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SUMMARY OF THE UNIFORM CRIME REPORTING (UCR) PROGRAM

Bernan Press is proud to present its fourth edition of Crime
in the United States. This title was formerly published by the
Federal Bureau of Investigation (FBI), but is no longer
available in printed form from the government. This edition
contains final data from 2008, the latest data that are cur-
rently available.

This section examines the best way of using the publica-

tion’s data and discusses the history of the UCR Program,
which collects the data used in Crime in the United States.

About the UCR Program

The UCR Program is a nationwide, cooperative statistical
effort of nearly 17,800 city, university and college, county,
state, tribal, and federal law enforcement agencies who vol-
untarily report data on crimes brought to their attention.
Since 1930, the FBI has administered the UCR Program
and continued to assess and monitor the nature and type of
crime in the nation. The program’s primary objective is to
generate reliable information for use in law enforcement
administration, operation, and management; however, its
data have over the years become one of the country’s lead-
ing social indicators. Criminologists, sociologists, legislators,
municipal planners, the media, and other students of crim-
inal justice use the data for varied research and planning
purposes. In 2008, law enforcement agencies active in the
UCR Program represented more than 288 million United
States inhabitants—94.9 percent of the total population.
The coverage amounted to 96.0 percent of the population
in metropolitan statistical areas, 87.6 percent of the popu-
lation in cities outside metropolitan areas, and 90.0 percent
of the population in nonmetropolitan counties.

Note for Users

It is important for UCR data users to remember that the
FBI’s primary objective is to generate a reliable set of crime
statistics for use in law enforcement administration, opera-
tion, and management. The FBI does not provide a ranking
of agencies; instead, it provides alphabetical tabulations of
states, metropolitan statistical areas, cities with over 10,000
inhabitants, suburban and rural counties, and colleges and
universities. Since crime is a sociological phenomenon influ-
enced by a variety of factors, the FBI discourages data users
from ranking agencies and using the data as a measurement
of the effectiveness of law enforcement.

To ensure that data are uniformly reported, the FBI pro-
vides contributing law enforcement agencies with a hand-
book that explains how to classify and score offenses and
provides uniform crime offense definitions. Acknowledg-
ing that offense definitions may vary from state to state, the
FBI cautions agencies to report offenses according to the

guidelines provided in the handbook, rather than by local
or state statutes. Most agencies make a good faith effort to
comply with established guidelines.

The UCR Program publishes the statistics most commonly
requested by data users. More information regarding the
availability of UCR Program data is available by telephone
at (304) 625-4995, by fax at (304) 625-5394, or by e-mail at
<cjis_comm@Ileo.gov>. E-mail data requests cannot be
processed without the requester’s full name, mailing
address, and contact telephone number.

Variables Affecting Crime

Until data users examine all the variables that affect crime
in a town, city, county, state, region, or college or university,
they can make no meaningful comparisons.

Caution Against Ranking

In each edition of Crime in the United States, many enti-
ties—including news media, tourism agencies, and other
organizations with an interest in crime in the nation—use
reported figures to compile rankings of cities and counties.
However, these rankings are merely a quick choice made
by that data user; they provide no insight into the many
variables that mold the crime in a particular town, city,
county, state, or region. Consequently, these rankings may
lead to simplistic and/or incomplete analyses, which can cre-
ate misleading perceptions and thus adversely affect cities
and counties, along with their residents.

Considering Other Characteristics of a Jurisdiction

To assess criminality and law enforcement’s response from
jurisdiction to jurisdiction, data users must consider many
variables, some of which (despite having significant impact
on crime) are not readily measurable or applicable among
all locales. Geographic and demographic factors specific to
each jurisdiction must be considered and applied in order
to make an accurate and complete assessment of crime in
that jurisdiction. Several sources of information are avail-
able to help the researcher explore the variables that affect
crime in a particular locale. U.S. Census Bureau data, for
example, can help the user better understand the makeup
of a locale’s population. The transience of the population,
its racial and ethnic makeup, and its composition by age and
sex, educational levels, and prevalent family structures are
all key factors in assessing and understanding crime.

Local chambers of commerce, planning offices, and similar
entities provide information regarding the economic and
cultural makeup of cities and counties. Understanding a
jurisdiction’s industrial/economic base, its dependence upon
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neighboring jurisdictions, its transportation system, its eco-
nomic dependence on nonresidents (such as tourists and
convention attendees), and its proximity to military instal-
lations, correctional institutions, and other types of facili-
ties all contribute to accurately gauging and interpreting
the crime known to and reported by law enforcement.

The strength (including personnel and other resources) and
aggressiveness of a jurisdiction’s law enforcement agency
are also key factors in understanding the nature and extent
of crime occurring in that area. Although information per-
taining to the number of sworn and civilian employees can
be found in this publication, it cannot be used alone as an
assessment of the emphasis that a community places on
enforcing the law. For example, one city may report more
crime than another comparable city because its law
enforcement agency identifies more offenses. Attitudes of
citizens toward crime and their crime reporting practices—
especially for minor offenses—also have an impact on the
volume of crimes known to police.

Make Valid Assessments of Crime

It is essential for all data users to become as well educated as
possible about understanding and quantifying the nature and
extent of crime in the United States and in the more than
17,000 jurisdictions represented by law enforcement contrib-
utors to the UCR Program. Valid assessments are possible
only with careful study and analysis of the various unique
conditions that affect each local law enforcement jurisdiction.

Some factors that are known to affect the volume and type
of crime occurring from place to place are:

e Population density and degree of urbanization

* Variations in composition of population, particularly in
the concentration of youth

e Stability of the population with respect to residents’
mobility, commuting patterns, and transient factors

e Modes of transportation and highway systems

¢ Economic conditions, including median income, poverty
level, and job availability

e Cultural factors and educational, recreational, and reli-
gious characteristics

e Family conditions, with respect to divorce and family
cohesiveness

e (Climate

o Effective strength of law enforcement agencies

¢ Administrative and investigative emphases of law
enforcement

¢ Policies of other components of the criminal justice sys-
tem (i.e., prosecutorial, judicial, correctional, and proba-
tional policies)

e Residents’ attitudes toward crime

¢ Crime reporting practices of residents

Although many of the listed factors equally affect the crime
of a particular area, the UCR Program makes no attempt
to relate them to the data presented. The data user is there-
fore cautioned against comparing statistical data of indi-
vidual reporting units from cities, counties, metropolitan
areas, states, or colleges or universities solely on the basis
on their population coverage or student enrollment. Until
data users examine all the variables that affect crime in a
town, city, county, state, region, or college or university, they
can make no meaningful comparisons.

Historical Background

Since 1930, the FBI has administered the UCR Program;
the agency continues to assess and monitor the nature and
type of crime in the nation. Data users look to the UCR
Program for various research and planning purposes.

Recognizing a need for national crime statistics, the Inter-
national Association of Chiefs of Police (IACP) formed the
Committee on Uniform Crime Records in the 1920s to
develop a system of uniform crime statistics. After studying
state criminal codes and making an evaluation of the
recordkeeping practices in use, the committee completed a
plan for crime reporting that became the foundation of the
UCR Program in 1929. The plan included standardized
offense definitions for seven main offense classifications
known as Part I crimes to gauge fluctuations in the overall
volume and rate of crime. Developers also instituted the
Hierarchy Rule as the main reporting procedure for what
is now known as the Summary Reporting System of the
UCR Program.

The seven main offense classifications, known as Part I
crimes, included the violent crimes of murder and nonneg-
ligent manslaughter, forcible rape, robbery, and aggravated
assault; also included were the property crimes of burglary,
larceny-theft, and motor vehicle theft. By congressional
mandate, arson was added as the eighth Part I offense cate-
gory. Data collection for arson began in 1979. Agencies clas-
sify and score offenses according to a Hierarchy Rule (with
the exception of justifiable homicide, motor vehicle theft,
and arson) and report their data to the FBI. More informa-
tion about the Hierarchy Rule is presented in Section II.

During the early planning of the program, it was recognized
that the differences among criminal codes precluded a mere
aggregation of state statistics to arrive at a national total.
Also, because of the variances in punishment for the same
offenses in different states, no distinction between felony
and misdemeanor crimes was possible. To avoid these prob-
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lems and provide nationwide uniformity in crime reporting,
standardized offense definitions were developed. Law
enforcement agencies use these to submit data without
regard for local statutes. The definitions used by the pro-
gram can be found in Appendix II.

In January 1930, 400 cities (representing 20 million inhabi-
tants in 43 states) began participating in the UCR Program.
Congress enacted Title 28, Section 534, of the United States
Code that same year, which authorized the attorney gen-
eral to gather crime information. The attorney general, in
turn, designated the FBI to serve as the national clearing-
house for the collected crime data. Since then, data based
on uniform classifications and procedures for reporting
have been obtained annually from the nation’s law enforce-
ment agencies.

Adyisory Groups

Providing vital links between local law enforcement and the
FBI for the UCR Program are the Criminal Justice Infor-
mation Systems Committees of the IACP and the National
Sheriffs’ Association (NSA). The IACP represents the
thousands of police departments nationwide, as it has since
the program began. The NSA encourages sheriffs through-
out the country to participate fully in the program. Both
committees serve the program in advisory capacities.

In 1988, a Data Providers’ Advisory Policy Board was estab-
lished. This board operated until 1993, when it combined
with the National Crime Information Center Advisory Pol-
icy Board to form a single Advisory Policy Board (APB) to
address all FBI criminal justice information services. The
current APB works to ensure continuing emphasis on UCR-
related issues. The Association of State Uniform Crime
Reporting Programs (ASUCRP) focuses on UCR issues
within individual state law enforcement associations and
also promotes interest in the UCR Program. These organi-
zations foster widespread and responsible use of uniform
crime statistics and lend assistance to data contributors.

Redesign of UCR

Although UCR data collection was originally conceived as
a tool for law enforcement administration, the data were
widely used by other entities involved in various forms of
social planning by the 1980s. Recognizing the need for more
detailed crime statistics, law enforcement called for a thor-
ough evaluative study to modernize the UCR Program. The
FBI formulated a comprehensive three-phase redesign
effort. The Bureau of Justice Statistics (BJS) agency in the
Department of Justice responsible for funding criminal jus-
tice information projects, agreed to underwrite the first two
phases. These phases were conducted by an independent
contractor and structured to determine what, if any, changes
should be made to the current program. The third phase
would involve implementation of the changes identified.

During the first phase, which began in 1982, the historical
evolution of the UCR Program was examined. All aspects

of the program, including its objectives and intended user
audience, data items, reporting mechanisms, quality control
issues, publications and user services, and relationships with
other criminal justice data systems, were studied.

Early in 1984, a conference on the future of UCR Program
launched the second phase of the study that examined the
program’s potential and concluded with a set of recom-
mended changes. Phase two ended in early 1985 with the
production of a report, Blueprint for the Future of the Uni-
form Crime Reporting Program. The study’s Steering Com-
mittee reviewed the draft report at a March 1985 meeting
and made various recommendations for revision. The com-
mittee members, however, endorsed the report’s concepts.

In April 1985, the phase two recommendations were pre-
sented at the eighth National UCR Conference. Various
considerations for the final report were set forth, and the
overall concept for the revised UCR Program was unani-
mously approved. The joint IACP/NSA Committee on
UCR also issued a resolution endorsing the Blueprint.

The final report, the Blueprint for the Future of the Uniform
Crime Reporting Program, was released in the summer of
1985. It specifically outlined recommendations for an
expanded, improved UCR Program to meet future infor-
mational needs. There were three recommended areas of
enhancement to the UCR Program:

¢ Offenses and arrests would be reported using an incident-
based system.

¢ Data would be collected on two levels. Agencies in level
one would report important details about those offenses
comprising the Part I crimes, their victims, and arrestees.
Level two would consist of law enforcement agencies
covering populations of more than 100,000 and a sam-
pling of smaller agencies that would collect expanded
detail on all significant offenses.

¢ A quality assurance program would be introduced.

To begin implementation, the FBI awarded a contract to
develop new offense definitions and data elements for the
redesigned system. The work involved (a) revising the def-
initions of certain Part I offenses, (b) identifying additional
significant offenses to be reported, (c) refining definitions
for both, and (d) developing data elements (incident
details) for all UCR Program offenses in order to fulfill the
requirements of incident-based reporting versus the cur-
rent summary system.

Concurrent with the preparation of the data elements, the
FBI studied the various state systems to select an experi-
mental site for implementing the redesigned program. In view
of its long-standing incident-based program and well-estab-
lished staff dedicated solely to UCR, the South Carolina Law
Enforcement Division (SLED) was chosen. The SLED
agreed to adapt its existing system to meet the requirements
of the redesigned program and to collect data on both
offenses and arrests relating to the newly defined offenses.
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Following the completion of the pilot project conducted by
the SLED, the FBI produced a draft of guidelines for an
enhanced UCR Program. Law enforcement executives
from around the country were then invited to a conference
where the guidelines were presented for final review.

During the conference, three overall recommendations were
passed without dissent: the establishment of a new, incident-
based national crime reporting system; the FBI as the manag-
ing agency for the program; and the creation of an Advisory
Policy Board composed of law enforcement executives to
assist in directing and implementing the new program.

Information about the redesigned UCR Program, call the
National Incident-Based Reporting System, or NIBRS, is
contained in several documents. The Data Collection Guide-
lines publication (August 2000) contains a system overview
and descriptions of the offense codes, reports, data elements,
and data values used in the system. The Error Message Man-
ual (December 1999) contains designations of mandatory
and optional data elements, data element edits, and error
messages. The Data Submission Specifications publication is
for the use of local and state systems personnel who are
responsible for preparing magnetic media for submission to
the FBI. The document is available on the FBI’s Web site at
<www.fbi.gov/ucr/ucr.htm>. Another publication, Handbook
for Acquiring a Records Management System (RMS) that is
Compatible with NIBRS, is also available on that site.

A NIBRS edition of the UCR Handbook was published in
1992 to assist law enforcement agency data contributors
implementing the NIBRS within their departments. This
document is geared toward familiarizing local and state law
enforcement personnel with the definitions, policies, and
procedures of the NIBRS. It does not contain the technical
coding and data transmission requirements presented in the
other NIBRS publications.

The NIBRS collects data on each single incident and arrest
within 22 crime categories. For each offense known to
police within these categories, incident, victim, property,
offender, and arrestee information are gathered when avail-
able. The goal of the redesign is to modernize crime infor-
mation by collecting data currently maintained law
enforcement records, making the enhanced UCR Program
a by-product of current records systems while maintaining
the integrity of the program’s long-running statistical series.

The FBI began accepting NIBRS data from a handful of
agencies in January 1989. As more contributing law
enforcement agencies become educated about the rich data
available through incident-based reporting and as resources
permit, more agencies are implementing the NIBRS. Based
on 2008 data submissions, approximately 39 percent of
reporting agencies are certified for NIBRS participation.
These agencies include one individual agency each in
Alabama, Georgia, [llinois, and the District of Columbia, as
well as the state UCR Programs of the following 31 states:
Arizona, Arkansas, Colorado, Connecticut, Delaware,
Idaho, Iowa, Kansas, Kentucky, Louisiana, Maine, Massa-
chusetts, Michigan, Missouri, Montana, Nebraska, New
Hampshire, North Dakota, Ohio, Oregon, Rhode Island,

South Carolina, South Dakota, Tennessee, Texas, Utah, Ver-
mont, Virginia, Washington, West Virginia, and Wisconsin.
Among those that submit NIBRS data, 13 states (Delaware,
Idaho, Iowa, Michigan, Montana, New Hampshire, Rhode
Island, South Carolina, South Dakota, Tennessee, Vermont,
Virginia, and West Virginia) submit all their data via the
NIBRS. Nine state UCR Programs are in various stages of
testing the NIBRS. Six other state agencies are planning
and developing the NIBRS.

Suspension of the Crime Index and
Modified Crime Index

In June 2004, the CJIS APB approved discontinuing the use
of the Crime Index in the UCR Program and its publica-
tions and directed the FBI to publish a violent crime total
and a property crime total. The Crime Index, first published
in Crime in the United States in 1960, was the title used for a
simple aggregation of the seven main offense classifications
(Part I offenses) in the Summary Reporting System. The
Modified Crime Index was the number of Crime Index
offenses plus arson.

For several years the CJIS Division studied the appropriate-
ness and usefulness of these indices and brought the matter
before many advisory groups including the UCR Subcom-
mittee of the CJIS APB, the ASUCRP, and a meeting of
leading criminologists and sociologists hosted by the BJS. In
short, the Crime Index and the Modified Crime Index were
not true indicators of the degrees of criminality because they
were always driven upward by the offense with the highest
number, typically larceny-theft. The sheer volume of those
offenses overshadowed more serious but less frequently
committed offenses, creating a bias against a jurisdiction with
a high number of larceny-thefts but a low number of other
serious crimes such as murder and forcible rape.

Expanded Offense Tables

The FBI collects the number of offenses for the crimes of
murder, forcible rape, robbery, aggravated assault, burglary,
larceny-theft, motor vehicle theft, and arson through the Uni-
form Crime Reporting Program. In addition to the number
of offenses known to the police, the FBI also collects addi-
tional data about these offenses, such as the locations of rob-
beries, time of day of burglaries, and other analyses about the
offenses. These expanded data also include trends (2-, 5-, and
10-year comparisons) in both crime volume and crime rate
per 100,000 inhabitants. Expanded homicide data, (supple-
mental details about murders such as the age, sex, and race
of both the victim and the offender, the weapon used in the
homicide, the circumstances surrounding the offense, and the
relationship of the victim to the offender) are also available.

Expanded offense data, including expanded homicide data,
are information collected beyond the reports of the num-
ber of crimes known. As a result, law enforcement agencies
can report an offense without providing the supplemental
data about that offense. These additional tables are not
included in this publication, but can be found at <http://
www.fbi.gov/ucr/cius2008/offenses/expanded_information/
index.html>.
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VIOLENT CRIME OFFENSES

Murder

Forcible Rape
Robbery
Aggravated Assault

PROPERTY CRIME OFFENSES

Burglary
Larceny-Theft
Motor Vehicle Theft
Arson
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Violent Crime Rates, by Region and Offense, 2008
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Definition

Violent crime consists of four offenses: murder and non-
negligent manslaughter, forcible rape, robbery, and aggra-
vated assault. According to the Uniform Crime Reporting
(UCR) Program, run by the Federal Bureau of Investiga-
tion (FBI), violent crimes involve either the use of force or
the threat of force.

Data Collection

The data presented in Crime in the United States reflect the
Hierarchy Rule, which counts only the most serious offense
in a multiple-offense criminal incident. In descending order
of severity, the violent crimes are murder and nonnegligent
manslaughter, forcible rape, robbery, and aggravated
assault; these are followed by the property crimes of bur-
glary, larceny-theft, and motor vehicle theft. More infor-
mation on the expanded violent crime tables (which are
available online but not included in this publication) can be
found in Section L.

National Volume, Trends, and Rate

In 2008, an estimated 1,382,012 violent crimes occurred in
the United States, showing a decrease of 1.9 percent from
the 2007 estimate. There were an estimated 454.5 violent
crimes per 100,000 inhabitants in 2008. Aggravated assaults
accounted for 60.4 percent of violent crimes, the highest
number of violent crimes reported to law enforcement.
Robbery made up 32.0 percent of violent crimes, forcible
rape accounted for 6.4 percent, and murder accounted for
1.2 percent of estimated violent crimes in 2008. (Table 1)

All violent crimes decreased in 2008 compared to the 2007
estimates. Murder decreased by 3.9 percent; aggravated

M Northeast

Forcible rape Robbery Aggravated assault
OMidwest B South O West

assault fell 2.5 percent; forcible rape declined 1.6 percent;
and robbery decreased 0.7 percent. The 2008 murder rate,
5.4 offenses per 100,000 inhabitants, was a 4.7 percent
decrease when compared with the rate for 2007. (Tables 1
and 1A)

The UCR Program reports data in 2-year, 5-year, and 10-
year increments to formulate trend information. The 2008
estimated violent crime total was 1.6 percent above the
2004 level, but 3.1 percent below the 1999 level. The 5-year
and 10-year trend data showed that the violent crime rate
decreased 1.9 percent between 2004 and 2008 and
decreased 13.1 percent between 1999 and 2008. The rate of
violent crime declined in 2008 to 454.5 per 100,000, a
decrease of 2.7 percent when compared with 2007 data.
(Tables 1 and 1A)

In 2008, offenders used firearms in 66.9 percent of the
nation’s murders, 43.5 percent of robberies, and 21.4 per-
cent of aggravated assaults. (Weapon data are not collected
for forcible rape offenses.) (Expanded Homicide Table 7,
Robbery Table 3, and Aggravated Assault Table)

Regional Offense Trends and Rate

The UCR Program divides the United States into four
regions: the Northeast, the South, the Midwest, and the
West. (More details concerning geographic regions are pro-
vided in Appendix III.) The population distribution of the
regions can be found in Table 3, and the estimated volume
and rate of violent crime by region are provided in Table 4.

The Northeast

The Northeast accounted for an estimated 18.1 percent of
the nation’s population in 2008 and an estimated 14.7 per-
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cent of its violent crimes. (Table 3) The estimated number
of violent crimes remained relatively unchanged in 2008
when compared with the estimate from 2007. Murder
increased 1.4 percent in the Northeast and estimated
forcible rapes increased 1.5 percent. Estimated aggravated
assaults dropped 0.8 percent from 2007. The only region to
show an increase, 1.0 percent, in robberies was the North-
east. In 2008, there were an estimated 370.8 violent crimes
per 100,000 inhabitants. (Table 4)

The Midwest

With an estimated 21.9 percent of the total population of
the United States, the Midwest accounted for 19.3 percent
of the nation’s estimated number of violent crimes in 2008.
(Table 3) The region had a 2.4 percent decrease in violent
crime from 2007 to 2008. While all four regions experienced
declines in the estimated number of aggravated assaults, the
greatest decrease, 3.8 percent, was in the Midwest. The esti-
mated number of robberies decreased 0.3 percent, the num-
ber of murders declined 0.8 percent, and the estimated
number of forcible rapes fell 1.0 percent from 2007 to 2008.
The rate of violent crime per 100,000 inhabitants in the
Midwest declined 2.5 percent from 2007 to 2008. (Table 4)

The South

The South, the nation’s most populous region, accounted
for a 36.7 percent of the nation’s population in 2008. Over
43 percent (43.2) of violent crimes in 2008 occurred in the
South. (Table 3) Violent crime in the South decreased 1.7
percent from 2007 to 2008, with declines in all four types of
violent crime offenses. The estimated number of forcible
rapes declined by 3.1 percent in the South, the largest
decrease of the four regions. Murders had the largest
decline (5.3 percent) of the four offenses, followed by
aggravated assaults (1.7 percent) and robberies (1.1 per-
cent). The estimated rate of violent crime in the South was
533.9 incidents per 100,000 inhabitants in 2008. (Table 4)

The West

With 23.3 percent of the nation’s population in 2008, the
West accounted for an estimated 22.8 percent of the
nation’s violent crime. (Table 3) While the estimated num-
ber of violent crimes decreased in three of the four regions,
the largest decrease (2.9 percent) occurred in the West. All
four violent offense categories decreased in number from
2007 to 2008: murder declined 6.8 percent, aggravated
assault fell 3.7 percent, robbery decreased by 1.6 percent,

and forcible rape dropped 1.1 percent. The region’s violent
crime rate in 2008 was 445.4 per 100,000 population, a 2.9
percent decrease from the 2007 rate. (Table 4)

Community Types

The UCR Program aggregates crime data into three com-
munity types: metropolitan statistical areas (MSAs), cities
outside MSAs, and nonmetropolitan counties outside
MSAs. Appendix III provides additional information
regarding community types. In 2008, 83.5 percent of the
nation’s population lived in MSAs. Residents of cities out-
side MSAs accounted for 6.6 percent of the country’s pop-
ulation, while 9.9 percent of the population lived in
nonmetropolitan counties. (Table 2)

Nearly 90 percent of the estimated number of violent
crimes in the United States occurred in MSAs, 5.7 percent
occurred in cities outside MSAs, and 4.5 percent occurred
in nonmetropolitan counties. By community type, the vio-
lent crime rates were estimated at 489.0 incidents per
100,000 inhabitants in MSAs, 392.0 incidents per 100,000
inhabitants in cities outside MSAs, and 205.1 incidents per
100,000 inhabitants in nonmetropolitan counties. (Table 2)

Population Groups: Trends and Rates

In the UCR Program, data are also aggregated into popu-
lation groups; these groups are described in more detail in
Appendix III. The nation’s cities had an overall decrease of
2.5 percent in the estimated number of violent crimes from
2007 to 2008. By city population group, cities with 250,000
to 499,000 inhabitants had the largest percentage decline in
the estimated number of violent crimes (4.2 percent).
(Table 12)

The law enforcement agencies in the nation’s cities collec-
tively reported a rate of 552.8 violent crimes per 100,000
inhabitants in 2008. Law enforcement agencies in cities sub-
set of 500,000 to 999,999 inhabitants reported the highest
violent crime rate, with 956.4 violent crimes per 100,000
inhabitants; the violent crime rate for all cities with 250,000
or more inhabitants was 866.5 per 100,000 inhabitants.
Agencies in cities with 10,000 to 24,999 inhabitants
reported the lowest violent crime rate (313.7 incidents per
100,000 inhabitants). Law enforcement agencies in the
nation’s metropolitan counties reported a collective violent
crime rate of 324.5 per 100,000 inhabitants, while agencies
in nonmetropolitan counties reported a collective rate of
215.3 violent crimes per 100,000 inhabitants. (Table 16)
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Murder Victim, by Known Relationship to Offender, 2008
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National Volume, Trends, and Rates

The UCR Program defines murder and nonnegligent
manslaughter as the willful (nonnegligent) killing of one
human being by another. The classification of this offense
is based solely on police investigation, rather than on the
determination of a court, medical examiner, coroner, jury,
or other judicial body. The UCR Program does not include
the following situations under this offense classification:
deaths caused by negligence, suicide, or accident; justifiable
homicides; and attempts to murder or assaults to murder,
which are considered aggravated assaults.

Data Collection/Supplementary Homicide Reports (SHR)

The UCR Program’s Supplementary Homicide Report
(SHR) provides information about murder victims and
offenders by age, sex, and race; the types of weapons used
in the murders; the relationships of the victims to the offend-
ers; and the circumstances surrounding the incident. Law
enforcement agencies are asked to complete an SHR for
each murder reported to the UCR Program. Data from
SHRs can be viewed in the Expanded Homicide Data sec-
tion, found on the FBI Web site: <http://www.fbi.gov/ucr/
cius2008/offenses/expanded_information/homicide.html>.
Of the estimated 16,272 murders that were committed in the
United States in 2008, law enforcement agencies contributed
data to the UCR Program through SHRs for 14,180 mur-
ders. More information on these reports and the expanded
homicide tables can be found in Section I. Highlights from
these tables have been included in this overview.

An estimated 16,272 persons were murdered nationwide in
2008. This number was a 3.9 percent decrease from the 2007
estimate, a 0.8 percent increase from the 2004 figure, and a
4.8 percent increase from the 1999 estimate. The 2008 mur-
der rate, 5.4 offenses per 100,000 inhabitants, was a 4.7 per-
cent decrease when compared with the rate for 2007.
Murder accounted for 1.2 percent of the overall estimated
number of violent crimes in 2008. (Table 1)

Regional Offense Trends and Rates

The UCR Program divides the United States into four
regions: the Northeast, the South, the Midwest, and the
West. (More details concerning geographic regions are pro-
vided in Appendix II1.) In 2008, the estimated number of
murders decreased in three of the four regions, with the
largest decrease, 6.8 percent, occurring in the West. Murder
increased 1.4 percent in the Northeast.

The Northeast

In 2008, the Northeast accounted for an estimated 18.1
percent of the nation’s population and 14.1 percent of its
estimated number of murders. With an estimated 2,293
murders, the Northeast saw a 1.4 percent increase com-
pared with the 2007 figure. The offense rate for the
Northeast was 4.2 murders per 100,000 inhabitants, up
from 4.1 murders per 100,000 inhabitants in 2007. (Tables
3 and 4)
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The Midwest

The Midwest accounted for an estimated 21.9 percent of
the nation’s total population and 19.7 percent of the coun-
try’s estimated number of murders in 2008. There were an
estimated 3,198 murders in the Midwest in 2008, a 0.8 per-
cent decrease from the estimated figure for 2007. The Mid-
west experienced a rate of 4.8 murders per 100,000
inhabitants in 2008, slightly lower than in 2007. (Tables 3
and 4)

The South

The South, the nation’s most populous region, experienced
a 1.1 percent growth in population from 2007 to 2008. The
region accounted for an estimated 36.7 percent of the
nation’s population in 2008 and 45.2 percent of the nation’s
murders, the highest proportion among the four regions.
The estimated 7,348 murders represented a 5.3 percent
decrease in the estimated number of murders from 2007 to
2008. The region’s estimated rate of 6.6 murders per 100,000
inhabitants represented a decrease of 6.4 percent from the
estimated rate for 2007. (Tables 3 and 4)

The West

The West accounted for an estimated 23.3 percent of the
nation’s population and 21.1 percent of the estimated num-
ber of murders in 2008. The region’s population grew 1.1
percent from 2007 to 2008. The West experienced an esti-
mated 3,433 murders, a 6.8 percent decrease from the 2007
estimate. The region’s murder rate was 4.8 per 100,000
inhabitants, a 7.8 percent decrease from the 2007 rate.
(Tables 3 and 4)

Community Types

The UCR Program aggregates data for three community
types: metropolitan statistical areas (MSAs), cities outside
MSAs, and nonmetropolitan counties outside MSAs. (See
Appendix III for definitions.) In 2008, MSAs accounted for
83.5 percent of the nation’s population and 89.4 percent of
the estimated total number of murders. With 14,550 esti-
mated homicides, MSAs experienced a rate of 5.7 murders
per 100,000 inhabitants in 2008. Cities outside MSAs
accounted for 6.6 percent of the U.S. population and (with
an estimated 693 murders) accounted for 4.3 percent of the
estimated murders in the nation. The murder rate for cities
outside MSAs was 3.5 per 100,000 inhabitants. In 2008, 9.9
percent of the nation’s population lived in nonmetropoli-
tan counties outside MSAs. An estimated 1,029 murders
took place in these counties, accounting for 6.3 percent of
the nation’s estimated total. (Table 2)

Population Groups: Trends and Rates

The UCR Program uses the following population group
designations in its data presentations: cities (grouped
according to population size) and counties (classified as

either metropolitan or nonmetropolitan). A breakdown of
these classifications is provided in Appendix III.

From 2007 to 2008, the nation’s cities experienced a 5.6 per-
cent decrease in homicides. The only city group to experi-
ence an increase (4.5 percent) was those with populations
below 10,000. The city group with the largest decrease (9.4
percent) was those with 100,000 to 249,999 inhabitants.
Metropolitan counties experienced a decrease in homicides
of 1.8 percent from 2007 to 2008, while nonmetropolitan
counties experienced an increase of 9.1 percent. (Table 12)

In 2008, cities collectively had a rate of 6.4 murders per
100,000 inhabitants. Cities with 500,000 to 999,999 inhabi-
tants had the highest murder rate (12.7 murders per 100,000
inhabitants). Cities with 10,000 to 24,999 inhabitants and
those with fewer than 10,000 inhabitants had the lowest
murder rates, both at 2.6 murders per 100,000 inhabitants.
The homicide rates for metropolitan and nonmetropolitan
counties were 4.0 and 3.6 per 100,000 inhabitants, respec-
tively. Suburban areas had a homicide rate of 3.3 per
100,000 inhabitants. (Table 16)

Supplementary Homicide Reports Data

Victims/Offenders

Based on 2008 supplemental homicide data (where the ages,
sexes, or races of the murder victims were known), 87.8 per-
cent of victims were over 18 years of age, 24.4 percent were
under age 22, 10.5 percent were under 18 years of age, and
the age of 1.6 percent of the victims was unknown. Of the
14,137 murder victims of 2008 for whom gender was known,
78.2 percent were male. Concerning murder victims for
whom race was known, 49.0 percent were White, 48.6 per-
cent were Black, and 2.3 percent were from other races.
Race was unknown for 239 victims. (Expanded Homicide
Tables 1 and 2) For murders where the gender of the
offender was known, 90.0 percent were males. Of the
offenders for whom race was known, 51.5 percent were
Black, 46.2 percent were White, and 2.4 percent were from
other races. (Based on Expanded Homicide Data Table 3)

Victim-Offender Relationships

For incidents in which the victim-offender relationship was
known, 23.3 percent of victims were slain by family mem-
bers, 22.0 percent were murdered by strangers, and 54.7
percent were killed by acquaintances (neighbor, friend,
boyfriend, etc.). Among female victims for whom relation-
ships with their offenders were known, 34.7 percent were
murdered by their husbands or boyfriends. (Based on
Expanded Homicide Data Tables 2 and 10)

Circumstances/Weapons

Concerning the known circumstances surrounding murders,
42.0 percent of victims were murdered during arguments
(including romantic triangles) in 2008. Felony circumstances



(rape, robbery, burglary, etc.) accounted for 22.9 percent of
murders. Circumstances were unknown for 35.3 percent of
reported homicides. (Based on Expanded Homicide Data
Table 12) Of the homicides for which the type of weapon
was specified, 71.9 percent involved the use of firearms. Of
the identified firearms used, handguns made up 88.3 per-
cent. (Based on Expanded Homicide Data Table 8)

Justifiable Homicide

Certain willful killings must be reported as justifiable, or
excusable, homicide. In the UCR Program, justifiable homi-
cide is defined as, and is limited to, the following:
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¢ The killing of a felon by a peace officer in the line of
duty.

¢ The killing of a felon, during the commission of a felony,
by a private citizen.

Because these killings are determined by law enforce-
ment investigation to be justifiable, they are tabulated
separately from murder and nonnegligent manslaughter.
Law enforcement reported 616 justifiable homicides in
2008. Of those, law enforcement officers justifiably killed
371 individuals, and private citizens justifiably killed 245
individuals.
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FORCIBLE RAPE

Number and Rate of Forcible Rapes, 1989-2008
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Forcible rape is the carnal knowledge of a female forcibly
and against her will. Assaults and attempts to commit rape
by force or threat of force are included; however, statutory
rape (without force) and other sex offenses are excluded.

Data Collection

The UCR Program counts one offense for each female vic-
tim of a forcible rape, attempted forcible rape, or assault
with intent to rape, regardless of the victim’s age. A rape by
force involving a female victim and a familial offender is
counted as a forcible rape not an act of incest. The Program
collects only arrest statistics concerning all other crimes of
a sexual nature. The offense of statutory rape, in which no
force is used but the female victim is under the age of con-
sent, is included in the arrest total for the sex offenses cat-
egory. Sexual attacks on males are counted as aggravated
assaults or sex offenses, depending on the circumstances
and the extent of any injuries.

For this overview only, the FBI deviated from standard pro-
cedure and manually calculated the 2007 and 2008 rates of
females raped based on the national female population pro-
vided by the U.S. Census Bureau.

National Volume, Trends, and Rates

In 2008, the estimated number of forcible rapes (89,000)—
the lowest figure in the last 20 years—decreased 1.6 percent
from the 2007 estimate. The estimated volume of rapes in
2008 was 6.4 percent lower than in 2004 and was 0.5 per-
cent below the 1999 level. (Tables 1 and 1A)
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In preparing rate tables, the UCR Program’s computer sys-
tem automatically calculates offense rates per 100,000 inhab-
itants for all Part I crimes, which include murder and
nonnegligent manslaughter, forcible rape, robbery, aggra-
vated assault, burglary, larceny-theft, motor vehicle theft, and
arson. (See Appendix II for more information.) Thus, the rate
data are based upon the total U.S. population. However, for
this overview, the 2008 rate of female rapes has been recal-
culated based upon the national female population provided
by the Census Bureau. The recalculation resulted in a rate of
57.7 offenses per 100,000 females, a 2.4 percent decrease
when compared with the 2007 estimated rate of 59.2.

Of the forcible rapes known to law enforcement agencies
in 2008, rapes by force made up 92.5 percent of reported
rape offenses, and assaults to rape attempts accounted for
7.5 percent of reported rape offenses. (Tables 1 and 19)

Regional Offense Trends and Rates

The UCR Program divides the United States into four
regions: the Northeast, the South, the Midwest, and the
West. (More details concerning geographic regions are pro-
vided in Appendix III.) Regional analysis offers estimates
of the volume of female rapes, the percentage change from
the previous year’s estimate, and the rate of rape per
100,000 female inhabitants in each region. (Tables 3 and 4)

The Northeast

The Northeast made up 18.1 percent of the U.S. population
in 2008 and experienced a 0.4 percent increase in popula-
tion from 2007 to 2008. In 2008, an estimated 10,981 forcible
rapes of females—12.3 percent of the national total—



occurred in the Northeast. This was an increase of 1.5 per-
cent from the 2007 estimated figure. (Tables 3 and 4)

The Midwest

The Midwest, which accounted for 21.9 percent of the U.S.
population in 2008, experienced a 0.3 percent increase in
population from 2007 to 2008. Over one-quarter (25.4 per-
cent) of all forcible rapes in the nation occurred in the Mid-
west in 2008. The 2008 estimate (22,624 forcible rapes)
represented a decline of 1.0 percent from the 2007 estimate.
(Tables 3 and 4)

The South

The South, the nation’s most populous region, accounted
for an estimated 36.7 percent of the nation’s population in
2008 (and experienced a population growth of 1.1 percent
from 2007 to 2008); the region also accounted for an esti-
mated 38.2 percent of the nation’s estimated number of
forcible rapes. There were an estimated 33,972 female vic-
tims of forcible rape in the South in 2008, down 3.1 percent
from 35,073 in 2007. (Tables 3 and 4)

The West

The West, which experienced a population growth of 1.1
percent from 2007 to 2008, accounted for 23.3 percent of
the nation’s population in 2008. The region also accounted
for 24.1 percent of the nation’s total number of estimated
forcible rapes with an estimated 21,423 offenses. The West
saw a 1.1 percent decline in forcible rapes from 2007 to
2008. (Tables 3 and 4)
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Community Types

Using the U.S. Office of Management and Budget’s des-
ignations, the UCR Program aggregates crime data by
type of community in which the offenses occur: metro-
politan statistical areas (MSAs), cities outside MSAs, and
nonmetropolitan counties outside MSAs. (Appendix I11
provides more detailed information about community

types.)
MSAs

In 2008, MSAs accounted for 83.5 percent of the nation’s
population and 83.5 percent of the nation’s estimated num-
ber of forcible rapes. An estimated 74,339 females were
forcibly raped in metropolitan areas. (Table 2)

Cities Outside MSAs

Cities outside MSAs are mostly incorporated areas served
by city law enforcement agencies. Though accounting for
only 6.6 percent of the U.S. population in 2008, cities out-
side MSAs accounted for 8.6 percent of the nation’s esti-
mated forcible rapes (7,620 offenses). (Table 2)

Nonmetropolitan Counties

In 2008, approximately 9.9 percent of the nation’s popula-
tion lived in nonmetropolitan counties outside MSAs
(counties made up of mostly nonincorporated areas served
by noncity law enforcement agencies). Collectively, these
areas had an estimated 7,041 forcible rapes, representing
7.9 percent of the nation’s estimated total. (Table 2)
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ROBBERY
Robberies, by Location, 2008
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The UCR Program defines robbery as the taking or
attempting to take anything of value from the care, custody,
or control of a person or persons by force or threat of force
or violence and/or by putting the victim in fear.

National Volume, Trends, and Rates

In 2008, the estimated robbery total (441,855) decreased 0.7
percent from the 2007 estimate. However, the 5-year robbery
trend (2004 data compared with 2008 data) showed an
increase of 10.1 percent. The 2008 estimated robbery rate
(145.3 per 100,000 inhabitants) showed a decrease of 1.5 per-
cent when compared with the 2007 rate. (Tables 1 and 1A)

Regional Offense Trends and Rates

The UCR Program divides the United States into four
regions: the Northeast, the South, the Midwest, and the
West. (More details concerning geographic regions are pro-
vided in Appendix III.)

The Northeast

The Northeast, with an estimated 18.1 percent of the
nation’s population in 2008, accounted for 17.2 percent of
its estimated number of robberies. (Table 3) The estimated
number of robberies increased 1.0 percent from 2007. The
Northeast was the only region that experienced an increase
in robberies from 2007 to 2008. The rate for this region was
138.5 robberies per 100,000 inhabitants up slightly from
137.8 robberies per 100,000 inhabitants in 2007. (Table 4)

The Midwest accounted for 21.9 percent of the total popu-
lation of the United States, and 19.1 percent of its estimated
number of robberies, in 2008. The region experienced a 0.3
percent growth in population from 2007 to 2008. (Table 3)
There were an estimated 84,385 robberies in the Midwest
in 2008, a 0.3 percent decrease from the estimated figure
from 2007. The region’s robbery rate was 126.8 robberies
per 100,000 inhabitants in 2008, the lowest rate among the
four regions. (Table 4)

The South

The South, the nation’s most highly populated region, expe-
rienced a 1.1 percent growth in population from 2007 to
2008; in 2008, it accounted for an estimated 36.7 percent of
the nation’s population and 40.2 percent of the nation’s
estimated number of robberies. (Table 3) There were an
estimated 177,691 robberies in 2008, representing a 1.1 per-
cent decrease from the 2007 figure. The region experienced
the highest rate of robberies per 100,000 inhabitants
(159.1), a 2.3 percent drop from the 2007 rate. (Table 4)

The West

The West, having experienced a population growth of 1.1
percent from 2007 to 2008, was home to an estimated 23.3
percent of the nation’s population and accounted for 23.5
percent of the nation’s estimated number of robberies in
2008. (Table 3) The estimated number of robberies in the
region in 2008 represented a 2.6 percent decrease from the
2007 figure. The rate of robberies per 100,000 inhabitants



in the West was 146.4, a 2.3 percent decrease from the 2007
rate. This was the second highest rate among the four
regions. (Table 4)

Community Types

The UCR Program aggregates data for three community
types: metropolitan statistical areas (MSAs), cities outside
MSASs, and nonmetropolitan counties outside MSAs. MSAs
include a central city or urbanized area with at least 50,000
inhabitants, as well as the county that contains the principal
city and other adjacent counties that have, as defined by the
U.S. Office of Management and Budget, a high degree of
social and economic integration as measured through com-
muting. Cities outside MSAs are mostly incorporated areas,
and nonmetropolitan counties are made up of mostly unin-
corporated areas served by noncity law enforcement.

In 2008, MSAs were home to an estimated 83.5 percent of
the nation’s population, and 95.8 percent of the nation’s
estimated number of robberies took place in these areas.
Robberies in MSAs occurred at a rate of 166.7 per 100,000
inhabitants. Cities outside MSAs accounted for 6.6 percent
of the U.S. population and accounted for 3.0 percent of the
estimated number of robberies in the nation. The robbery
rate for cities outside MSAs was 67.1 per 100,000 inhabi-
tants. Nonmetropolitan counties made up 9.9 percent of the
nation’s estimated population and 1.2 percent of the
nation’s estimated robberies, at a rate of 17.1 robberies per
100,000 inhabitants. (Table 2)

Population Groups: Trends and Rates

The national UCR Program aggregates data by various
population groups, which include cities, metropolitan coun-
ties, and nonmetropolitan counties. A definition of these
groups can be found in Appendix III. The number of rob-
beries in cities as a whole decreased 1.3 percent. Among the
population groups labeled city, those cities with fewer than
10,000 inhabitants had the greatest increase in the number
of robberies (3.7 percent), while cities with 50,000 to 99,999
inhabitants had the largest decline in the number of rob-
beries (2.4 percent). Nonmetropolitan counties had a 2.5
percent increase in the estimated number of robberies, and
metropolitan counties showed a 0.7 percent decrease. The
number of robberies in suburban areas fell 0.8 percent.
(Table 12)

Among the population groups, the nation’s cities collec-
tively had a rate of 197.3 robberies per 100,000 inhabitants.
Of the population groups and subsets designated city, those
with 500,000 to 999,999 inhabitants had the highest rate
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(373.3 per 100,000 inhabitants), while those with fewer than
10,000 inhabitants had the lowest rate (57.8 per 100,000
inhabitants) of robberies. Of the two county groups, met-
ropolitan counties had a rate of 77.9 robberies per 100,000
inhabitants, while nonmetropolitan counties had a rate of
17.6 robberies per 100,000 inhabitants. Suburban areas had
a robbery rate of 781. (Table 16)

Offense Analysis

The UCR Program collects supplemental data about rob-
beries to document the use of weapons, the dollar loss asso-
ciated with the offense, and the location types.

Robbery by Weapon

Firearms were used in 43.5 percent of robberies in 2008.
Strong-arm robberies accounted for 40.2 percent of the
total. Offenders used knives or cutting instruments in 8.7
percent of these crimes. In the remainder of the robberies,
the offenders used other types of weapons. (Table 19)

Loss by Dollar Value

Based on the supplemental reports from law enforcement
agencies, robberies cost victims, collectively, an estimated
$581 million in 2008. (Tables 1 and 23) The average loss per
robbery was $1,315. Average dollar losses were the highest
for banks, which suffered an average loss of $4,854 per
offense. Gas and service stations lost an average $1,007 per
offense. Commercial houses, which include supermarkets,
department stores, and restaurants, had average losses of
$1,651. An average of $1,589 was taken from residences. An
average of $712 was lost in each offense against conven-
ience stores. (Table 23)

Robbery Trends by Location

Among the location types, convenience store robberies had
the greatest percentage decrease from 2007 to 2008, declin-
ing 5.5 percent. Robberies that occurred at residences
increased 2.5 percent. The number of robberies on streets
and highways decreased 0.5 percent, and robberies at banks
decreased 5.3 percent. (Table 23)

By location type, the greatest proportion of robberies in
2008 occurred on streets and highways (43.1 percent). Rob-
bers targeted commercial houses in 13.8 percent of offenses
and residences in 16.3 percent of offenses. Convenience
stores accounted for 5.5 percent of robberies, followed by
gas and service stations (2.6 percent) and banks (2.0 per-
cent). (Table 23)
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AGGRAVATED ASSAULT

Number and Rate of Aggravated Assaults, 1989-2008
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Definition trend continued in 2008 with aggravated assault accounting

The UCR Program defines aggravated assault as an unlaw-
ful attack by one person upon another for the purpose of
inflicting severe or aggravated bodily injury. This type of
assault is usually accompanied by the use of a weapon or
by other means likely to produce death or great bodily
harm. Attempted aggravated assaults that involve the dis-
play or threat of a gun, knife, or other weapon are included
in this crime category because serious personal injury
would likely result if these assaults were completed. When
aggravated assault and larceny-theft occur together, the
offense falls under the category of robbery.

National Volume, Trends, and Rates

In 2008, estimated occurrences of aggravated assaults
totaled 834,885, a 2.5 percent decrease from the 2007 figure.
According to 2- and 10-year trend data, the estimated num-
ber of aggravated assaults in 2008 declined 2.5 percent and
8.4 percent, respectively, when compared with the estimates
for 2007 and 1999. The 2008 data also show a decrease for
the third consecutive year in the rate of aggravated assault
per 100,000 U.S. inhabitants. This rate, estimated at 274.6,
represents a 3.2 percent decrease from the 2006 rate. It also
represents a 4.8 percent decrease from the 2004 (5-year
trend) rate and a 17.9 percent decrease from the 1999 (10-
year trend) rate. (Tables 1 and 1A)

Among the four types of violent crime offenses (murder,
forcible rape, robbery, and aggravated assault), aggravated
assault typically has the highest rate of occurrence. This

for 60.4 percent of all violent crime. (Table 1)

Regional Offense Trends and Rates

The UCR Program divides the United States into four
regions: the Northeast, the South, the Midwest, and the
West. (More details concerning geographic regions are pro-
vided in Appendix III.) All four regions experienced
decreases in the number of aggravated assaults from 2007
to 2008. (Table 4)

The Northeast

The region with the smallest proportion of the nation’s pop-
ulation (an estimated 18.1 percent in 2008) also accounted
for the smallest proportion of the nation’s estimated num-
ber of aggravated assaults (13.7 percent). (Table 3) Occur-
rences of aggravated assault decreased 0.8 percent from
2007 to 2008, down to an estimated 114,332. The region also
had the lowest aggravated assault rate in the nation, at
208.2 incidents per 100,000 inhabitants, a 1.2 percent decline
from the 2007 rate. (Table 4)

The Midwest

With 21.9 percent of the nation’s total population in 2008—
and with a 0.3 percent growth in population from 2007 to
2008—the Midwest accounted for approximately 18.7 per-
cent of the nation’s estimated number of aggravated
assaults. (Table 3) Occurrences of this offense decreased 3.8
percent from the estimated total for 2007, declining to an



estimated 156,105 incidents. The region’s aggravated assault
rate, at 234.5 incidents per 100,000 inhabitants, represented
a 4.0 percent decrease from the 2007 rate. (Table 4)

The South

The South, the nation’s most populated region, accounted
for an estimated 36.7 percent of the nation’s population in
2008. (Table 3) From 2007 to 2008, the estimated number
of aggravated assaults decreased 1.7 percent, falling to a
total of 377,414 incidents. The rate of aggravated assaults
declined to 337.8 per 100,000 inhabitants. (Table 4)

The West

In 2008, the West was home to an estimated 21.9 percent
of the nation’s population and experienced a 1.1 percent
growth in population from 2007 to 2008. The region
accounted for 22.4 percent of the nation’s estimated
number of aggravated assaults. (Table 3) From 2007 to
2008, the estimated number of offenses decreased 3.7
percent to 187,034 incidents. The rate, estimated at 264.0
offenses per 100,000 inhabitants, fell 4.8 percent from
2007. (Table 4)

Community Types

The UCR Program aggregates data for three community
types: metropolitan statistical areas (MSAs), cities outside
MSAs, and nonmetropolitan counties outside MSAs. MSAs
include a central city or urbanized area with at least 50,000
inhabitants, as well as the county that contains the princi-
pal city and other adjacent counties that have a high degree
of social and economic integration as measured through
commuting. Cities outside MSAs are mostly incorporated
areas, and nonmetropolitan counties are made up of mostly
unincorporated areas. (For additional information about
community types, see Appendix I11.)

In 2008, 83.5 percent of the nation’s population lived in
MSAs, where the rate of aggravated assault was an esti-
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mated 287.3 per 100,000 inhabitants. Cities outside MSAs
(with 6.6 percent of the U.S. population) had the next-high-
est rate of aggravated assault at 283.3 offenses per 100,000
inhabitants. Nonmetropolitan counties accounted for 9.9
percent of the U.S. population and had an offense rate of
161.1 aggravated assaults per 100,000 inhabitants. (Table 2)

From 2007 to 2008, the number of aggravated assaults fell
for all cities. Cities with 250,000 to 499,999 inhabitants
experienced the greatest decrease (6.0 percent), followed
by cities with fewer than 10,000 residents and cities with
populations of 100,000 to 249,999—both fell 4.9 percent.
In metropolitan counties, the number of aggravated
assaults declined 3.5 percent; in nonmetropolitan counties,
this number increased 1.9 percent. Aggravated assaults in
suburban areas declined 3.0 percent from 2007 to 2008.
(Table 12)

Based on reports from agencies submitting 12 months of
complete data for 2008, aggravated assault occurred at an
estimated rate of 281.6 offenses per 100,000 inhabitants
nationwide. The collective rate for cities was 317.1 aggra-
vated assaults per 100,000 inhabitants. Among city popula-
tion groups, rates ranged from a high of 530.8 offenses per
100,000 inhabitants (in cities with 500,000 to 999,999 inhab-
itants) to a low of 203.9 offenses per 100,000 inhabitants (in
cities with 10,000 to 24,999 inhabitants). The aggravated
assault rate was 219.1 in metropolitan counties and 201.7 in
nonmetropolitan counties. (Table 16)

Offense Analysis

Aggravated Assault by Weapon

Of the aggravated assault offenses for which law enforce-
ment agencies provided expanded data in 2008, 33.5 per-
cent were committed with blunt objects or other dangerous
weapons; 26.2 percent involved personal weapons such as
hands, fists, and feet; 21.4 percent were committed with
firearms; and 18.9 percent involved knives or other cutting
instruments. (Table 19)
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PROPERTY CRIME

Percent Change of Property Crimes, 1990-2008
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The Uniform Crime Reporting (UCR) Program’s defini-
tion of property crime includes the offenses of burglary, lar-
ceny-theft, motor vehicle theft, and arson. The object of
theft-type offenses is the taking of money or property with-
out the use of force or threat of force against the victims.
Property crime includes arson because the offense involves
the destruction of property; however, arson victims may be
subjected to force. Because of limited participation and the
varying collection procedures conducted by local law
enforcement agencies, only limited data are available for
arson. Arson statistics are included in the trend, clearance,
and arrest tables in Crime in the United States, but they are
not included in any estimated volume data. More informa-
tion on the expanded arson tables (which are available
online but not included in this publication) can be found in
Section I.

Data Collection

The data presented in Crime in the United States reflect the
Hierarchy Rule, which counts only the most serious offense
in a multiple-offense criminal incident. In descending order
of severity, the violent crimes are murder and nonnegligent
manslaughter, forcible rape, robbery, aggravated assault;
these are followed by the property crimes of burglary, lar-
ceny-theft, and motor vehicle theft. The Hierarchy Rule
does not apply to the offense of arson.

National Volume, Trends, and Rates

An estimated 9,767,915 property crimes were committed in
the United States in 2008, representing a 0.8 percent
decrease from the 2007 (2-year trend) estimate, a 5.3 per-
cent decrease from the 2004 (5-year trend) estimate, and a

mate. (Tables 1 and 1A)

From 2007 to 2008, motor vehicle theft fell by 12.7 percent.
While larceny-theft (0.3 percent) and burglary (2.0 percent)
both showed increases from their 2007 estimates. However,
larceny-theft estimates are down from both the 2004 and
2008 estimates. (Tables 1 and 1A)

The estimated property crime rate per 100,000 inhabitants
in 2008 was 3,212.5, a 1.6 percent decrease from the 2007
rate, an 8.6 percent decrease from the 2004 rate, and a 14.2
percent decrease from the 1999 rate. The number of bur-
glaries grew 5.8 percent from 1999 to 2008, but the burglary
rate per 100,000 population fell 5.1 percent. The motor
vehicle theft rates per 100,000 residents fell from 422.5 in
1999 to 314.7 in 2008. (Tables 1 and 1A)

Regional Offense Trends and Rates

The UCR Program separates the United States into four
regions: the Northeast, the Midwest, the South, and the
West. (Geographic breakdowns can be found in Appendix
II1.) Property crime data collected by the UCR Program
and aggregated by region reflected the following results.

The Northeast

The Northeast region accounted for 18.1 percent of the
nation’s population and experienced a 0.4 percent increase
in population from 2007 to 2008. The region also accounted
for 12.6 percent of the nation’s estimated number of prop-
erty crimes in 2008. (Table 3) Law enforcement in the
Northeast saw a 2.5 percent increase in the estimated num-
ber of property crimes from 2007 to 2008. The property
crime rate for the Northeast, estimated at 2,248.8 incidents



per 100,000 inhabitants, was 2.0 percent higher than the
2007 rate. (Table 4)

The Midwest

The Midwest, with 21.9 percent of the U.S. population in
2008 and a 0.3 percent growth in population from 2007 to
2008, accounted for 20.9 percent of the nation’s estimated
number of property crimes. (Table 3) Law enforcement in
the Midwest saw a 2.6 percent decrease in the estimated
number of property crimes in the Midwest from 2007 to
2008.The rate of property crime in the Midwest in 2008, esti-
mated at 3,066.5 incidents per 100,000 inhabitants, repre-
sented a 2.9 percent decrease from the 2007 rate. (Table 4)

The South

The South, the nation’s most populous region, accounted
for 36.7 percent of the U.S. population in 2008 and experi-
enced a 1.1 percent growth in population from 2007 to
2008. The region also accounted for an estimated 43.2 per-
cent of the nation’s property crimes. (Table 3) The South
experienced a 0.6 percent increase in its estimated number
of property crimes from 2007 to 2008. The 2008 property
crime rate, an estimated 3780.8 incidents per 100,000 inhab-
itants, was 0.6 percent lower than the 2007 rate. (Table 4)

The West

In 2008, the West accounted for 23.3 percent of the nation’s
population; the region experienced a 1.1 percent growth in
population from 2006 to 2007. The West also accounted for
23.2 percent of the nation’s estimated number of property
crimes. (Table 3) From 2007 to 2008, the estimated number
of property crimes in this region decreased 3.2 percent. The
estimated property crime rate in the West in 2008, 3,200.7
incidents per 100,000 inhabitants, was 4.2 percent lower
than the 2007 rate. (Table 4)

Community Types

The UCR Program aggregates data by three community
types: metropolitan statistical areas (MSAs), cities outside
metropolitan areas, and nonmetropolitan counties. (Addi-
tional in-depth information regarding community types can
be found in Appendix III.) In 2008, 83.5 percent of the U.S.
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population lived in MSAs. The property crime rate for
MSAs was 3,212.5 per 100,000 inhabitants. Cities outside
metropolitan areas, which accounted for 6.6 percent of the
total population in 2008, had a property crime rate of
3,352.0 per 100,000 inhabitants. Nonmetropolitan counties,
with 9.9 percent of the nation’s population in 2008, had a
property crime rate of 1,681.1 per 100,000 inhabitants.
(Table 2)

Population Groups: Trends and Rates

The UCR Program organizes the agencies that contribute
data into population groups, which include cities, metro-
politan counties, and nonmetropolitan counties. (Appendix
III provides further details about these groups.) From 2007
to 2008, law enforcement in the nation’s cities collectively
reported a 1.7 percent decrease in the number of property
crimes. All city groups experienced decreased in the num-
ber of property crimes; cities with 250,000 to 499,999 inhab-
itants or more had the largest declines at 5.1 percent. While
metropolitan counties experienced a increase of 0.5 percent
from 2007 to 2008; property crime increased in nonmetro-
politran counties by 0.2 percent. (Table 12)

The nation’s cities collectively had a property crime rate of
3,759.1 incidents per 100,000 inhabitants in 2008. Non-
metropolitan counties had a rate of 1,716.3 incidents per
100,000 inhabitants, and metropolitan counties had a rate
of 2,432.6 incidents per 100,000 inhabitants. (Table 16)

Offense Analysis

The estimated dollar loss attributing to property crimes, not
including arson, in 2008 was $17.2 billion. Among the indi-
vidual property crime categories, the dollar losses were an
estimated $4.6 billion for burglary, $6.1 billion for larceny-
theft, and $ 6.4 billion for motor vehicle theft. (Tables 1 and
23) Arson had an average dollar loss of $16,015. Arsons of
industrial/manufacturing structures resulted in the highest
average dollar losses with an average loss of $212,388.
(Expanded Arson Table 2) In 2008, the average dollar value
per motor vehicle stolen in the United States was $6,751.
The average dollar value of property taken during burgla-
ries was $2,079; during robberies, $1,315; and during lar-
ceny-thefts, $925. The average dollar loss per arson offense
was $16,015.
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BURGLARY
Burglary, by Location and Time, 2008
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The UCR Program defines burglary as the unlawful entry
of a structure to commit a felony or theft. To classify an
offense as a burglary, the use of force to gain entry need not
have occurred. The program has three subclassifications for
burglary: forcible entry, unlawful entry where no force is
used, and attempted forcible entry. The UCR definition of
“structure” includes, but is not limited to, apartments, barns,
house trailers or houseboats (when used as permanent
dwellings), offices, railroad cars (but not automobiles), sta-
bles, and vessels (i.e., ships).

National Volume, Trends, and Rate

In 2008, there were an estimated 2,222,196 burglaries—an
increase of 2.0 percent when compared with 2007 data.
There was an increase of 3.6 percent in the number of bur-
glaries in 2008 when compared with the 2004 estimate and
an increase of 5.8 percent when compared with the 1999
estimate. Burglary accounted for 22.7 percent of the esti-
mated number of property crimes committed in 2008. The
burglary rate for the United States in 2008 was 730.8 inci-
dents per 100,000 inhabitants, a 1.1 percent decrease from
the 2007 rate. (Tables 1 and 1A)

Regional Offense Trends and Rates

The UCR Program divides the United States into four
regions: the Northeast, the Midwest, the South, and the
West. (Details regarding these regions can be found in
Appendix III.) An analysis of burglary data by region
showed the following details.

In 2008, 18.1 percent of the nation’s population lived in the
Northeast, which experienced a 0.4 percent increase in pop-
ulation from 2007 to 2008. This region accounted for 10.6
percent of the estimated total number of burglary offenses
in the nation in 2008. The region’s burglary rate, an esti-
mated 429.5 offenses per 100,000 inhabitants, represented
an increase of 2.5 percent from the 2007 rate. The North-
east had the lowest burglary rate of the four regions.
(Tables 3 and 4)

The Midwest

The Midwest accounted for 21.9 percent of the nation’s
population in 2008 and experienced a 0.3 percent growth in
population from 2007 to 2008. This region accounted for
20.4 percent of the nation’s estimated number of burglaries.
The estimated number of burglaries in this region increased
1.2 percent from 2007 to 2008. The Midwest had a burglary
rate of 681.1 offenses per 100,000 inhabitants, a 0.9 percent
increase from the 2007 rate. (Tables 3 and 4)

The South

The South, the nation’s most highly populated region, had
the most burglaries in 2008 (an estimated 1,051,616). With
36.7 percent of the nation’s population (and having experi-
enced a 1.1 percent growth in population from 2007 to
2008), this region accounted for 47.3 percent of all burgla-
ries in the United States. The estimated rate of burglary in
the South was 941.3 incidents per 100,000 inhabitants, a 2.1
percent increase from the 2007 rate. (Tables 3 and 4)



The West

The West accounted for 23.3 percent of the nation’s popu-
lation in 2008 and experienced a 1.1 percent growth in pop-
ulation from 2007 to 2008. In 2008, this region accounted
for an estimated 21.7 percent of the nation’s burglaries. The
region’s burglary rate was 679.3, a 1.5 percent decrease
from the 2007 rate. The total number of burglaries (481,316)
represented a 0.5 percent decrease from the 2007 figure.
The West was the only one of the four regions with a
decrease in the number of burglaries. (Tables 3 and 4)

Community Types

The UCR Program aggregates data by three community
types: metropolitan statistical areas (MSAs), cities outside
MSAs, and nonmetropolitan counties. (See Appendix 111
for more information regarding community types.) In 2008,
83.5 percent of the U.S. population lived in MSAs, and an
estimated 85.3 percent of all burglaries occurred in this type
of community. Inhabitants of cities outside MSAs
accounted for 6.6 percent of the total population in 2008
and 7.3 percent of the estimated number of burglaries; non-
metropolitan counties, with 9.9 percent of the U.S. popula-
tion, accounted for 7.4 percent of all burglaries. The
burglary rates per 100,000 inhabitants were 745.8 in MSAs,
813.9 in cities outside MSAs, and 549.2 in nonmetropolitan
counties. (Table 2)

Population Groups: Trends and Rates

In addition to analyzing data by region and community type,
the UCR Program aggregates crime statistics by population
groups. Cities are categorized into six groups based on the
number of inhabitants; counties are categorized into two
groups, metropolitan and nonmetropolitan. (Appendix 111
offers further details regarding these population groups.)

An examination of data from law enforcement agencies
that provided statistics for at least six common months in
2007 and 2008 showed that the nation’s cities experienced
a collective 1.2 percent increase in burglaries from 2007 to
2008. Burglaries decreased the most in cities with a popu-
lation between 250,000 to 499,999. While cities with 500,000
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to 999,999 inhabitants had the highest increase (2.4 per-
cent). The volume of burglaries increased 2.8 percent in
metropolitan counties, 1.9 percent in nonmetropolitan
counties, and 2.5 percent in suburban areas. (Table 12)

The UCR Program calculates burglary rates for population
groups from the information provided by participating
agencies that submitted all 12 months of offense data for
the year. In 2008, the nation’s cities had 805.2 offenses per
100,000 inhabitants. Cities with 500,000 to 999,999 popula-
tion had the highest burglary rate at 1,197.5 incidents per
100,000 inhabitants. Cities with 10,000 to 24,999 inhabitants
had the lowest burglary rate—638.3 incidents per 100,000
inhabitants. Metropolitan counties had a rate of 630.4 per
100,000 inhabitants, and nonmetropolitan counties had a
rate of 561.3 per 100,000 inhabitants. (Table 16)

Offense Analysis

The UCR Program requests that participating law enforce-
ment agencies provide details regarding the nature of bur-
glaries in their jurisdictions, such as type of entry, type of
structure, time of day, and dollar loss associated with each
offense.

Of all burglaries, 61.2 percent involved forcible entry, 32.3
percent were unlawful entries (without force), and the
remainder (6.4 percent) were forcible entry attempts.
(Table 19)

Victims of burglary offenses suffered an estimated $4.6 bil-
lion in lost property in 2008; overall, the average dollar loss
per burglary offense was $2,079.

As in the past, burglars targeted residences more often than
nonresidential structures. In 2008, burglaries of residential
properties accounted for 70.3 percent of all burglary
offenses. Law enforcement agencies were unable to deter-
mine the time of day for 21.6 percent of all reported bur-
glaries. However, of the burglaries for which time of day
could be established, most burglaries of residences (64.8
percent) occurred during the day, while most burglaries of
nonresidential structures (55.3 percent) occurred at night.
(Table 23)
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LARCENY-THEFT
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The UCR Program defines larceny-theft as the unlawful
taking, carrying, leading, or riding away of property from
the possession or constructive possession of another. Exam-
ples are thefts of bicycles, motor vehicle parts and acces-
sories, shoplifting, pocket picking, or the stealing of any
property or article not taken by force and violence or by
fraud. Attempted larcenies are included. Embezzlement,
confidence games, forgery, check fraud, etc., are excluded
from this category.

National Volume, Trends, and Rates

There were an estimated 6.6 million (6,588,873) larceny-
thefts nationwide in 2008. Larceny-thefts accounted for an
estimated 67.5 percent of property crimes in 2008. There
was a 0.3 percent increase in the estimated number of lar-
ceny-thefts in 2008 compared with the 2007 estimate. The
2008 figure showed a 5.3 percent decline compared with the
1999 estimate. The trend data also showed decreases in the
larceny-theft rates per 100,000 inhabitants during these
periods. The rate of larceny-thefts declined 0.5 percent from
2007 to 2008, and the rate declined 15.0 percent from 1999
to 2008. (Table 1)

Regional Offense Trends and Rates

The UCR Program defines four regions within the United
States: the Northeast, the Midwest, the South, and the West.
(See Appendix III for a geographical description of each
region.) Larceny-theft decreased in the Midwest and the
West, 2.5 percent and 0.5 percent, respectively, while such
offenses increased 4.0 percent in the Northeast and 1.0 per-

graphs provide a region overview of larceny-theft.

The Northeast

The Northeast was the region with the smallest proportion
(18.1 percent) of the U.S. population in 2008. The region’s
population grew by 0.4 percent from 2007 to 2008. The
region also experienced the fewest larceny-thefts in the
country, accounting for only 13.7 percent of all larceny-
thefts. (Table 3) The estimated number of offenses in
2008—903,474—represented a 4.0 percent decline from
2007, and the estimated rate—1,644.9 incidents per 100,000
inhabitants—represented a 3.5 percent decline. (Table 4)

The Midwest

With 21.9 percent of the U.S. population in 2008, and a 0.3
percent growth in population from 2007 to 2008, the Mid-
west accounted for an estimated 214 percent of the
nation’s larceny-thefts. (Table 3) The estimated number of
offenses (1,412,944) declined 2.5 percent compared with
the 2007 data, and the estimated rate of occurrences
(2,122.8 incidents per 100,000 inhabitants) declined 2.7 per-
cent. (Table 4)

The South

With more than one-third of the U.S. population in 2008
(36.7 percent), the South experienced a 1.1 percent growth
in population from 2007 to 2008. The region had the
nation’s highest proportion of larceny-theft offenses: an
estimated 42.7 percent. (Table 3) Estimated offenses in this
region totaled 2,810,699, a 1.0 percent increase from the



2007 estimate. The South’s larceny-theft rate—estimated at
2,515.9 offenses per 100,000 inhabitants—decreased 0.1
percent from the 2007 estimate. (Table 4)

The West

In 2008, an estimated 23.3 percent of the U.S. population
lived in the West, which experienced a 1.1 percent growth
in population from 2007 to 2008. This region was also where
22.2 percent of the nation’s estimated number of larceny-
thefts took place. (Table 3) Occurrences of larceny-theft
declined 0.5 percent from 2007 to 2008, dropping to an esti-
mated total of 1,461,756 offenses. The region’s larceny-theft
rate, estimated at 2,063.0 offenses per 100,000 inhabitants,
declined 1.5 percent from the 2007 rate. (Table 4)

Community Types

The UCR Program aggregates data for three community
types: metropolitan statistical areas (MSAs), cities outside
MSAs, and nonmetropolitan counties outside MSAs. MSAs
include a central city or urbanized area with at least 50,000
inhabitants, as well as the county that contains the princi-
pal city and other adjacent counties that share a high
degree of social and economic integration as measured
through commuting. Cities outside MSAs are mostly incor-
porated areas, and nonmetropolitan counties are composed
of unincorporated areas. (See Appendix III for more infor-
mation regarding community types.)

In 2008, MSAs were home to an estimated 83.5 percent of
the nation’s population and experienced 87.0 percent of the
nation’s larceny-theft incidents. Cities outside MSAs
accounted for 6.6 percent of the U.S. population and 8.4
percent of larceny-theft offenses. Nonmetropolitan coun-
ties, which were home to 10.1 percent of the nation’s pop-
ulation, accounted for 4.6 percent of the estimated number
of larceny-theft offenses. (Table 2)

Population Groups: Trends and Rates

In cities, collectively, occurrences of larceny-theft declined
0.5 percent between 2007 and 2008. Cities with 1,000,000
ore more inhabitants, experienced an increase of 0.5 per-
cent. Among the city groups, cities with 250,000 to 499,999
inhabitants experienced the greatest decrease (3.7 percent)
followed by cities with fewer than 10,000 inhabitants (1.3
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percent). In both metropolitan and nonmetropolitan coun-
ties larceny-theft increased, by 1.6 and 0.1 percent, respec-
tively. (Table 12)

Based on reports of larceny-theft offenses from U.S. law
enforcement agencies that submitted 12 months of com-
plete data for 2008, this offense occurred at a rate of 2,200.1
offenses per 100,000 inhabitants. The collective rate for
cities was 2,568.3 offenses per 100,000 inhabitants. Among
city population groups, cities with 500,000 to 999,000 inhab-
itants had the highest larceny-theft rate, 3,269.3 incidents
per 100,000 inhabitants. Cities with over 1,000,000 inhabi-
tants had the lowest rate, at 2,278.5. In metropolitan coun-
ties, the rate was 1,557.8 incidents per 100,000 inhabitants;
in nonmetropolitan counties, the rate was 1,027.0 incidents
per 100,000 inhabitants. (Table 16)

Offense Analysis

Distribution

Thefts from motor vehicles accounted for the majority of
larceny-theft offenses in 2008 (35.8 percent). Table 23 pro-
vides a further breakdown of larceny-theft offenses, includ-
ing shoplifting, thefts from buildings, thefts of motor vehicle
accessories, thefts of bicycles, thefts from coin-operated
machines, purse snatching, and pocket picking. The “all
other” category, which includes the less-defined types of lar-
ceny-theft, accounted for 31.9 percent of all offenses.

Loss by Dollar Value

Larceny-theft offenses cost victims an estimated $6.1 billion
dollars in 2008, up from $5.8 billion in 2007. (Tables 1 and 23)
The average value of property stolen was $925 per offense.
Larceny-theft from buildings had the highest average dollar
loss per offense at $1,540. Thefts from motor vehicles had an
average dollar loss of $724 per offense; thefts of motor vehi-
cle accessories, $532; purse snatching, $427; pocket picking,
$563; thefts from coin-operated machines, $354; thefts of
bicycles, $289; and shoplifting, $196. (Table 23)

Offenses in which the stolen property was valued at more
than $200 accounted for 45.0 percent of all larceny-thefts.
Table 23 provides further analysis, including the average
dollar value per offense, of all offenses in the overall cate-
gory of property crime.
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MOTOR VEHICLE THEFT

Number and Rate of Motor Vehicle Thefts, 1989-2008
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Definition

The UCR Program defines motor vehicle theft as the theft
or attempted theft of a motor vehicle. The offense includes
the stealing of automobiles, trucks, buses, motorcycles,
snowmobiles, etc. The taking of a motor vehicle for tempo-
rary use by a person or persons with lawful access is
excluded.

National Volume, Trends, and Rates

In 2008, an estimated 956,846 motor vehicle thefts took
place in the United States. The estimated number of motor
vehicle thefts declined 12.7 percent when compared with
data from 2007, 22.7 percent when compared with 2004 fig-
ures, and 16.9 percent when compared with 1999 figures.
(Table 1)

The estimated rate of motor vehicle theft in 2008 was 314.7
incidents per 100,000 inhabitants. In the 2-year, 5-year, and
10-year trend data, this rate showed decline: the 2008 rate
was 13.4 percent lower than the 2007 rate, 25.3 percent
lower than the 2004 rate, and 25.5 percent lower than the
1999 rate. (Table 1)

Regional Offense Trends and Rates

In order to analyze crime by geographic area, the UCR
Program divides the United States into four regions: the
Northeast, the Midwest, the South, and the West. (Appen-
dix III provides a map delineating the regions.) This section
provides a regional overview of motor vehicle theft.

The Northeast

The Northeast accounted for an estimated 18.1 percent of
the nation’s population in 2008 and experienced a 0.4 per-
cent decline in population from 2007 to 2008. The region
also accounted for an estimated 10.0 percent of its motor
vehicle thefts. (Table 3) An estimated 95,813 motor vehicle
thefts occurred in the Northeast in 2008, representing a 10.5
percent decrease from the 2007 estimate. This was the
largest decline among the regions. The estimated rate of
174.4 motor vehicle thefts per 100,000 inhabitants in the
Northeast in 2008 represented a 10.9 percent decline from
the 2007 rate. (Table 4)

The Midwest

An estimated 21.9 percent of the country’s population
resided in the Midwest in 2008, and the region experi-
enced a 0.3 growth in population from 2007 to 2008. The
region accounted for 18.3 percent of the nation’s motor
vehicle thefts. (Table 3) The Midwest had an estimated
174,760 motor vehicle thefts in 2008, a 9.3 percent
decrease from the previous year’s total. The motor vehi-
cle theft rate was estimated at 262.6 motor vehicles stolen
per 100,000 inhabitants, a 12.6 percent decrease from the
2007 rate. (Table 4)

The South

The South, the nation’s most populous region, was home to
an estimated 36.7 percent of the U.S. population in 2008
and experienced a 1.1 percent growth in population from



2007 to 2008. This region accounted for 37.8 percent of the
nation’s motor vehicle thefts. (Table 3) The estimated
361,520 motor vehicle thefts in the South decreased 9.3 per-
cent from the 2007 estimate. Motor vehicles in the South
were stolen at an estimated rate of 323.6 per 100,000 inhab-
itants in 2008, a rate that was 10.3 percent lower than the
2007 rate. (Table 4)

The West

With approximately 23.3 percent of the U.S. population in
2008, the West experienced a 1.1 percent growth in popu-
lation from 2007 to 2008. This region accounted for 33.9
percent of all motor vehicle thefts in the nation in 2008.
(Table 3) An estimated 324,753 motor vehicle thefts
occurred in this region. This number represented a 16.9
percent decrease from the previous year’s estimate. The
motor vehicle theft rate for the West was also lower in
2008 than in 2007; the 2008 rate of 458.3 motor vehicles
stolen per 100,000 inhabitants was 17.8 percent lower than
the 2007 rate. (Table 4)

Community Types

The UCR Program aggregates data by three community
types: metropolitan statistical areas (MSAs), cities outside
MSA s, and nonmetropolitan counties. MSAs are areas that
include a principal city or urbanized area with at least
50,000 inhabitants and the county that contains the princi-
pal city and other adjacent counties that have, as defined
by the U.S. Office of Management and Budget, a high
degree of economic and social integration.

In 2008, the vast majority (83.5 percent) of the U.S. popu-
lation resided in MSAs, where approximately 92.8 percent
of motor vehicle thefts occurred. For 2008, the UCR Pro-
gram estimated an overall rate of 349.5 motor vehicles
stolen per 100,000 MSA inhabitants. Cities outside MSAs
accounted for 3.3 percent of motor vehicle thefts, and non-
metropolitan counties accounted for 3.9 percent of motor
vehicle thefts. The UCR Program estimated a 2008 rate of
159.9 motor vehicles stolen for every 100,000 inhabitants
in cities outside MSAs and a rate of 124.0 motor vehicles
stolen per 100,000 inhabitants in nonmetropolitan coun-
ties. (Table 2)
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Population Groups: Trends and Rates

The UCR Program aggregates data by various population
groups, which include cities, metropolitan counties, and
nonmetropolitan counties. (A definition of these groups can
be found in Appendix I11.)

In cities, collectively, the number of motor vehicle thefts
decreased 13.5 percent from 2007 to 2008. The number of
motor vehicle thefts decreased for all city groups. Cities
with 250,000 to 499,999 inhabitants experienced the great-
est decline—15.6 percent. Both metropolitan and non-
metropolitan counties experienced decreases, at 11.0
percent and 5.4 percent, respectively. (Table 12)

In 2008, cities had a collective motor vehicle theft rate of
385.6 per 100,000 inhabitants. Among the population groups,
cities with 500,000 to 999,999 inhabitants experienced the
highest rate of motor vehicle thefts with 724.6 motor vehicle
thefts per 100,000 inhabitants. Conversely, the nation’s small-
est cities, those with populations under 10,000, had the low-
est rate of motor vehicle theft with 162.0 incidents per
100,000 in population. Within the county groups, metropoli-
tan counties had a rate of 244.4 motor vehicles stolen per
100,000 inhabitants, while nonmetropolitan counties had a
rate of 128.0 incidents per 100,000 inhabitants. (Table 16)

Offense Analysis

Based on the reports of law enforcement agencies, the
UCR Program estimated the combined value of motor
vehicles stolen nationwide in 2008 at approximately $6.4
billion. (Tables 1 and 23) In 2008, the average dollar value
per motor vehicle stolen in the United States was $6,751.
Automobiles were, by far, the most frequently stolen vehi-
cle, accounting for 72.4 percent of all vehicles stolen. Trucks
and buses accounted for 17.9 percent of stolen vehicles, and
other vehicles accounted for 9.6 percent of stolen vehicles.
(Expanded Motor Vehicle Theft Table)

By type of vehicle, automobiles were stolen at a rate of
239.9 cars per 100,000 inhabitants in 2008. Trucks and buses
were stolen at a rate of 59.4 vehicles per 100,000 in popu-
lation, and other types of vehicles were stolen at a rate of
31.9 vehicles per 100,000 inhabitants. (Table 19)
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ARSON
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Definition

The UCR Program defines arson as any willful or malicious
burning or attempt to burn (with or without intent to
defraud) a dwelling house, public building, motor vehicle,
aircraft, personal property of another, etc.

Data Collection

Only fires that investigators determined were willfully set
(not fires labeled as “suspicious” or “of unknown origin”)
are included in this arson data collection. Points to consider
regarding arson statistics include:

National offense rates per 100,000 inhabitants (found in
Tables 1,2, and 4) do not include arson data; the FBI pres-
ents rates for arson separately. Arson rates are calculated
based upon data received from all law enforcement agen-
cies that provide the UCR Program with data for 12 com-
plete months.

Arson data collection does not include estimates for arson,
because the degree of reporting arson offenses varies from
agency to agency. Because of this unevenness of reporting,
arson offenses are excluded from Tables 1 through 7, all of
which contain offense estimations.

The number of arsons reported by individual law enforce-
ment agencies is available in Tables 8 through 11. Arson
trend data (which indicate year-to-year changes) can be
found in Tables 12 through 15, and arson clearance data
(crimes solved) can be found in Tables 25 through 28.

National Coverage

In 2008, 14,011 agencies (providing 1 to 12 months of data)
reported 62,807 arson offenses. Of those agencies, 13,980

provided expanded offense data about 56,972 arsons.
(Unpublished Expanded Arson Table 1;see Section I for
more information)

Population Groups: Trends and Rates

The number of arsons reported in 2008 decreased 3.6 per-
cent from the 2007 figure. Law enforcement agencies in the
nation’s cities collectively reported a 3.7 percent decline in
the number of arsons from the 2007 figure. The number of
arsons declined for all population groups. Among the pop-
ulation groups labeled city, the subset with 500,000 to
999,999 inhabitants had the largest year-to-year decrease in
reported arsons, 8.2 percent. Agencies in the nation’s met-
ropolitan counties reported a 2.9 percent decrease in the
number of arsons, and those in nonmetropolitan counties
reported a 5.6 percent decline. (Table 12)

Arson rates were based on information received from 11,729
agencies that provided 12 months of complete arson data to
the UCR Program. An examination of data indicated that in
2008, the highest rate among city groups—39.2 arsons per
100,000 inhabitants—was reported in cities with 250,000 or
more inhabitants. Among cities with 250,000 or more inhab-
itants, those with a population of 250,000 to 499,999 had the
highest rate at 45.0 per 100,000 inhabitants. Cities with 10,000
to 24,999 inhabitants had the lowest rate of arson at 17.9 per
100,000 inhabitants. Metropolitan counties had 20.1 arsons
per 100,000 inhabitants, and nonmetropolitan counties had
15.4 arsons per 100,000 inhabitants, the lowest of all the pop-
ulation groups. (Expanded Arson Table 1)

Offense Analysis

The UCR Program breaks down arson offenses into three
property categories: structural, mobile, and other. In addi-
tion, the structural property type is broken down into seven



types of structures, and the mobile property type consists
of two subgroupings. The program also collects information
on the estimated dollar value of the damaged property.

Property Type

The total number of arsons decreased in 2008. Arsons for
the structural property type decreased 1.5 percent and other
arsons fell 8.2 percent. Arsons for the mobile property type
increased 0.3 percent from 2007 to 2008. (Table 15)

Distribution by Property Type

Arsons involving structures (residential, storage, public,
etc.) accounted for 43.4 percent of the total number of
arson offenses; arsons involving mobile property accounted
for 28.9 percent; and other types of property (such as crops,
timber, fences, etc.) accounted for 27.7 percent of reported
arsons. Of the arsons involving structures, 62.6 percent
involved residential properties. Of the residential arsons,
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nearly three-fourths were single-occupancy residences.
Nineteen percent of structures were not in use when the
arson occurred. Mobile arsons accounted for 28.9 percent
of all arsons. Within this category, nearly 95 percent of
offenses involved the burning of motor vehicles. Other
types of property, such as crops, timber, fences, etc.,
accounted for 27.7 percent of reported arson offenses.
(Expanded Arson Table 2)

Dollar Loss

In monetary terms, the average dollar loss in 2008 for arson
was $16,015. The average dollar loss for a structural arson
was $29,701. Within the structural arson category, the indus-
trial/manufacturing subcategory had the highest average
dollar loss at $212,388. Within that same category, single-
occupancy dwellings had an average dollar loss of $28,788.
Mobile property had an average dollar loss of $8,766. Other
property types had an average dollar loss of $2,099.
(Expanded Arson Table 2)
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Table 1.

(Number, rate per 100,000 population, percent.)

Crime in the United States, by Volume and Rate per 100,000 Inhabitants, 1989-2008

Violent crime Murder and Forcible rape Robbery Aggravated assault
Year Population! nonnegligent manslaughter
Number Rate Number Rate Number Rate Number Rate Number Rate

246,819,230 1,646,037 666.9 21,500 8.7 94,504 383 578,326 2343 951,707 385.6

249,464,396 1,820,127 729.6 23,438 9.4 102,555 41.1 639,271 256.3 1,054,863 422.9

252,153,092 1,911,767 758.2 24,703 9.8 106,593 423 687,732 272.7 1,092,739 433.4

255,029,699 1,932,274 757.7 23,760 93 109,062 2.8 672,478 2637|  1,126974 441.9

257,782,608 1,926,017 747.1 24,526 9.5 106,014 41.1 659,870 256.0 1,135,607 440.5

260,327,021 1,857,670 713.6 23,326 9.0 102,216 39.3 618,949 237.8 1,113,179 427.6

262,803,276 1,798,792 684.5 21,606 8.2 97,470 37.1 580,509 2209| 1,099,207 4183

265,228,572 1,688,540 636.6 19,645 7.4 96,252 36.3 535,594 201.9 1,037,049 391.0

267,783,607 1,636,096 611.0 18,208 6.8 96,153 359 498,534 186.2 1,023,201 382.1

270,248,003 1,533,887 567.6 16,974 6.3 93,144 345 447,186 165.5 976,583 361.4

272,690,813 1,426,044 523.0 15,522 5.7 89,411 328 409,371 150.1 911,740 3343

281,421,906 1,425,486 506.5 15,586 55 90,178 320 408,016 145.0 911,706 324.0

285,317,559 1,439,480 504.5 16,037 5.6 90,863 318 423,557 148.5 909,023 318.6

287,973,924 1,423,677 494.4 16,229 5.6 95,235 33.1 420,806 146.1 891,407 309.5

290,788,976 1,383,676 475.8 16,528 5.7 93,883 323 414,235 1425 859,030 295.4

2004... 293,656,842 1,360,088 463.2 16,148 55 95,089 32.4 401,470 136.7 847,381 288.6
2005... 296,507,061 1,390,745 469.0 16,740 5.6 94,347 31.8 417,438 140.8 862,220 290.8
2006.... 299,398,484 1,418,043 473.6 17,030 5.7 92,757 31.0 447,403 149.4 860,853 281.5
2007... 301,621,157 1,408,337 466.9 16,929 5.6 90,427 30.0 445,125 147.6 855,856 283.8
2008... 304,059,724 1,382,012 4545 16,272 5.4 89,000 29.3 441,855 145.3 834,885 274.6

v Property crime Burglary Larceny-theft Motor vehicle theft
ear
Number Rate Number Rate Number Rate Number Rate

12,605,412 5,107.1 3,168,170 1,283.6 7,872,442 3,189.6 1,564,800 634.0
12,655,486 5,073.1 3,073,909 12322 7,945,670 3,185.1 1,635,907 655.8
12,961,116 5,140.2 3,157,150 1,252.1 8,142,228 3,229.1 1,661,738 659.0
12,505,917 4,903.7 2,979,884 1,168.4 7,915,199 3,103.6 1,610,834 631.6

12,218,777 4,740.0 2,834,808 1,099.7 7,820,909 3,033.9 1,563,060 606.3

12,131,873 4,660.2 2,712,774 1,042.1 7,879,812 3,026.9 1,539,287 591.3

12,063,935 4,590.5 2,593,784 987.0 7,997,710 3,0432 1,472,441 560.3
11,805,323 4.451.0 2,506,400 945.0 7,904,685 2,980.3 1,394,238 525.7
11,558,475 43163 2,460,526 918.8 7,743,760 2,891.8 1,354,189 505.7
10,951,827 4,052.5 2,332,735 863.2 7,376,311 2,729.5 1,242,781 459.9

10,208,334 3,743.6 2,100,739 770.4 6,955,520 2,550.7 1,152,075 422.5
10,182,584 3,618.3 2,050,992 728.8 6,971,590 24713 1,160,002 412.2

10,437,189 3,658.1 2,116,531 741.8 7,092,267 2,485.7 1,228,391 430.5
10,455,277 3,630.6 2,151,252 747.0 7,057,379 2,450.7 1,246,646 432.9
10,442,862 35912 2,154,834 741.0 7,026,802 2,416.5 1,261,226 433.7

10,319,386 3,514.1 2,144,446 730.3 6,937,089 2,362.3 1,237,851 421.5
10,174,754 34315 2,155,448 726.9 6,783,447 2,287.8 1,235,859 416.8
9,983,568 33345 2,183,746 729.4 6,607,013 2,206.8 1,192,809 398.4

9,843,481 3,263.5 2,179,140 722.5 6,568,572 2,177.8 1,095,769 363.3
9,767,915 32125 2,222,196 730.8 6,588,873 2,167.0 956,846 314.7

! Populations are U.S. Census Bureau provisional estimates as of July 1 for each year except 1990 and 2000, which are decennial census counts.
2 The murder and nonnegligent homicides that occurred as a result of the events of September 11,2001, are not included in this table.

Table 1A. Crime in the United States, Percent Change in Volume and Rate per 100,000 Inhabitants for 2 Years,

5 Years, and 10 Years
(Percent change.)
Violent crime Murder and Forcible rape Robbery Aggravated assault
Year nonnegligent manslaughter
Number Rate Number Rate Number Rate Number Rate Number Rate
-1.9 2.7 -3.9 -4.7 -1.6 2.4 -0.7 -1.5 -2.5 -3.2
+1.6 -1.9 +0.8 2.7 -6.4 -9.6 +10.1 +6.3 -1.5 -4.8
1999-2008.........orrrvrrrrrerirnnnes -3.1 -13.1 +4.8 -6.0 -0.5 -10.7 +7.9 32 -8.4 -17.9
Property crime Burglary Larceny-theft Motor vehicle theft
Year
Number Rate Number Rate Number Rate Number Rate
-0.8 -1.6 +2.0 +1.2 +0.3 -0.5 -12.7 -13.4
-53 -8.6 +3.6 +0.1 -5.0 -83 227 -25.3
-4.3 -14.2 +5.8 -5.1 -5.3 -15.0 -16.9 -25.5




Table 2.  Crime in the United States, by Community Type, 2008

(Number, percent, rate per 100,000 population.)
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Murder

. . Motor
Area Population! Vlo}ent and non- Forcible Robbery Aggravated ProPerty Burglary Larce.ny- vehicle
crime negligent rape assault crime theft
theft
manslaughter
United States Total .............c...cooconerurnrinnrinnns 304,059,724 1,382,012 16,272 89,000 441,855 834,885 9,767,915 2,222,196 6,588,873 956,846
Rate per 100,000 inhabitants ............ccccoeeeueee 4545 54 29.3 145.3 274.6 32125 730.8 2,167.0 3147
Metropolitan Statistical Areas
Area actually reporting? 254,002,827 1,168,181 13,723 68,494 397,696 688,268 8,083,781 1,804,719 5,428,750 850,312
Estimated total 96.0% 1,242,047 14,550 74,339 423,309 729,849 8,514,199 1,894,453 5,732,128 887,618
Rate per 100,000 inhabitants ........c....cccoeevuvne 100.0% 489.0 57 29.3 166.7 287.3 3,352.0 745.8 2,256.7 349.5
Cities Outside Metropolitan Areas. 19,957,718
Area actually reporting? 87.6% 69,858 605 6,568 11,787 50,898 657,892 142,752 486,482 28,658
Estimated total 100.0% 78,232 693 7,620 13,387 56,532 747,713 162,443 553,355 31,915
Rate per 100,000 inhabitants 392.0 35 382 67.1 283.3 3,746.5 813.9 2,772.6 159.9
N politan C 30,099,179
Area actually reporting? 90.0% 57,121 945 6,118 4,743 45315 464,029 151,350 277,937 34,742
Estimated total............ 100.0% 61,733 1,029 7,041 5,159 48,504 506,003 165,300 303,390 37,313
Rate per 100,000 inhabitants 205.1 34 23.4 17.1 161.1 1,681.1 549.2 1,008.0 124.0
! Population figures are U.S. Census Bureau provisional estimates as of July 1,2008.
2The percentage reported under “Area actually reporting” is based on the population covered by agencies providing 3 months or more of crime reports to the FBIL.
Table 3. Crime in the United States, Population and Offense Distribution, by Region, 2008
(Percent distribution.)
Murder
Violent and non- Forcible Aggravated Property Larceny- Motor
Region Population . . Robbery . Burglary vehicle
crime negligent rape assault crime theft theft
manslaughter
United States Total'..............cco...cccoouecrreuonnncs 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
Northeast 18.1 14.7 14.1 123 172 13.7 12.6 10.6 13.7 10.0
Midwest 21.9 193 19.7 25.4 19.1 187 20.9 20.4 21.4 183
South 36.7 432 452 382 40.2 452 432 473 42.7 37.8
West 233 22.8 21.1 241 23.5 224 232 21.7 222 339

I Because of rounding, the percentages may not add to 100.0.
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Table 4. Crime, by Region, Geographic Division, and State, 2007-2008

(Number, rate per 100,000 population, percent.)

Murder and

Violent . Forcible Aggravated
. nonnegligent Robbery
Area Population' crime manslaughter rape assault
Number Rate Number Rate Number Rate Number Rate Number Rate
UNITED STATES
TOTAL?4
2007 301,621,157 1,408,337 466.9 16,929 5.6 90,427 30.0 445,125 147.6 855,856 283.8
2008 304,059,724 1,382,012 454.5 16,272 5.4 89,000 29.3 441,855 145.3 834,885 274.6
Percent change .................. -1.9 2.7 -3.9 -4.7 -1.6 -2.4 -0.7 -1.5 -2.5 =32
Northeast
54,680,626 203,632 3724 2,261 4.1 10,821 19.8 75,326 137.8 115,224 210.7
54,924,779 203,654 370.8 2,293 42 10,981 20.0 76,048 138.5 114,332 208.2
Percent change * -0.4 +1.4 +1.0 +1.5 +1.0 +1.0 +0.5 -0.8 -1.2
New England
2007 14,264,185 43,334 303.8 357 2.5 3,395 238 12,225 85.7 27,357 191.8
2008 14,303,542 46,682 326.4 380 2.7 3,580 25.0 12,696 88.8 30,026 209.9
Percent change +7.7 +7.4 +6.4 +6.1 +5.4 +52 +3.9 +3.6 +9.8 +9.5
Connecticut
2007 3,502,309 8,965 256.0 106 3.0 658 18.8 3,607 103.0 4,594 1312
2008 3,501,252 10,427 297.8 123 35 674 19.3 3,907 111.6 5,723 163.5
Percent change .................. +16.3 +16.3 +16.0 +16.1 +2.4 +2.5 +8.3 +8.3 +24.6 +24.6
Maine
1,317,207 1,554 118.0 21 1.6 391 29.7 349 26.5 793 60.2
1,316,456 1,547 1175 31 2.4 375 28.5 333 253 808 61.4
Percent change ... -0.5 -0.4 +47.6 +47.7 -4.1 -4.0 -4.6 -4.5 +1.9 +1.9
Massachusetts
6,449,755 27,832 4315 184 2.9 1,634 253 7,006 108.6 19,008 294.7
6,497,967 29,174 449.0 167 2.6 1,736 26.7 7,069 108.8 20,202 310.9
Percent change +4.8 +4.0 -9.2 -9.9 +6.2 +5.5 +0.9 +0.2 +6.3 +5.5
New Hampshire
1,315,828 1,807 1373 15 1.1 333 253 432 328 1,027 78.0
1,315,809 2,069 1572 13 1.0 391 29.7 419 31.8 1,246 94.7
Percent change +14.5 +14.5 -133 -133 +17.4 +17.4 -3.0 -3.0 +21.3 +21.3
Rhode Island
2007 1,057,832 2,404 2213 19 1.8 256 242 751 71.0 1,378 130.3
2008 1,050,788 2,621 249.4 29 2.8 271 264 879 83.7 1,436 136.7
Percent change ..........c...... +9.0 +9.8 +52.6 +53.7 +8.2 +8.9 +17.0 +17.8 +4.2 +4.9
Vermont
621,254 772 1243 12 1.9 123 19.8 80 12.9 557 89.7
621,270 844 1359 17 2.7 127 20.4 89 143 611 98.3
Percent change ...........c...... +9.3 +9.3 +41.7 +41.7 +3.3 +3.2 +11.3 +11.2 +9.7 +9.7
Middle Atlantic
2007 40,416,441 160,298 396.6 1,904 4.7 7426 18.4 63,101 156.1 87,867 217.4
2008 40,621,237 156,972 386.4 1,913 4.7 7401 18.2 63,352 156.0 84,306 207.5
Percent change 2.1 -2.6 +0.5 * -0.3 -0.8 +0.4 -0.1 -4.1 -4.5
New Jersey
8,685,920 28,601 329.3 380 4.4 1,050 12.1 12,549 1445 14,622 168.3
8,682,601 28,351 326.5 376 43 1,122 12.9 12,701 146.3 14,152 163.0
Percent change -0.9 -0.8 -1.1 -1.0 +6.9 +6.9 +1.2 +1.2 -3.2 -32
New York
2007 e 19,297,729 79,915 414.1 801 42 2,926 152 31,094 161.1 45,094 233.7
19,490,297 77,585 398.1 836 43 2,801 14.4 31,778 163.0 42,170 216.4
Percent change 29 -3.9 +4.4 +3.3 -4.3 -52 +2.2 +1.2 -6.5 <14
Pennsylvania
2007 12,432,792 51,782 416.5 723 58 3,450 277 19,458 156.5 28,151 226.4
2008 12,448,279 51,036 410.0 701 5.6 3,478 279 18,873 151.6 27,984 224.8
Percent change ..........c....... -1.4 -1.6 -3.0 -3.2 +0.8 +0.7 -3.0 -3.1 -0.6 -0.7
Midwest?3
66,388,795 273,018 4112 3225 49 22,863 34.4 84,674 127.5 162,256 244.4
66,561,448 266,312 400.1 3,198 4.8 22,624 34.0 84,385 126.8 156,105 234.5
Percent change 2.5 2.7 -0.8 -1.1 -1.0 -1.3 -0.3 -0.6 -3.8 -4.0
East North Central®3
2007 46,338,216 199,337 430.2 2,483 5.4 16,099 34.7 68,120 147.0 112,635 243.1
2008 46,395,654 194,647 419.5 2,348 5.1 15,879 342 68,395 147.4 108,025 232.8
Percent change 2.4 2.5 -5.4 -5.6 -1.4 -1.5 +0.4 +0.3 -4.1 -4.2
Mllinois?3
2007 12,852,548 68,528 5332 752 5.9 4,103 319 23,100 179.7 40,573 315.7
2008 . 12,901,563 67,780 525.4 790 6.1 4,118 31.9 24,054 186.4 38,818 300.9
Percent change ................. -1.1 -1.5 +5.1 +4.7 +0.4 * +4.1 +3.7 -4.3 -4.7

! Populations are U.S. Census Bureau provisional estimates as of July 1,2008, and July 1,2007.
2 Limited data for 2007 and 2008 were available for Illinois.
3The data collection methodology for the offense of forcible rape used by the Illinois and the Minnesota state UCR Programs (with the exception of Rockford, IL, and Minneapolis and St. Paul, MN)
does not comply with national UCR guidelines. Consequently, their state figures for forcible rape (with the exception of Rockford, IL, and Minneapolis and St. Paul, MN) have been estimated for

inclusion in this table.
“Less than one-tenth of 1 percent.
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(Number, rate per 100,000 population, percent.)

Crime, by Region, Geographic Division, and State, 2007-2008—Continued

SECTION II: OFFENSES KNOWN TO POLICE 33

Area Property crime Burglary Larceny-theft Motor vehicle theft
Number Rate Number Rate Number Rate Number Rate
UNITED STATES
TOTAL? 34
2007... 9,843,481 32635 2,179,140 722.5 6,568,572 2,177.8 1,095,769 363.3
2008... 9,767,915 32125 2,222,196 730.8 6,588,873 2,167.0 956,846 314.7
Percent change.. -0.8 -1.6 +2.0 +1.2 +0.3 -0.5 -12.7 -134
Northeast
2007... 1,204,978 2,203.7 229,187 419.1 868,763 1,588.8 107,028 195.7
1,235,168 2,248.8 235,881 429.5 903,474 1,644.9 95,813 174.4
Percent change.. +2.5 +2.0 +2.9 +2.5 +4.0 +3.5 -10.5 -10.9
New England
2007... 337,359 2,365.1 70,828 496.5 235,947 1,654.1 30,584 214.4
2008... 347,477 2,429.3 71,125 497.3 248,304 1,736.0 28,048 196.1
Percent change.. +3.0 +2.7 +0.4 +0.1 +5.2 +4.9 -8.3 -8.5
Connecticut ..
2007... 84,052 2,399.9 15,162 4329 59,723 1,705.2 9,167 261.7
2008... 86,087 2,458.7 15,011 4287 62,113 1,774.0 8,963 256.0
Percent change.. +2.4 +2.5 -1.0 -1.0 +4.0 +4.0 =22 =22
31,992 2,428.8 6,676 506.8 24,057 1,826.4 1,259 95.6
2008... 32,285 2,452.4 6,522 4954 24,587 1,867.7 1,176 89.3
Percent change.. +0.9 +1.0 2.3 2.3 +2.2 +2.3 -6.6 -6.5
154,246 2,391.5 35,662 552.9 103,592 1,606.1 14,992 232.4
155,959 2,400.1 36,094 555.5 107,128 1,648.6 12,737 196.0
Percent change.. +1.1 +0.4 +1.2 +0.5 +34 +2.6 -15.0 -15.7
New Hampshire ..
24,896 1,892.0 4,986 378.9 18,611 14144 1,299 98.7
27,526 2,091.9 4,286 325.7 21,853 1,660.8 1,387 105.4
Percent change.. +10.6 +10.6 -14.0 -14.0 +17.4 +17.4 +6.8 +6.8
Rhode Island
2007... 27,743 2,622.6 5,236 495.0 19,281 1,822.7 3,226 305.0
2008... 29,849 2,840.6 5,750 5472 20,899 1,988.9 3,200 304.5
Percent change.. +7.6 +8.3 +9.8 +10.6 +8.4 +9.1 -0.8 -0.1
Vermont
2007... 14,430 2,322.7 3,106 500.0 10,683 1,719.6 641 103.2
2008... 15,771 2,538.5 3,462 5572 11,724 1,887.1 585 942
Percent change.. +9.3 +9.3 +11.5 +11.5 +9.7 +9.7 -8.7 -8.7
Middle Atlantic....
2007... 867,619 2,146.7 158,359 391.8 632,816 1,565.7 76,444 189.1
2008... 887,691 2,1853 164,756 405.6 655,170 1,612.9 67,765 166.8
Percent change.. +2.3 +1.8 +4.0 +3.5 +3.5 +3.0 -114 -11.8
New Jersey
2007... 192,226 22131 37,482 431.5 132,791 1,528.8 21,953 252.7
2008... 199,126 2,293.4 40,401 465.3 138,545 1,595.7 20,180 232.4
Percent change.. +3.6 +3.6 +7.8 +7.8 +4.3 +4.4 -8.1 -8.0
New York..
381,816 1,978.6 64,857 336.1 288,929 1,497.2 28,030 145.3
388,533 1,993.5 65,735 3373 297,684 1,527.3 25,114 1289
Percent change.. +1.8 +0.8 +1.4 +0.4 +3.0 +2.0 -10.4 -11.3
Pennsylvania.
2007... 293,577 2,361.3 56,020 450.6 211,096 1,697.9 26,461 212.8
2008... 300,032 24102 58,620 470.9 218,941 1,758.8 22,471 180.5
Percent change.. +2.2 +2.1 +4.6 +4.5 +3.7 +3.6 -15.1 -15.2
Midwest>3..
2007... 2,095,999 31572 448,126 675.0 1,448,457 2,181.8 199,416 300.4
2,041,087 3,066.5 453,383 681.1 1,412,944 2,122.8 174,760 262.6
Percent change... -2.6 2.9 +1.2 +0.9 -2.5 -2.7 -124 -12.6
East North Central®3.
2007... 1,456,791 3,143.8 324218 699.7 989,766 2,136.0 142,807 308.2
2008... 1,431,644 3,085.7 331,812 7152 973,512 2,098.3 126,320 272.3
Percent change... -1.7 -1.8 +2.3 +2.2 -1.6 -1.8 -11.5 -11.7
Illinois>3.
2007... 377,322 29358 75,524 587.6 267,911 2,084.5 33,887 263.7
2008... . 378,355 2,932.6 78,968 612.1 266,815 2,068.1 32,572 252.5
Percent change................ +0.3 -0.1 +4.6 +4.2 -0.4 -0.8 -3.9 -4.2

2 Limited data for 2007 and 2008 were available for Illinois.

3The data collection methodology for the offense of forcible rape used by the Illinois and the Minnesota state UCR Programs (with the exception of Rockford, IL, and Minneapolis and St. Paul, MN)
does not comply with national UCR guidelines. Consequently, their state figures for forcible rape (with the exception of Rockford, IL, and Minneapolis and St. Paul, MN) have been estimated for

inclusion in this table.
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Table 4. Crime, by Region, Geographic Division, and State, 2007-2008—Continued

(Number, rate per 100,000 population, percent.)

Murder and

Violent . Forcible Aggravated
. nonnegligent Robbery
Area Population' crime manslaughter rape assault
Number Rate Number Rate Number Rate Number Rate Number Rate
Indiana
2007 6,345,289 21,165 333.6 356 5.6 1,742 275 7,872 1241 11,195 176.4
2008 6,376,792 21,283 3338 327 5.1 1,720 27.0 7,532 118.1 11,704 183.5
Percent change +0.6 +0.1 -8.1 -8.6 -1.3 -1.8 -4.3 -4.8 +4.5 +4.0
Michigan
2007 oo 10,071,822 53,988 536.0 676 6.7 4,579 455 13,414 1332 35,319 350.7
10,003,422 50,166 501.5 542 54 4,502 45.0 12,964 129.6 32,158 321.5
<71 -6.4 -19.8 -19.3 -1.7 -1.0 -34 2.7 -8.9 -8.3
Ohio
11,466,917 39,360 3432 516 4.5 4,452 388 18,260 159.2 16,132 140.7
11,485,910 39,997 348.2 543 4.7 4,419 385 18,719 163.0 16,316 1421
Percent change +1.6 +1.5 +52 +5.1 -0.7 -0.9 +2.5 +2.3 +1.1 +1.0
Wisconsin
2007 5,601,640 16,296 290.9 183 33 1,223 21.8 5,474 97.7 9,416 168.1
2008 . 5,627,967 15,421 274.0 146 2.6 1,120 19.9 5,126 91.1 9,029 160.4
Percent change ........cc...... -5.4 -5.8 -20.2 -20.6 -8.4 -8.9 -6.4 -6.8 -4.1 -4.6
West North Central®
20,050,579 73,681 367.5 742 3.7 6,764 337 16,554 82.6 49,621 247.5
20,165,794 71,665 3554 850 42 6,745 334 15,990 793 48,080 238.4
Percent change .................. 2.7 -3.3 +14.6 +13.9 -0.3 -0.9 -3.4 -4.0 -3.1 -3.7
Towa
2007 2,988,046 8,805 294.7 37 12 904 30.3 1,313 439 6,551 219.2
2008 3,002,555 8,520 283.8 76 2.5 888 29.6 1,248 41.6 6,308 210.1
Percent change =32 -3.7 +105.4 +104.4 -1.8 2.2 -5.0 -5.4 -3.7 -4.2
Kansas
2,775,997 12,566 4527 107 39 1,231 443 2,016 72.6 9,212 331.8
2,802,134 11,505 410.6 113 4.0 1,190 25 1,684 60.1 8,518 304.0
Percent change -84 9.3 +5.6 +4.6 -3.3 -42 -16.5 -17.2 <15 -8.4
Minnesota®
2007 5,197,621 15,003 288.7 116 22 1,873 36.0 4,770 91.8 8,244 158.6
2008 5,220,393 13,717 262.8 109 2.1 1,805 34.6 4,171 80.0 7,626 146.1
Percent change -8.6 -9.0 -6.0 -6.4 -3.6 -4.1 -12.4 -12.8 -1.5 <79
Missouri
5,878,415 29,682 504.9 385 6.5 1,714 292 7,165 121.9 20,418 3473
5,911,605 29,819 504.4 455 7.7 1,615 273 7,390 125.0 20,359 344.4
Percent change .................. +0.5 -0.1 +18.2 +17.5 -5.8 -6.3 +3.1 +2.6 -0.3 -0.8
Nebraska
2007 1,774,571 5,367 302.4 68 38 527 29.7 1,108 62.4 3,604 206.5
2008 1,783,432 5416 303.7 68 38 583 32.7 1,299 72.8 3,466 194.3
Percent change................... +0.9 +0.4 0.0 -0.5 +10.6 +10.1 +17.2 +16.7 -5.4 -59
North Dakota
2007 639,715 911 142.4 12 1.9 207 32.4 70 10.9 622 97.2
2008 641,481 1,068 166.5 3 0.5 232 36.2 72 112 761 118.6
Percent change +17.2 +16.9 -75.0 2751 +12.1 +11.8 +2.9 +2.6 +22.3 +22.0
South Dakota
796,214 1,347 169.2 17 2.1 308 387 112 14.1 910 1143
804,194 1,620 201.4 26 32 432 537 120 149 1,042 129.6
Percent change +20.3 +19.1 +52.9 +51.4 +40.3 +38.9 +7.1 +6.1 +14.5 +13.4
South*
2007 110,454,786 606,667 549.2 7,759 7.0 35,073 31.8 179,728 162.7 384,107 347.8
2008 111,718,549 596,425 5339 7,348 6.6 33,972 30.4 177,691 159.1 377,414 337.8
Percent change -1.7 2.8 -5.3 -6.4 -3.1 -4.2 -1.1 2.3 -1.7 2.9
South Atlantic*
57,860,260 332,090 574.0 4,097 7.1 16,274 28.1 103,124 1782 208,595 360.5
58,398,377 323,332 553.7 3,877 6.6 15,888 272 102,360 1753 201,207 344.5
Percent change -2.6 -3.5 -5.4 -6.2 2.4 -3.3 -0.7 -1.7 -3.5 -4.4
Delaware
2007 864,764 5,960 689.2 37 43 336 389 1,706 197.3 3,881 448.8
2008 873,092 6,141 703.4 57 6.5 366 41.9 1,838 210.5 3,880 444.4
Percent change +3.0 +2.1 +54.1 +52.6 +8.9 +7.9 +7.7 +6.7 * -1.0
District of Columbia*
588,292 8,320 14143 181 30.8 192 32.6 4,261 724.3 3,686 626.6
591,833 8,509 1,437.7 186 314 186 314 4,430 748.5 3,707 626.4
Percent change .................. +2.3 +1.7 +2.8 +2.1 -3.1 -3.7 +4.0 +3.3 +0.6 *
Florida
2007 18,251,243 131,880 722.6 1,201 6.6 6,151 337 38,162 209.1 86,366 4732
2008 18,328,340 126,265 688.9 1,168 6.4 5972 326 36,273 197.9 82,852 452.0
Percent change .................. -43 -4.7 -2.7 -3.2 2.9 -3.3 -4.9 -5.3 -4.1 -4.5

3The data collection methodology for the offense of forcible rape used by the Illinois and the Minnesota state UCR Programs (with the exception of Rockford, IL, and Minneapolis and St. Paul, MN)
does not comply with national UCR guidelines. Consequently, their state figures for forcible rape (with the exception of Rockford, IL, and Minneapolis and St. Paul, MN) have been estimated for

inclusion in this table.

#Includes offenses reported by the Zoological Police and the Metro Transit Police.

“Less than one-tenth of 1 percent.
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(Number, rate per 100,000 population, percent.)

Crime, by Region, Geographic Division, and State, 2007-2008—Continued

SECTION II: OFFENSES KNOWN TO POLICE 35

A Property crime Burglary Larceny-theft Motor vehicle theft
rea
Number Rate Number Rate Number Rate Number Rate
Indiana......ccccoeveiecinninnnns
2007... 215,526 3,396.6 46,919 739.4 149,050 2,349.0 19,557 308.2
2008... 212,715 33358 48,645 762.8 146,615 2,299.2 17,455 273.7
Percent change.. -1.3 -1.8 +3.7 +3.2 -1.6 2.1 -10.7 -11.2
308,775 3,065.7 75,428 748.9 191,196 1,898.3 42,151 418.5
293,585 2,934.8 74,176 741.5 183,168 1,831.1 36,241 362.3
Percent change... -4.9 -4.3 -1.7 -1.0 -4.2 235 -14.0 -13.4
Ohio....
2007... 396,209 34552 98,508 859.1 263,922 2,301.6 33,779 294.6
391,862 34117 102,544 892.8 260,786 22705 28,532 248.4
Percent change.. -1.1 -1.3 +4.1 +3.9 -1.2 -1.4 -155 -15.7
Wisconsin ..
2007.. 158,959 2,837.7 27,839 497.0 117,687 2,100.9 13,433 239.8
2008 155,127 2,756.4 27,479 4883 116,128 2,063.4 11,520 204.7
Percent change.. 2.4 2.9 -1.3 -1.8 -1.3 -1.8 -142 -14.6
West North Central®
2007... 639,208 3,188.0 123,908 618.0 458,691 2,287.7 56,609 282.3
2008... 609,443 3,022.2 121,571 602.9 439,432 2,179.1 48,440 240.2
Percent change... -4.7 -52 -1.9 2.4 -4.2 -4.7 -14.4 -14.9
78,154 2,615.6 16,941 567.0 56,328 1,885.1 4,885 163.5
2008... 72,689 2,420.9 16,450 547.9 51,907 1,728.8 4332 144.3
Percent change.. -7.0 <14 -2.9 -3.4 -7.8 -8.3 -11.3 -11.7
Kansas
2007... 102,120 3,678.7 20,263 729.9 73,293 2,640.2 8,564 308.5
94,635 33772 19,612 699.9 67,628 24134 7,395 263.9
<73 -8.2 32 -4.1 -1.7 -8.6 -13.7 -14.5
157,829 3,036.6 29,670 570.8 115,633 2,224.7 12,526 241.0
148,810 2,850.6 26,410 505.9 112,322 2,151.6 10,078 193.1
Percent change... -5.7 -6.1 -11.0 -11.4 2.9 -3.3 -19.5 -19.9
Missouri .
2007... 219,759 3,738.4 43,446 739.1 152,529 2,594.7 23,784 404.6
2008... 216,585 3,663.7 45,788 774.5 150,032 2,537.9 20,765 3513
Percent change.. -14 -2.0 +5.4 +4.8 -1.6 =22 -12.7 -13.2
Nebraska
2007... 56,102 3,161.4 9,046 509.8 41,855 2,358.6 5,201 293.1
2008... 51,338 2,878.6 8,775 492.0 38,375 2,151.8 4,188 234.8
Percent change.. -8.5 -8.9 -3.0 -3.5 -8.3 -8.8 -19.5 -19.9
North Dakota...
2007... 12,088 1,889.6 2,164 338.3 9,010 1,408.4 914 1429
2008... 12,152 1.894.4 2,106 3283 9,164 1,428.6 882 1375
Percent change .. +0.5 +0.3 2.7 2.9 +1.7 +1.4 -3.5 -3.8
South Dakota
13,156 1,652.3 2,378 298.7 10,043 1,261.3 735 92.3
13,234 1,645.6 2,430 302.2 10,004 1,244.0 800 99.5
+0.6 -0.4 +2.2 +1.2 -0.4 -1.4 +8.8 +7.8
4,199,649 3,802.1 1,018,197 921.8 2,782,863 2,519.5 398,589 360.9
2008... 4,223,835 3,780.8 1,051,616 941.3 2,810,699 2,515.9 361,520 323.6
Percent change... +0.6 -0.6 +33 +2.1 +1.0 -0.1 -9.3 -10.3
South Atlantic*
2,164,134 3,740.3 516,401 892.5 1,430,636 2,472.6 217,097 3752
2,212,433 3,788.5 539,121 9232 1,474,978 2,525.7 198,334 339.6
+2.2 +1.3 +4.4 +3.4 +3.1 +2.1 -8.6 -9.5
29,143 3,370.1 6,341 733.3 20,486 2,369.0 2,316 267.8
31,303 3,585.3 6,760 774.3 22,002 2,520.0 2,541 291.0
Percent change.. +7.4 +6.4 +6.6 +5.6 +7.4 +6.4 +9.7 +8.7
District of Columbia*.
2007... 28,908 4913.9 3,926 667.4 17,382 2,954.7 7,600 1,291.9
2008 30,211 5,104.6 3,788 640.0 19,958 33722 6,465 1,092.4
Percent change... +4.5 +3.9 -3.5 -4.1 +14.8 +14.1 -14.9 -15.4
Florida
2007... 746,347 4,089.3 181,833 996.3 490,858 2,689.4 73,656 403.6
2008... . 758,934 4,140.8 188,467 1,028.3 506,958 2,766.0 63,509 346.5
Percent change................ +1.7 +1.3 +3.6 +3.2 +3.3 +2.8 -13.8 -14.1

3The data collection methodology for the offense of forcible rape used by the Illinois and the Minnesota state UCR Programs (with the exception of Rockford, IL, and Minneapolis and St. Paul, MN)
does not comply with national UCR guidelines. Consequently, their state figures for forcible rape (with the exception of Rockford, IL, and Minneapolis and St. Paul, MN) have been estimated for

inclusion in this table.

4 Includes offenses reported by the Zoological Police and the Metro Transit Police.
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Table 4. Crime, by Region, Geographic Division, and State, 2007-2008—Continued

(Number, rate per 100,000 population, percent.)

Murder and

Violent . Forcible Aggravated
. nonnegligent Robbery
Area Population' crime manslaughter rape assault
Number Rate Number Rate Number Rate Number Rate Number Rate
Georgia
2007 9,544,750 47,075 4932 718 7.5 2,178 22.8 17,340 181.7 26,839 281.2
2008 9,685,744 46,384 478.9 636 6.6 2,195 22.7 17,357 179.2 26,196 270.5
Percent change -1.5 -2.9 -11.4 -12.7 +0.8 -0.7 +0.1 -1.4 24 -3.8
Maryland
2007 oo 5,618,344 36,062 641.9 553 9.8 1,179 21.0 13,258 236.0 21,072 375.1
5,633,597 35,393 628.2 493 8.8 1,127 20.0 13,203 234.4 20,570 365.1
Percent change -1.9 2.1 -10.8 -11.1 -4.4 -4.7 -0.4 -0.7 -2.4 -2.6
North Carolina
9,061,032 42,262 466.4 585 6.5 2,385 263 13,548 149.5 25,744 284.1
9,222,414 43,099 467.3 604 6.5 2,284 24.8 14,334 155.4 25,877 280.6
Percent change +2.0 +0.2 +3.2 +1.4 -4.2 -5.9 +5.8 +4.0 +0.5 -1.2
South Carolina
2007 4,407,709 34,746 788.3 352 8.0 1,739 39.5 6,346 144.0 26,309 596.9
2008 4,479,800 32,691 729.7 305 6.8 1,638 36.6 6,599 1473 24,149 539.1
Percent change .................. -5.9 <14 -13.4 -14.7 -5.8 <13 +4.0 +2.3 -82 -9.7
Virginia
7,712,091 20,798 269.7 406 53 1,745 22.6 7,651 99.2 10,996 142.6
7,769,089 19,882 255.9 368 4.7 1,758 22.6 7437 95.7 10,319 132.8
Percent change ..........c....... -4.4 -5.1 -9.4 -10.0 +0.7 * -2.8 -3.5 -6.2 -6.8
West Virginia
2007 1,812,035 4,987 2752 64 35 369 204 852 47.0 3,702 204.3
2008 1,814,468 4,968 273.8 60 33 362 20.0 889 49.0 3,657 201.5
Percent change -0.4 -0.5 -6.3 -6.4 -1.9 -2.0 +4.3 +4.2 -1.2 -1.3
East South Central
17,944,829 88,127 491.1 1,221 6.8 6,140 342 25,355 1413 55411 308.8
18,084,651 87,027 481.2 1,196 6.6 5,977 33.1 25,166 139.2 54,688 302.4
Percent change -1.2 -2.0 -2.0 2.8 =27 -34 -0.7 -1.5 -1.3 -2.1
Alabama
4,627,851 20,732 448.0 412 8.9 1,545 334 7,398 159.9 11,377 245.8
4,661,900 21,111 452.8 353 7.6 1,617 34.7 7,346 157.6 11,795 253.0
Percent change +1.8 +1.1 -14.3 -14.9 +4.7 +3.9 -0.7 -1.4 +3.7 +2.9
Kentucky
4,241,474 12,513 295.0 204 4.8 1,381 32.6 4,069 95.9 6,859 161.7
4,269,245 12,646 296.2 198 4.6 1,408 33.0 4,004 93.8 7,036 164.8
Percent change .................. +1.1 +0.4 2.9 -3.6 +2.0 +1.3 -1.6 2.2 +2.6 +1.9
Mississippi
2,918,785 8,502 291.3 208 7.1 1,040 35.6 2,866 98.2 4,388 150.3
2,938,618 8,373 284.9 237 8.1 890 30.3 3,016 102.6 4,230 143.9
Percent change ... -1.5 2.2 +13.9 +13.2 -14.4 -15.0 +5.2 +4.5 -3.6 -4.3
Tennessee
2007 6,156,719 46,380 753.3 397 6.4 2,174 353 11,022 179.0 32,787 532.5
2008 6,214,888 44,897 722.4 408 6.6 2,062 332 10,800 173.8 31,627 508.9
Percent change -32 -4.1 +2.8 +1.8 -52 -6.0 -2.0 -2.9 -3.5 -4.4
West South Central
34,649,697 186,450 538.1 2,441 7.0 12,659 36.5 51,249 147.9 120,101 346.6
35,235,521 186,066 528.1 2,275 6.5 12,107 344 50,165 142.4 121,519 344.9
Percent change -0.2 -1.9 -6.8 -8.4 -4.4 -6.0 2.1 -3.7 +1.2 -0.5
Arkansas
2007 2,834,797 15,007 529.4 191 6.7 1,268 447 3,024 106.7 10,524 371.2
2008 2,855,390 14,374 503.4 162 5.7 1,395 48.9 2,735 95.8 10,082 353.1
Percent change -42 -4.9 -15.2 -15.8 +10.0 +9.2 -9.6 -10.2 -4.2 -4.9
Louisiana
4,293,204 31,317 729.5 608 14.2 1,393 324 6,083 141.7 23,233 541.2
4,410,796 28,944 656.2 527 11.9 1,232 279 5,994 1359 21,191 480.4
Percent change .................. -7.6 -10.0 -13.3 -15.6 -11.6 -13.9 -1.5 -4.1 -8.8 -11.2
Oklahoma
3,617,316 18,072 499.6 222 6.1 1,559 43.1 3373 932 12,918 357.1
3,642,361 19,184 526.7 212 5.8 1,466 40.2 3,683 101.1 13,823 379.5
Percent change ... +6.2 +5.4 -4.5 -5.2 -6.0 -6.6 +9.2 +8.4 +7.0 +6.3
Texas
23,904,380 122,054 510.6 1,420 59 8,439 353 38,769 1622 73,426 307.2
24,326,974 123,564 507.9 1,374 5.6 8,014 329 37,753 1552 76,423 314.1
Percent change +1.2 -0.5 -32 -4.9 -5.0 -6.7 -2.6 -4.3 +4.1 +2.3

“Less than one-tenth of 1 percent.
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Crime, by Region, Geographic Division, and State, 2007-2008—Continued

A Property crime Burglary Larceny-theft Motor vehicle theft
rea
Number Rate Number Rate Number Rate Number Rate
Georgia ......oevucieireuecnnns
2007... 372,342 3,901.0 90,690 950.2 239,058 2,504.6 42,594 446.3
2008... 388,935 4,015.5 100,629 1,038.9 248,678 2,567.5 39,628 409.1
Percent change.. +4.5 +2.9 +11.0 +9.3 +4.0 +2.5 -7.0 -8.3
192,796 34315 37,095 660.2 127,308 2,265.9 28,393 505.4
198,165 3,517.6 38,849 689.6 133,983 23783 25,333 449.7
Percent change... +2.8 +2.5 +4.7 +4.4 +5.2 +5.0 -10.8 -11.0
North Carolina.
370,354 4,087.3 108,800 1,200.7 233,588 2,577.9 27,966 308.6
372,961 4,044.1 111,602 1,210.1 234,616 2,544.0 26,743 290.0
Percent change.. +0.7 -1.1 +2.6 +0.8 +0.4 -1.3 -4.4 -6.0
South Carolina.
2007. 188,282 42717 45214 1,025.8 126,042 2,859.6 17,026 386.3
2008 189,683 42342 45,967 1,026.1 126,064 2,814.1 17,652 394.0
Percent change.. +0.7 -0.9 +1.7 * * -1.6 +3.7 +2.0
Virginia
2007... 190,209 2,466.4 31,688 4109 144,467 1,873.3 14,054 1822
2008... 195,634 2,518.1 31,993 411.8 150,382 1,935.6 13,259 170.7
Percent change... +2.9 +2.1 +1.0 +0.2 +4.1 +3.3 -5.7 -6.3
West Virginia ...
2007... 45,753 2,525.0 10,814 596.8 31,447 1,7355 3,492 192.7
2008... 46,607 2,568.6 11,066 609.9 32,337 1,782.2 3,204 176.6
Percent change.. +1.9 +1.7 +2.3 +2.2 +2.8 +2.7 -82 -84
East South Central .
635,759 3,542.9 162,688 906.6 421,127 2,346.8 51,944 289.5
638,310 3,529.6 170,277 941.6 421,332 2,329.8 46,701 258.2
Percent change.. +0.4 -0.4 +4.7 +3.9 * -0.7 -10.1 -10.8
Alabama.
183,798 3,971.6 45331 979.5 124,237 2,684.6 14,230 307.5
190,343 4,082.9 50,408 1,081.3 126,477 2,713.0 13,458 288.7
Percent change.. +3.6 +2.8 +11.2 +10.4 +1.8 +1.1 -5.4 -6.1
Kentucky
2007 106,813 2,518.3 27,683 652.7 70,455 1,661.1 8,675 204.5
2008... 110,314 2,583.9 28,839 675.5 73,808 1,728.8 7,667 179.6
Percent change.. +33 +2.6 +4.2 +3.5 +4.8 +4.1 -11.6 -12.2
Mississippi
2007... 93,424 3,200.8 27,959 957.9 58,084 1,990.0 7,381 252.9
2008... 86,408 2,940.4 26,024 885.6 54,032 1,838.7 6,352 216.2
Percent change.. <15 -8.1 -6.9 <15 -7.0 -7.6 -13.9 -14.5
Tennessee..
2007 251,724 4,088.6 61,715 1,002.4 168,351 2,734.4 21,658 351.8
2008... 251,245 4,042.6 65,006 1,046.0 167,015 2,687.3 19,224 309.3
Percent change.. -0.2 -1.1 +5.3 +4.3 -0.8 -1.7 -11.2 -12.1
West South Central.
1,399,756 4,039.7 339,108 978.7 931,100 2,687.2 129,548 373.9
1,373,092 3,896.9 342,218 971.2 914,389 2,595.1 116,485 330.6
Percent change .. -1.9 -3.5 +0.9 -0.8 -1.8 -3.4 -10.1 -11.6
Arkansas
112,061 3,953.1 32,072 1,131.4 72,979 2,574.4 7,010 2473
109,508 3,835.1 33,694 1,180.0 69,303 2,427.1 6,511 228.0
Percent change.. 23 -3.0 +5.1 +4.3 -5.0 -5.7 -7.1 <18
Louisiana ..
2007... 174,991 4,076.0 44,602 1,038.9 115,209 2,683.5 15,180 353.6
2008... 168,630 3,823.1 43,320 982.1 111,567 2,529.4 13,743 311.6
Percent change.. -3.6 -6.2 2.9 -5.5 -32 -5.7 -9.5 -11.9
Oklahoma
2007... 127,562 3,526.4 34,121 943.3 79,982 2,211.1 13,459 3721
2008... 125,384 34424 35,081 963.1 79,422 2,180.5 10,881 298.7
Percent change.. -1.7 2.4 +2.8 +2.1 -0.7 -1.4 -19.2 -19.7
Texas...
2007 985,142 4,121.2 228,313 955.1 662,930 2,773.3 93,899 392.8
2008 969,570 3,985.6 230,123 946.0 654,097 2,688.8 85,350 350.8
Percent ch