting theft did not say whether
they included minor theft, making their
data difficult to assess. Two countries
--Finland and Poland--did not include
auto theft in their general theft
category.
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Table 8. Homiclde in selected countries, rates for 1980-84: Interpol data

Number of actual homicldes Number of attempted and actual

per 100,000 population homicides per 100,000 population
Country 1980 1981 1982 1983 1984 1980 1981 1982 1983 1884
United States® 10.0 9.8P g.ab 8.3 7.9
Australia 2.5 2.5 . 3.1 2.6 2.7 3.1 3.4
Austria 1.0 1.1 1.2 1.4 1.3 2.2 2.1 2.1 2.5 2.4
Belgium 1.4 1.1 1.8 1.3 2.9 2.7 3.3 2.1 3.3
Canada 2.6 2.8 2.1 2.8 2.1 6.0 6.6 6.6 6.3 6.3
Chile 5.7 6.4 5.8 5.0 5.8 6.1 7.1 6.3 5.5 6.3
Colombia s 2.0 1.9 2.2 30.2 2.5
Costa Rica 4.5 6.5
Denmark 1.4 1.3 3. 1.4 1.2 4.5 5.0 5.8 5.0 5.8
Ecuador 2 1.5 2.3 4.5
Fgypt 2.1 .8 1.0 2.2 oo 1.4 1.5
England and Wales 1.3 1.1 1.2 1.1 1.6 1.5 1.6 1.4
Finland 2.4 2.3 2.2 2.4 2.3 5.3 5.3 6.4 6.1 5.6
France 3.9 4.7 4.6
Germany (FRG) 1.4 1.5 1.6 1.5 1.5 4.4 4.8 4.9 4.5 4.5
Greece K K .8 .8 1.0 .8 1.4 1.7 1.8 1.8
Hungary 1.9 1.9 3.5 3.8 3.7
India 3.3 3.3 .
Indonesia 5 1.2 1.2 1.1 1.4 .8
Ireland s 1.0 .8 6 Jq 1.3 1.1
Italy 1.4 2.5 2.1 3.3 4.4 5.3
Japan . .8 .8 .8 .8 .8 1.4 1.5 1.5 1.5 1.5
Luxembourg 1.4 5.3
Monaco 3.7
Netherlands N 1.3 1.2 10.7 10.6 10.6 11.2
New Zealand 1.7 1.9 o 1.9 1.7 2.2 2.4 2.5 2.5
Nigeria e 1.5 3.0 1.7
Northern Ireland 6.0 6.8 6.5 4.0 23.1 31.6 24.0 19.8
Norway .8 Ja 1.1 .9
Peru 2.2
Philippines 13.4 31.8 434 42.5
Portugal 1.6 2.8 3.0 3.2 4.6 4.6
Scotland 1.3 1.4
Spain 1.2 1.1 1.8 2.2
Sweden 1.6 1.8 1.5 14 4.7 4.9 5.4 5.7
Switzerland 1.4 1.1 2.3 2.2
Thailand 18.3 16.6
Yenezuela 13.5 11.0 11.0 12.5 9.9
Note: Homicide rates excluding attempts  %The United States classifies all attempted Sources Interpol, International Crime
were calculated from original data gomlcldcs as assaults. Statistics, vols. 1979-80, 1981-82, 1983-84.
wherever possible. Not reported by Interpol; number is from
..Not available. the ¥Bl, Crime In the United States, 1982.

Comparing rates over time

Because of all of the definitional and
reporting difficulties noted above,
directly comparing the erime rate of
one courtry to that of another is often
problematical. Yet, if the international
reporting of crime rates is to have any
usefulness at all, it must be in describ-
ing crime trends. The ability to say
with some confidence that the rate of
erime as reported to Jaw enforcement
authorities I8 rising in one coun-
try, while falling in another and
remaining basically unchanged in a
third, is a fairly minimal expectation
from internationel crime rates.

2 1 Text Provided by ERIC

A S, n et
P I N R R

Examining a country's erime rates for
the same crime over several years is
another way of assessing the reliability
of the measurements. Rates that in-
spire a higher degree of zonfidence are
those that vary slightly from one year
to another or those that seem to show &
definite trend throughout the period,
such as the U.S. homieide rate (table 8).

Rates that vary sharply from year to
year hizhlight the danger of citing a
rate for only 1 year and suggest that, at
a minimum, ditferent respondents were
reporting for the country during the
period. On the other hand, rates that
are identical throughout the 5-year

period, while they may be entirely
accurate, should be viewed with
caution.

Fewer countries could report actual
homieide rates for 1980-85 than eould
report actaal and attempted homicides
combined. Since the user cannot know
from reports to Interpol what each
country includes in attempted homi-
cide, the direction of the trend is
probably more important than the
absolute level of the rate.

The total homicide rates for most
countries did not show a definite trend
but varied within what seemed to be
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reasonable limits. Colombia's 1983
homicide rate was about 12 times
higher than the rates for adjacent
years, almost certainly a reporting
error. The total homicide rate for the
Philippines more than tripled over the
S-year period. Ecuador's rate, starting
at an unusually low level, increased by
a factor greater than 20 in 3 years.

Most countries reported rates for
répe that varied within narrow limits or
showed reasonable trends (table 9).
Ecuador's rape rate, however, increased

‘by a factor of nearly 10 in 3 years.
‘Such large inereases in a short time as

Ecuador experienced both for rape and
for homicide suggest changes in re-
porting practices or in definitions or
possibly an exparsion in geographie
coverage within the country.

Robbery rates over the 5-year period

-did not show the stability exhibited by

the.rates for rape (table 10). The
robbery rate for Spain doubled in §
years. Several other European coun-
tries showed large increases during a

‘| Table 9. Rape In selected countries, rates for 1980-34; Interpol data Table 10. Robbery fu selected countries, rates for 1880-84; Interpol data
Number of rapes per 100,000 population Number of robberies per 100,000 population
Country 1980 1981 1982 1983 1984 Country 1880 1981 1882 1983 1984
‘| United States 36.0 35.6¢ 33.6¢ 33.7 35.7 United States 244.0 250.6¢ 231,9¢ 216.5 205.4
Australis 7.1 8.8 10.1 11.8 13.8 Australia 56.6 32.0 636§ 80.8 83.6
‘| Austria 5.2 5.0 5.5 5.1 5.3 Austria 30.5 34.5 35.1 28.7 29.8
" Belgium .7 .8 6.4 5.4 5.7 Belgium 32.2 34.7 43.9 43.1 50.0
Canads 14.1 14.6 10.3 . Canada 103.7 109.4 110.7 97.6 92.8
Chile 12.1 11.8 10.5 10.8 10.6 Chile 23.5 24.3 22.2 43.4 36.4
‘Colombia 6.0 5.9 4.5 4.6 4.4 Colombia 38.7 36,2 41.1 317.8 32.8
Costa Rica 8.9 e Costa Rica 21.6
Denmark 7.0 .1 7.1 8.9 1.7 Denmark 28.5 29.9 21.5 29.8 35.6
Ecuador .6 2.4 5.6 5.9 Ecuador 6.9 29.9 27.3 27.8
England and Wales 2.5 2.2 2.7 2.7 Egypt .3 4
Finland 7.1 8.7 7.6 6.1 6.5 England and Wales 30.5 41.1 46.0 44.6
France 3.5 . 5.2 5.2 Finland 40.9 40.8 39.7 35.7 33.7
Germany (FRG)  11.2 11.2 10.9 11.0 9.7 I.ance 65.8 93.6 105.6
Greece 1.0 .4 1.0 1.1 .9 Germany (FRG) 39.3 44.9 49.4 48.1 45.8
Hungary 4.4 5.8 6.1 Greece Jq .9 1.4 2.1 2.3
India 1 s Hungary 9.6 12.7 15.5
Indonesia 1.5 1.5 1.1 1.2 1.2 india 3.5 s
Ireland 1.4 1.5 s 1.7 2.0 indonesia 8.2 11.5 114 7.7 5.1
Italy 1.1 1.0 1.8 Ireland 334 39.0 65.8 54.6
Japan 2.2 2.2 2.0 1.7 1.8 taly 18.6 22.9 35.7
Luxembourg 2.5 2.8 Japan 1.9 2.0 1.9 1.9 1.8
Netherlands 5.6 6.0 7.4 7.4 7.2 Luxembourg as 46.2 40.8
New Zealand 9.6 9.8 14.4 Monaco 11.1 29.6 39.8 25.2 43.2
Nigeria 4.3 s Netherlands 30.1 38.1 464 47.8 52.9
Northern Ireland 4.2 4.1 5.3 5.0 New Zesland 9.0 o 9.9 14.9
Norway v3.2 2.8 3.3 4.2 Nigeria 4.3
Peru 12.3 Northern Ireland 84.2 176.5 1273 119.3
Philippines 1.2 s 2.4 2.6 Peru 19.3
Portugal 1.5 .8 2.0 Philippines 13.9 o 28.9 33.0
Scotland 3.2 4.4 Portugal 18.3 20.7 21.6
Spain 2.3 2.4 2.9 3.6 Scotland 72.2 86.9
Sweden 10.6 10.4 11.1 11.9 Spain 6:.> 58.1 102.6 147.3
Switzerland 6.1 5.8 Sweden 1 38.8 41.7 44.1
Thailand 5.2 5.3 Switzerland 24.7 24.2
Venezuela 15.6 16.5 16.6 17.2 174 Thalland oo 11.4 10.0
Venezuela 149.0 125.¢ 151.8 194.8 161.0
«.Not avallable. Sources Interpol, International
*Not reported by Interpol; Crime Statistics, vols. 1979-80, ...Not available. Source: Interpol, International
number is from the FBI, Crime  1981-82, 1983-84. *Not reported by interpol; Crime Statisties, vols, 1979-80,
in the United States, 1982, number Is from the FBi, Crime 1981-82, 1983-84.
in the United States, 1982,

time when the U.S. rate was decreas-
ing. Ecuador experienced an apparent
discontinuity in robbery rates between
1981 and 1982, again suggesting that
some of the factors mentioned above
were operetive,

Burglary rates deereased for the
United States and Canada between 1980
and 1984 (table 11). For most other
countries, however, they increased,
sometimes sharply. The burglary rate
in the Netherlands nearly doubled in 4
years, and the rate for Spain nearly
tripled. Both Greece and Indonesia
showed sharp diseontinuities in their
series between 1980 and 1981,

Few countries showed persistent
trends in rates for auto theft through-
out the S-year period, although rates
for many countries moved sharply from
year tc year (table 12). The United
States, Canada, Venezuela, and Monaco
showed decreasing rates. Australii,
Belgium, the Netherlands, Norway,
Spain, and Sweden all had inereasing
rates over the period. Hungary showed

an apparent break in its series between
1983 and 1984.

Conclusion

One conclusion to be drawn fron. the
international comparison of erime rates
Is that it is risky to quote a erime rate
for a particular country for a particular
year without examining rates for other
years, and, whenever possible, rates
from other sources. Crime rates are
frequently twice as much or half as
much as those for an adjacent year or
from a different series. By extension,
it is also risky to compare erime rates
for two or more countries without look-
ing at several years and at other
sourees.

The biggest barrier to comparing
crime rates may well be the appre-
hension produced within countries at
the thought of some numerieal ranking.
Interpol has attempted to calm fears
of member countries by stating firmly
in the introduction to each edition of




Table 11. Burglary in selected countries, rates for 1980-84: Interpol data e 12, Auto theft In selected countrles, rates for 1980-84: Interpol data
. Number of burglaries per 100,000 population _ Number of auto thefts per 100,000 population
) Cauntry 1880 1981 1982 1883 1984 Country 1980 1981 1982 1983 1984
United States 1,669.0 1,632.1% 1,475.2% 1,337.7 1,263.7 United States 495.0  468.7%  452.8*  430.8 4371
Australia 1,268.3 896.} 1,538.2 1,748.5 1,754.3 . Australia 399.2 432.0 §33.8 $86.2 §84.7
Austria 746.3 874.1 £93.2 843.0 805.8 Austria 18.0 21.1 19.5 17.2 16.9
Belgivm 504.8 599.2 695.4  705.2 Belgium 66.5 18.2 121.8 1346 140.6
-Canada 1,497.1 1,552.6 1,501.86 1,456.2 1,420.6 Canada 436.7 442.8 353.2 305.4 304.9
Denmark 1,893.9 1,837.6 1,948.4 2,052.3 2,230.2 Chile 1.8 8.0 9.5 11.8 1.6
< Ecuador or 28.6 ot oot s Colombla 11.0 15.3 16.5 14.3 14.2
N Egypt 9.2 s Denmark 411.0 391.1 394.8 426.9 469.5
' . England and Wales  1,264.4  1,465.3 1,634.0 1,638.7 Ecuador o 11.1 1.8 3.3 7.8
Finland s 762.1 808.1 162.8 112.6 Egypt 1.9 2.9 3.3
‘ France £12.0 735.5 809.8 England and Wales 658.7 673.9 708.1 656.6
* . ermmp! (FRG) 1,188.3 1,319.7 1,450.1 1,535.4 1,554.1 Finland 163.1 168.8 168.2 177.1 171.7
’ - Greece .2 87.0 70.8 68.5 72.8 France 398.9 465.3 483.4
. Hungary 147.7 184.6 211.0 Germeny (FRG) 104.2 116.6 127.4 130.6 118.0
. India 24.4 - Greece .
. ~donesia 3.5 u2.4 53.4 46.1 384 Hungary 349 38.1 4.0
Ireland 647.2 735.4 e 1,065.0 1,056.8 Indonesia 3.5 4.8 6.4 5.3 4.2
ftaly 48.2 44.6 P Ireland 15.2 19.2 31.8 29.7
Japan 248.3 255.8 254.6 249.1 251.2 Italy o 230.8 209.1 276.3
Luxembourg o oo o 504.8 $09.8 Japan 21.6 28.4 28.2 29.1 29.4
Monaco 433.3 292.8 590.1 590.4 500.0 Luxembourg 121.8  109.3
Netherlands 1,219.1  1,512.5 1,754.0 1,954.4  2,328.7 Monaco 222.2 203.7 213.6 194.4 176.3
New Zealand 1,729.8 we  2,269.9 2,243.1 Netherlands 102.0 119.9 135.0 138.2 155.9
. Nigerla 16.0 Northern Ireland 349.3 817.7 85.8 106.2
4 Northern Ireland 1,275.8 1,324.8 1,390.2 1,360.7 Norway 177.8 216.7 249.4 273.1
Feru 255.1 e we Peru 11.9
Portugal 86.0 87.0 99.7 Philippines 1.8 2.0
Scotland 1,522.3 e we  2,178.8 Portugal o 49.2 e 57.8 81.3
Spain 357.4 oo 440. 784.1 1,089.9 Scotland 625.5 o o 632.7
Sweden 1,682.4 1,648.1 w 1,678,0 1,708.8 Spaln 214.6 173.8 255.0 298.2
Switzerland e e 1,069.4 976.8 Sweden 412.4 393.0 o 418.8 460.0
Thalland 8.8 8.7 Thalland 1.7 2.0
Venezuela 271.3 . o Venezuela 168.3 129.4 1293 115.5 85.9
...Not avallable, than the rates for 1981-84. It is «..Not avallable, Source: Interpol, International
2Not reported by Interpol likely an error. *Not reportcd by Interpol; Crime Statistics, vols. 1979-80,
number Is from the FBl, Crime  Source: Interpol, International number Is from the FBl, Crime  1983-82, 1983-84.
. ln the United States, 1932, Crime Statistics, vols. 1978-80, in the United States, 1982,
t Is not known why the 1880 1981-82, 1983-84. —_—
rate of .2 Is 0 much lower

International Crime Statisties that "the
, information given is in no way Intended
for use as a basis for comparisons be~

. tween different countries.”

The introduction continues: "Our
statisties cannot take account of the
differences that exist between the legal
definitions of punishable offences in
various countries, of the different
methods of calculation, or of any
K changes which may have oceurred in
the countries concerned during the
reference period. All these factors
. obviously have repercussions on the
. figures supplied. Police statisties
. reflect the crimes reported to or
detect. 1 by the police and therefore
cover only part of the total number of
offénses actuelly committed. More-

. over, the volume of unreported crime

. -depends to some extent on action taken
: by the police, and may therefore vary
from one point in time to another and

- =~ . from one country to arother. Conse-

. 7 quently, the figures given in these

. statisties must be’intérpreted
3" wlth caution."

EMC

PAruirox povidegoy esic

Eryorany

e etes tae o %

To make the international compari-
son of erime rates as meaningful as
possible, the data gatherer and the data
provider must take joint responsibility
for assuring that complete explanatory
notes are réeported each year, mini-
irizing the assumptions that users must
make. Apparent errors must be exam-
ined and corrected if they are actually
errors. The definitions of each crime
reported by each country must be stated
in full so that differences among coun-
tries may be taken into acecount.
Wherever a country can show detail for
a crime category, it should do so in
order to facilitate comparison with
countries that can report only part of
that crime group. Finally, each country
should report in full on the degree of
geographical coverage its erime sta-
tistics represent. Only after these
things have been accomplished will it
be useful to begin looking at other
causes of differences in crime rates
among nations.

Appendix: Country notes
Interpol data

Countries were asked to report both
the total number of erimes and the
percent of crimes that were attemnts.
Countries also reported their total
population and their erime rates.
Where the percentage of attempts was
available for homicide, homieide rates
were recalculated to obtain rates for
completed homicides so that the rates
would be comparable to those for the
United States. Some homicide rates
that included attempts were extremely
low, suggesting that only actual homi-
cldes had been reported for total homi-
cldes.

Country notes were reported in each
of the three International Crime
Statisties volumes used in this report.
When notes were given for a single year
only, that y=ar is noted in parentheses
at the end of the note. If no year ap-
pears, then the note applies to all §
years of data. The nature of some




notes strongly suggests that they apply
to all 5 years of data, even though they
appear only in certain years.

Only comments relating to the
: crimes presented in this report are

shown below. Some countries may have

reported comments relating to other
crimes.

Australia. The Australian Capital Territory, New
South Wales, and South Australia do not record at-
tempted crimes. The Northern Terrltory and Queens~
land record attempted erimes for murder; Western

Australla, for murder and rape; Victorla, for

murder, rape, and car theft; Tasmanla, for all
crimes. The Australlan Capital Terrltory, the
Northern Territory, and Victorla do not record

robbery or burglary. Western Australla does not

record auto theft.

Belgium. Percentage of attempted homlc!des not

shown In 1984.

Colombla. Percentage of attempted homicldes not

shown.

Costa Rlca, Data supplied f~: 1980 only.

Ecuador. No data supplled for 1980. Percentage of

attempted homlcldes not shown.
Egypt. No data supplled for 31981 or 1982.

England and Walrs. The erimes of robbery and
burglary may each Include sosne number of the

erime of "golng equipped for stealing™ (1980-32).

Finland. Homlcide Includes mar3laughter (1981-
84). Auto theft Includes "taking and drlving away"

(1981-84).

France. No data reported for 1981 and 1982.
Percentsge of attempted homicides not shown.

Greecc. Automoblle theft not shown separatcly

(1983-84).
Hungaty, No data reported for 1981 and 1982.
1980.,

attempted homlcides not shown.

IndoC.esla. Percentage of attempted homlaldes
shown for 1980 only.

attempted homicldes not shown for 1980.
Italy. No data shown for 1980.

Japan. Homielde Includes preparation for the

and not as a homleide (1980).

Luxembourg. No data for 1930-82. Percentage
of attempted homlcides not shown for 1983 and
1984,

82).

1984 was reported as 12,26 per 100,000, but re-
calculation using reported homlc!des and the
reported population produces a rate of 1.2 per
190,000,

. Now Zealand. No data reportad for 1982,

. FRIC

RS ext Provided by ERIC

B

N

Dercentage of attempted homleldes not shown for

India. Data reported for 1980 only. Perccntage of

Ireland. No data shown for 1982, Percentage of

commisslon of a hom!clde and pasticlpation in a
sulelde (1980). When inflicted bodlly Injury results
In death, the crime Is classified ac a serlous assault

Mongco. Homlcldes glven for 1981 only; percentage
of sttempted homicldes not shown. "Account shouid
be taken of the very large tourist populatlon” (1980-

Netherlands, Percentage of attempted homicldes
nol shown for 1880 or 1981. In 1984 only actual
homlcides were reported. The homleide rate for

Appendix table. Crime rates In selected countries, 1980: Unlted Natlons data
Number of crimes per 100,080 population
Homicide
Including
Country Actual attempts Rape Robbery Theft
United States 10.1 36.0 240.9 §,262.2
Austria 1.0 2.2 1.5 12.68 2,074.0
Bellze 18.3 17.7 29.9 1,827.8
Canada 2.1 5.4 9.6 102.1 5,071.5
Chile o9 13.8 34.2 403.4 404.1
Colombia 2,3 7.3 8.6 1.8 138.7
Costa Rlca 2.7 5.8 13.5 R2.2 183.7
Czechoslovakia e g 2.9 See 46.9
Denmark 1.5 4.6 8.3 28.5 4,417.2
England and Wales 1.2 1.8 2.5 30.2 4,148.8
Finland 2.4 5.3 7.7 39.1 2,118.2
France " o 3.5 9.0 2,983.6
Germany (FRG) 1.4 44 11.2 38.5 3,960.0
Greece 1.2 5.3 .8 184.1
Ireland 4 K] 1.4 30.2 1,159.3
1taly 2.0 35 3.3 7.8 301.4
Netherlands 10.6 5.8 30.0 §89.5
Northern Ilreland 5.6 22.6 3.1 1,837.8
Norway et .8 3.2 8.3 2,420.2
Panama o 9.6 10.2 14.3 180.1
Poland 1.4 18 44 N §15.2
Portugal 1.8 3.7 1.2 16.5 233.1
Scotland L1 8.6 8.9 72.3 4,998.3
Spaln d 2.5 73.2 1,093.2
Sweden 1.6 4.7 10.6 41.2 8,186.9
Yugoslavia 6.1 8.5 4.5 392.4
..sNot avallable. Bureau, Statistical Abstract of the United
Sources: Unlted Nations, Second Unlted States, 1987.
Nations Crime Survey; U.S. Census

Nigeria. No data reported for 1981, 1982, and
1984. Percentage of attempted homicldes not
shown for 1980.

Norway. No data shown for 1984. Percentage of
attempted homleldes not shown.

Peru. Data reported for 1980 only. Percentage of
attempted homicides not shown.

Phillpplnes. No data shown for 1982. Percentage of
attempted homivides not shown.

Portugal. Data not reported for 1980 and 1982,

Scotland. No data glven f.r 19F1-83. Percentage
of attempted homieldes not shown.

Spaln. Data not reported for 1981. Percentage of
attempted homlcldes not shown. Auto theft in-
cludes unlaw{ul usage of a car without owner's
permission (1880, 1982, and 1983).

Sweden. Data not reported for 1982,

Switzerland. Data reported only for 1983 and
1984. Auto theft Includes theft of motorcycles and
bleycles (1983-84) and has been excluded from the
tables.

Thalland. Data reported only fo. 1983 and 1984,
Percentage of attempted homicldes not shown.

United States. Data not reported for 1981 and
1982, Separate attempt statistics are only avallable
for rape and breaking and entering (1980). Auto
theft Includes theft of any motor vehlcle that is
self-propelled and runs on the surface and not on
ralls (1880). (Note: The comments do not mentlon
that homiclde as defined in the United States does
not Include attempts.)

Crime statistles for & number of cases known to
the pollee Include the estimated total number of
offenses reported fo all U.S. agencles. Because
some law enforcement agencles are not able to pro-
vide dtta or do not provide data for all 12 months of

11

a year, estimated or extrapolated erlme counts for
such agencles are used.

The total U.S. population used to compute the
crime rates for the volume of erime per 100,000
Inhabitants was based upon census preliminacy
estlmated counts for the natlonwide residential
population. This population figure may differ
significently from the actual U.S. population.

Venczuela. Percentage of attempted homleldes not
shown.

United Nations data

Crime rates for UN data were
computed using population statisties
from the "Comparative International
Statisties" seetion of the 1987
Statistical Abstract of the United
States.

Countries were instrusted to provide
a count of total erimes for each erime
type reported and a count for attempts
only. Some countries reported a
number for attempted homicide that
was larger than the number reported
for total homieide. When this was the
case, it was assumed that the number
reported as the total was the number of
completed murders, and rates for
actual homicide were computed on thst
basis. Further, in these cases the
number reported for tota! homieide and
the number reported for attempted
homicide were combined into "actual
and attempted homicide," and a rate
was computed for that number. For
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those countries that reportcd a total
count for homicide but no count for
attempted homiclde, ¢rime rates for
the total were computed and shown in
the tables as "actual and attempted
homicide."

Countries were requested to indicate
whether their reported number of total
thefts included a count of minor thefts;
some countries did not provide this
information.

Austrla. Theft includes minor offenses.

Bellze. Rape Includes indecent assault. Theft
excludes minor offenses.

Canads. Total homicices reported were 4963
attempted homicides reported, 792. Theft includes
minor offenses.

Chlle, Thef: includes minor of{cnses.

Colombla. Total homleldes reported were 618;
attempted homicldes reported, 1,302. Ne m-
formation giver. on minor thefts.

Costs Rica. No informatlon given on minor thefts.

Cxechoalovakia. A rape resulting in the un-
Intentional death of the victim is clossified as a
rape, not a homicide. Robbery and theft Include
only erlmes against indiviczais and indivldually
owned property. Robbery or theft involving
pronzrty In socialist cwnership Is classi-

fied separately. Theft excludes minor offenses.

Denmark. Theft fncludes minor 2ffcnses,
England. Theft includes minor offenses.

Finland, Rapc sxcludes statutory rape. Theft
includes minor offenses but excludes auto theft.

France. Homlcide includes unintentional
homicides. No Informatlon given on mlnor thefts.

Germany (FRG). Homicide Includes unintentional
homicides. No information given on minor thefts.

Greece. The rape category Includes lewdness,
sodomy, seduction of a child, incest, prostitution,
and procuring. Theft Includes minor offenses.
Ireland. Theft includes minor offenses.

Ialy. Theft includel minor offenses.
Netherlands. Homiclde Includes unintentional
homicide. T’ere I8 no crime category called
robbery; reported in this category are thefts in
which violence was used. No Information given
on mlnor thefts.

Northern Ireland. Total homicides reparted were
88; atte mpted hom!iciucs regorted, 264. No
Information glven on minor thefts.

orway. No !nformation given on minor theits.
Fanama. No Information given on minor thefts.

Poland. Theft f rciudes mince ¢“fenses.

Portugn” “des mh.ur offences but
rxctuiss

‘Brotlare 5 inlner offanzes,
Bweder. + minor offenses.

United States. :iv...cides do not include attempts.
Rape excludes statutory rape. Thefts include minor
offenses.

LY N

() “wia. No information given on minor thefts.
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New from BJS

e BJS data report, 1987, NCJ-110643,
5/88

@ Prisoners i 1987 (BJS Bulletin), NCJ-
116333, 4/88

o Bureau of Justice Statistics annual
report, fiscal 1987, NCJ-109928, 4/88

¢ Motor vehicle theft (BJS Special
Report), NCJ-109978, 3/88

e National Crime Survey preliminary
data for 1987 (press release), 3/88

e Drunk driving (BJS Special Report),
NCJ-109945, 2/88

o Felony laws of the 50 States and the
District of Columbia,1986, $14.70
postpaid, NCJ-105066, 2/88, 854 pp.

e Correctional populations in the
United States, 1985, NC3-103957, 2/88
o Data center & clearinghouse for drugs

Bureau of Justice Statistics
Scecizl Reports are prepared
priucipally by BJS staff. This
report was w: itten by Carol B.
Kalish, chief of data analysis.
Sophie Bowen provided statistical
assistance. The report was edited
by Frank D. Balog. Report pro-
¢uction was administered by
Marilyn Marbrook, publications
unit chief, assisted by Christina
Robherts, Jeanne Harris, and
Yvonne Shields.

May 1988, NCJ-110776

& crime (brochure), BC-000092, 2/88

o Drugs and crime: A guide to BJS
data. *:J-109956, 2/88

o rretriel release and detention: The
BRail Reform Act of 1984 (BJS Special
Report), NCJ-109929, 2/88

o Profile of Staie prison inmates, 1986
(BJS Special Report), NCJ-109926, 1/88
o Tracking offenders, 1984 (BJS Bul-
letin), NCJ-109686, 1/88

The Assistant Attorney General,
Office of Justice Programs, coor-
dinates the activities of the
following program offices and
bureaus: the Buresu of Justice
Statistics, Mational Institute of
Justice, Bureau of Justice Assist-
ance, Office of Juvenile Justice
and Delinquency Prevention, and
tha Office for Vietims of Crime.

U.S. Department of Justi
Bureau of Justice Statistics

Crime 5

of crime 16

Corrections 52

Source notes 79

Drugs and crime 20

The cost of crime 27

BJS Data Repoit, 1987

BJSreportson...

Characteristics of various types

The public response to crime 30

Adjudication and sentencing 27

Recidivism and career criminals €8

Privacy, security, and confidentiality
of criminal justicedata 73
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To be added to any BJS mailing list, copy
or cut out this page, fill it in and mail it to:

. [ 1f the mailing label belnw is
-correct, check here and do not
.- Till in name and address.’

Name:
Title:
Organization:

Street or boy:s

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

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

Please put me on the mailiag list for—

E] Justice expenditure and employ-
" ment reports--annua! spending
and staffing by Federal/State/
local governments and by func-
tion (pelice, courts, ete.)

O

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

Privacy and security of eriminal
history information and informa-
tion-policy--new legislation;
maintaining and releasing
intelligence and investigative
records; data quality issues

Pederal statistics--data describ-
ing Federal case processing, from
investigation through prosecution,
adjudication, and corrections

O

New!

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

User Services Department 2

Box 6000

Rockville, MD 20850

O

Juvenile corrections reports--
juveniles in custody in public and
private detention and correction-
al facilities

Drugs and erime data--sentencing D
and time served by drug offend-

ers, drug use at time of crime by
jail inmates and State prisoners,

and other quality data on drugs,

crime, and law enforcement

BJS bulletius and special reports
--timely reports of the most
current justice data

O

Prosecution and adjudication in
State courts--case processing
from prosecution through court
dispesition, State felonv laws,
felony sentencing, criminal

You will receive an
annual renewal card.
If you do not return it,
we must drop you from
the mailing list.

et AN S b w a g b

Corrections reports--results of
sample surveys and censuses of 3
jails, prisons, parole, probation;
and other corrections data

National Crime Survey reporis--
the only regular national survey
of crime victims

Sourcebook of Criminal Justice 4
Statisties (annual)--broad-based :
data from 150+ sources (400+
tables, 100+ figures, index)

.

Send me a form to sign up for N1J
Reports (issued free 6 times a
year), which abstracts both
private and government criminal
justice publications and lisis
conferences and training sessions
in the f'eld.
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ERIC PROCESSING AND
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