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International Exchange Center on Gerontology:
The Organization and its Mission

The International Exchange Center on Gerontology (IECG) is a consortium
of ten public and private university centers on aging in Florida, based at
the University of South Florida in Tampa. The underlying purpose of the
IECG is to make available to policy makers, administrators, and practi-
tioners the best information from domestic and international sources about
effective and innovative programs for the eldeey. The Joint resources of
the ten universities and the prominent position of Florida, with its large
proportion of older persons, provide a unique opportunity for leadership
in academic and policy-making activities in gerontology. As a base for

analyzing, and disseminating information on vital policies and programs
concerning the elderly, the IECG can be of service to Florida's political
and administrative leadership. It is designed to be an active link between
universities, state and local governments, and other organizations.
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An Introduction to the Study
of Crime and the Elderly

Questions and fears regarding the scope and impact of criminal activity
have been in the forefront of public consciousness in the United States
for more than two decades. Indeed, since the tumultuous decade of the
1960s, public opinion polls have consistently documented that the
Amnerican public perceives crime to be an urgent social problem.1 For
example, in 1969, opinion polls revealed that the public ranked crime as
the most serious problem facing American society above the Viet Nam
War, inflation and race relations.2

This national anxiety concerning crime continued through the 1970s and
into the 1 . Such intense public preoccupation with crime had been
the catalyst for extensive Congressional hearings dealing with crime and
the problems it creates. In addition, it has provided the impetus for both
rhetoric and activity by candidates and public officials at the national, state
and local levels. In trying to deal with these problems, Congress and the
Federal Executive, state legislatures and governors, and local authorities
have enacted a multitude of executive orders, acts, and ordinances in an
attempt to stem the "rising tide" of crime perceived by the public.

At the national level, several special COMMMiSSiGIIS have been assembled
with mandates to examine various problems concerning the origins,
extent, and effects of crime and to make recommendations about possible
courses of action.3 In addition, a section of the Omnibus Crime Control
Act of 1968 created the Law Enforcement Assistance Administration
(LEAA). The legislation provided for massive funding, through LEAA, of
technical assistance program; for state and local law enforcement agencies.
More importantly, the LEAA sponsored, at an unprecedented rate, large
scale and enormously expensive research about crime and its effects. Its
objective was to gain a better understanding of the problems of crime,
the law enforcement community, and the entire criminal justice system.
In addition, the agency would use this knowledge to make recommenda-
tions to policymakers and to provide funding for improvements in the
criminal justice apparatus.

An additional concern should be noted the emergence and growth
of the "victim issue." Amidst the national preoccupation with crime, more
attention was focused on crime victims. Increasingly it was argued that
it was time to reverse the trend of emphasizing the rights of criminals to
those of victims.4 One theme repeatedly stated was that if government
could not protect members of society from crime, then it should help those
who were victimized. Thus, the concern for victims in time became ex-
pressed by programs undertaken by law enfornement officials and con-
cerned citizens. While the apprehension of criminals is st11 the major ob-
jective of law enforcement, the concern for victims is being programmed
in an increasing number of locations in the United States.

5



6 An Introduction to the Study o! Crime and the Elderly

The Emergence of Crime Against the Elderly as a Social Issue

In this social environment, the question of the effects of crimes against
the elderly captured the attention of gerontologists and other social ser-
vice professionals concerned with the welfare of the aged. Politicians joined
in as well. It was concern for the general welfare of the elderly that prompted
the formation of the Special Committee on Aging of the U.S. Senate and

prey' the impetus for the 1961, 1971, and 1 1 White House Con-
ferences on Aging which dealt with the problems of the elderly. The 1971
White House Conference focused national attention on the issue of crime
and the elderly; one of its "final" conclusions was that "police protection
of the elderly should become a top priority."5 Another conclusion was that
the elderly were particularly likely to be victimized in three ways: (1) by
violent assaults committed by teenagers, (2) by crimes of theft, both per-
sonal (e.g., robbery) and household (e.g., burglary), and (3) by confidence
games (e.g., pi drops and other fraudulent schemes such as inducing
elderly persons to make phony investments). The most important and
dramatic conclusion was that the elderly were more likely to be criminally
victimized than any other age group. Indeed, Senator Harrison Williams
(who was himself later convicted of a felony in the ABSCAM scandal)
argued during the Senate Committee hearings:

It is readily apparent, I think, that the elderly are especially
vulnerable to crime. It is easier to knock down an o r person and
take his money than it is to do the same to a younger person and
it is easier to cause more extensive injuries.6

Additional testimony by other experts and politicians reached their con-
clusions on the basis of individual cases and not representative scientific
evidence. Conferences such as these, involving key politicians and human
service professionals, serve to stimulate the interest of scholars, to
generate funds for victimization research, and heighten awareness and
knowledgeability 01 this important issue.

The many accounts presented at these national forums of elderly per-
sons being criminally attacked were disturbing; and many politicians were
undoubtedly sincere in their desire le end such victimization. At the same
time, however, criminal victimization of the elderly was aparticularly
issue for politicians to espouse. There were several reasons for this ad-
vocacy. First, legislative initiatives might result in votes from the elderly,
a segment of the population which votes in greater proportion to other
age groups. Although it is unclear whether elderly voters actually con-
sistently choose candidates as a bloc,7 a good issue such as victimize-
tien of the elderly may result in a "bloc effect." Second, the issue had
no opposition, allowing a politician to speak on it and support preventive
and treatment programs without automatically jeopardizing his or her
popularity among other groups. Third, the issue was a safe one for politi-
cians, because they were not directly to blame for its genesis.
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As one official of the Administration on Aging explained:
Criminal victimization of the elderly is the kind of issue that lends
itself to Congressmen's railings. They can really pound away at
it and show their constituents how much they care but don't have
to take blame for it. It's the individual policemen and police depart-
ments that must solve the problems.8

Politicians were not alone in formulating the issue and sensitizing the
public to the growing incidence of victimization of the elderly. The mass
media gave few areas of criminality more attention, or more dramatic por-
trayal, than their coverage of the plight of aged Americans resulting from
crime. The media presented accounts of older Americans whose lives were
filled with terror because of crime. These aged citizens were shown to
be the victims of muggings, gang harrassment, purse snatchings, burglary,
swindles and confidence games, and even homicide. For example, one
dramatic star' concerned an elderly immigrant couple Hans and Emma
Kabel. The Kabels, after being robbed twice and assaulted once, com-
mitted suicide because they could not bear to face another day of fear.8

Mother ; ; ring story widely reported by the media concerned "Maly":
Mary was 75 years old and, after being mu d, never left her
apartment. She was so frightened that she did not even carry out
the garbage which accumulated day-by-day, month-by-month.
Systematically, each mom in her apar intent w filled with garbage
and then sealed. Mary did not go out for food; she tossed money
out of the window to children who bought her candy bars. Even the
children abused her by over-charging for the candy. One day Mary
let down her guard and went out to maila letter. She was mugged
again. It was only then that the police rned about her pIight.1

As might be expected, such tales evoked strong reactions among the
general public. The news media had covered the topic of elderly victims
of crime quite extensively and continuously. During the 1970s, however,
their coverage increased dramatically creating the illusion of a crime
wave against the elderly. For example, a content analysis of articles in
the New York Times found only one story detailing a crime against an elder-
,/ person in 1970. By 1973, however, thirty-three such stories were
counted. For 1974, the number rose even more dramatically to ninety-
fivelii While there was an increase in the number of stories, this did not
correspond to an actual increase in crimes committed against the elder-
ly. Rather, the increase in coverage appeared to be due to the newspapers'
recognition that the issue had become of public interest. (It is well
documented that the mass media can help "create" a social problem.)12
So compelling was the public reaction to these stories that in a few short
years the victimization problems of the elderly came to be regarded as
of pressing importance indeed, even as a crisis. Moreover, media
publicity 1z.. to extensive Congressional hearings which focused specifically
on the problems of crime and the eldedy.13 It also produced special programs
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for action these problems and pray; the impetus for research
aimed sped y at discovering the impact of crime upon the elderly.

Of an t conferences, one desenies special comment the National
Conference on Crimes Against the Elderly. It convened June 5-7, 1975,
in Washington, D.C. and 'its purpo:ee was to serve as a forum for bringing

current thinking on the issue of criminal victimization of the elderly.
Officials, practitioners, and scholars delivered more than twenty-four ad-
dresses, sixteen of which were later published in the 1976 book Crime
and the Eider*, edited by J. Goldsmith. The majority of speakers assumed
that a special crime problem exi for the elderly. They did not attempt
to define whether the elderly's crime problem was actually distinctively
different from that of other groups. Only two of the twenty-four presenta-
tions reported results of studies which made comparisons of the problems
of the elderly to those of other age groups; eight reported results of studies
which sampled only elderly persons. An additional eight studies were
descriptive accounts of crime programs for the elderly, while six were
theoretical reflections about the special crime problems of the elderly.14

The net effect of these presentations was an image of the elderly as
a unique and distinctive group of crime victims. In the words of Senator
Harrison William's in his address to the conference, which received con-
siderable attention in the press: "The conclusion is inevitable criminals
are seeking out seniors as prime victims for
Williams' further comments that millions of elderly Americans "now live
under a form of house arrest because of their vulnerability to criminals"
was also widely quoted in the news media. Widespread reference was
made to Carl Cunningham's (Director of the Conference) comment that
the nation was well into a "crisis situation" respecting the criminal vic-
timization of the elderly.15

In 197E two other well-publicized sources documented the serious
criminal victimization problems of the elderly. The first was the "Victimiza-
tion of the Elderly" chapter in Robert Butler's Why Survive? ing Old in
America. Butler, who later became director of the National Institute on Aging,
and who had won a Pulitzer Prize for this book, stated bluntly without citing
relevant evidence: "Old people are the victims of violent crime more than
any other age group."I3 The sv.xwA, was the release of a Harris Poll under-
taken for the National Council on Aging. According to the survey data,
23 oeneent of adults 65 and over reported fear of c: ime to be a major social
problem. Indeed, a higher percentage rated crime as a "very serious"
problem than rated ill health, loneliness or lack of sufficient money)?

By the end of 1975, with only a few dissenting voices, a picture of the
elderly as an especially vulnerable and victimized group was emerging.
The profile of the problem had four key elements:

(1) The elderly are more likely than any other age groups to be
victims of crime.

(2) The elderly suffer more severe consequences physically,
economically, psychologically, and socially from criminal
victimization.

if)



An intreauction to the Study of Crime and the Elderly 9

(3) The elderly are more fearful of crimes than other groups.
(4) Fear of crime is causing elderly persons to imprison themselves

in their homes.
Media coverage of elderly victims, with its appeal to "common sense"
ideas ul the vulnerability of elderly victims, continued to reinforce this
profile. illustrations of this simplistic view were stories in two major w
ly news magazines in 1976 and 1977. Newsweek carried a story entitled
"Crib Jobs." Crimes against the elderly are called "crib lobs" in street
slang use they are like taking candy from a baby. In Irma, the story
was called "The Elderly: Prisoners of F r." It conci that because
of their fear of crime, "old people black and white alike live like
prisoners." In both accounts, the most frequent attackers of the elderly
were fuveniles.le

Dan Rather, then a reporter on the CBS evening news, eontributed to
this victimization imagery on national television in a featured story on
February 26, 1976. Local television and radio pr rams nurtured this theme
in their presentations. The notion that the elderly are prime targets of
criminals, and their fear of this crime imprisons them in their homes
to be accepted unquestioningly by an increasing number of citizens.

Does such a belief present an accurate picture of the elderly and their
situation in regard to criminal victimization? Recent research findings have
found that the elderly are not more likely to be criminally victimized than
members of other age groups. 19'28 On the contrary, it is reported that they
are the least likely to criminally victimized of all age groups.21

We, and other observers and investigators, must regard such a state-
ment with caution, because it assumes tnat the elderly constitute a
homogeneous group. This is not the case. Where individuals live,
resources accessible to them, available social supports and family
members are some of the factors which determine the degree of risk of
victimization. One critical question for which a definitive answer is lacking
is whether certain elderly in certain areas are more likely to be victimized
by certain crimes than are similar members of other age groups.

Other aspects of the victimization of the elderly profile are also being
questioned. Are the physical, economic, psychological and social conse-
quences of victimization more serious for the elderly then for the single
parent household of the ghetto, or the young female professional in the
corporation?

The prevalence of the fear of crime is the only element of the profile
around which there is consensus. The elderly are more fearful of crime
than are members of other age groups. In making this statement we still
include the caveat that the elderly are not a homogeneous group and the
level of fear may vary depending upon other variables.

Controversy also exists concerning the various types of programs
targeted for elderly clients: (1) programs to prevent criminal victimization,
(2) victim-assistance programs, and (3) pica:ems directed at reducing fear
of crime among the elderly. There is little agreement concerning the
affectivenrss of these programs.

I1
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A new issue, that of elderly criminality, erne in the The ques-
tion is, how Involved are the elderly themselves in criminal activities? The
media present accounts explaining why the elderly are turning to crime.
Some commentaries cite economic reasons. Others argue that, much like
juvenile delinquents, the elderly are rebelling against their second-class
status In American society. An important question yet to be answered,
however, is: are our elderly turning to crime or are some life-long criminals
just tong older?

Purpose of Present Re

There is much controversy and quite a few contradictions in the literature
regarding key issues about crime and the elderly. The purpose of this work
is a comprehensive examination of crime and the elderly citizen in the
United States. This analysis will clarify some of the controversies and con-
tradictions that exist In the field. In approaching this task, we exami
a large y of the available scientific literature.

Another problem in this research area is conflicting interpretations of
available statistical data and multiple data bases which result in contradic-
tory conclusions on crime trends and targets of victimization. The National
Crime Survey (NCS) data are used extensively by researchers in their
an . In some cases, however, investigators provide grandiose conclu-
sions based on trends from 1973/1974 NCS data. In others, the researchers

1975/1976 NCS data and clued conclusions in total disagreement
with ler published results. In addition, some researchers focused their
attention on the NCS national sample data, while others concentrated on
the large-city data. To overcome those shortcomings and to ascertain
trends in crimes related to the elderly person we undertook an examine-
tion of NCS data for each of the years available (1973-1980).

Specifically. Crime and the Elderly in the United States is organized in
the following manner. In Chapter Two, we examine victimization patterns
of the elderly. Detailed are the characteristics of those elderly who are
at "high risk" of being victimized. Also presented are crimes more likely
to be committed against the elderly. Chapter Three examines the
economic, physical, psychological and social consequences that criminal
victimization may present to elderly individuals. Chapter Four covers fear
of crime in the lives of the elderly and consequences for elderly lifestyles.
Programs directed to assist the elderly in handling and preventing victim-
ization are the subject of Chapter Five. Three major types or programs
are discussed: (1) those aimed at crime prevention, (2) those offering victim
assistance, and (3) those aimed at reducing the fear of crime. An assess-
ment of the effectiveness of these programs is also presented, Chapter
Six is concerned with a relatively recent issue - the elderly offender.
Chapter Seven suggests some ways in which new research can be brought
to bear on both crime and victimization issues. Finally, in Chapter Eight
we offer a policy analysis with program recommendations which if

12
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implementer' may provide the greatest assistance to those elderly citizens
who are high risk victims or participants in criminal activities.
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Criminal Victimization of the Elderly
in the United States

Undoubtedly, the picture of a helpless elderly victim of crime evokes
an outraged response in most individuals. Offenders who prey upon the
aged and the infirm are viewed as despicable persons by the general
citizenry. Thtie, the study of elderly victimization and its consequences
carries with it an urgency that is absent when it comes to most other
categories oa victims.

In the early studies of elderly victimization, it was reperted that crime
affected most older persons whether they had or had not been victimized.
This was true regardless of where they lived or what level of financial and
social resources they possessed. Fear evan affected those elderly who
were not particularly vulnerable.1 The fear of crime had become pervasive
among elderly Americans and fear itself could diminish the quality of their
lives. This was true particularly when the elderly limited their activities and
adopted more isolated lifestyles. An unnecessary number of elders had
become prisoners in their own homes casualties of the fear of crime.
The picture painted by these early studies was one of widespread fear
of violence and isolation among the elderly.

Additionally, the media reports of crime reinforced "common sense"
beliefs about the elderly and crime already discussed in Chapter 1. We
will examine some of the assumptions inherent in those beliefs.

issues Involved in the Study of Elderly Victimization

Social service professionals who worked daily with the elderly were the
first to recognize the differential effects of criminal victimization on elderly
clients. These professionals began to call for special services for elderly
victims of crime.2 However, they accepted uncritically widely believed com-
mon sense assumptions about the vulnerability and fearfulness of their
clients. Their clients were already vulnerable because they were poor
and/or afflicted. Consequently it was very easy to associate vulnerability
with fear of crime and isolation. in the beginning, the judgment of these
social service professionals was unchallenged.

Data concerning victim characteristics were unavailable and the Uniform
Crime Reports had no information comparing crime against the elderly
with its occurrence against other aga groups. No evidence was provided
which could either confirm 07 refute the assumptions discussed in Chapter
1. This changed with the development of the victim-based approach to
the study of crime (labeled "victimology" by its practitioners).

13
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Cthrinal Victimization of the Elderly in the United States 15

Issue 2 The Question of Differential Exposure
The study of elderly victimization is in its infancy when compared to other

aspects of criminology. However, our current studies of vttimization rates
are influenced by the fact that it was already a well-developed phenomenon
when these studies were begun, and apprehension to crime was already
an established pattern among the elderly. We have no idea how their
avoidance behaviors taken to reduce vulnerability have affected their
actual victimization rates. We do know that the elderly have significantly
less exposure to potential crime situations than other segments of the
population. Whether this reduces their victimization rates is unclear.

Issue 3 What are the Appropriate Crime Categories?

While there has be6n a shift in the focus of our investigations from the
offender to the victim, the crime categories that were developed for the
study of offenders are still retained. It may be that the wrong categories
are being examined in measurements of crime against senior citizens. The
traditional serious crimes (homicide, rape, assault, robbery, theft, burglary,
and auto theft) may not be the crimes which are most likely to affect senior
citizens. Robert Smith suggests that some "eider oriented" crimes found
highly prevalent among older persons are insurance scairs, medical
quackery, bogus work-at-home offers, and hnme repair schemes.4 in
addition, no victimization studies include elder abuse, either those com-
mitted by family members or those ne by institutional staff members,
each of which may involve physical, material or psyrhological abuse or
the violation of civil rights. Unfortunately, no comprehensive statistics have
been kept about any of these offenses. The agurnent is often made that
official crime satisfies fail to document the full extent of crime against the
elderly because the crimes to which they are particularly vulne,.araie fall
outside the traditional reported categories of serious crimes.

Issue 4 Problems of Group Comparability

The way we make comparisons between groups and use statistics may
conceal crucial facts. Significant differences are often overlooked because
the wrong qu stions are asked.

It is important to understand (»teeth, what is being compared when examin-
ing victimization rates for various segments of the population. This is
necessary because different social groups in American society hay be
subject to various types of crimes, and all groups to the same crimes, but
each at a different incidence. We compare rates of crimes which have
traditionally been considered "serious" offenses. One offense may be a
common victimization event among members of one segment of ;Lte
population and be virtually non-existent in another. One example of this
phenomenon are rates of rape of females and males in non-institutionalized
populations. These rates are extremely high among females. In contrast,
such victimizations simply do not uccur with any reliably measurable fre-
quency among males.
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Therefore, in comparing victimization rates for the elderly with those of
other age groups, it is likely that some crimes which are prevalent among
the elderly are more rare among other age groups, and vice versa.

The lifestyles of diverse social, economic, racial, and ethnic groups may
make them subject '3 distinctive types of victimization. For example, people
living in rural and suburban areas may have to deal more with lexifelonious
(nonviolent) crimes than residents of inner-city areas. Age plays a similar
role in susceptibility to particular crimes as well as to its incidence; e.g.,
there are more drug related crimes among the 20-30 year cohort than the
60-70 year one.

Crimes Against the Elderly

When questioned, elderly Americans consistently name "fear of crime"
to be one of their most serious concerns.5 This perceptien :se in contradic-
tion to victimization studies which consistently indicate that the elderly are
less victimized, for traditional crimes measured, than other age groups
in the popuation. ThiP is the case in both a nationwide survey8 and one
confined to specific local areas.? These and other studies indicate that
the elderly have a lesser incidence of victimization relative to their numbers
in the population. in addition, for any crime reported the elderly are not
as a group substantially more subject to victimization than other segments
of the population. To understand why the elderly exhibit such a profound
fear of crime there is a need to find new data other than statistical reported
occurrences.

Before any assessment is made of the impact of crimes against the elderly,
however, it is important to understand their exact frequency. Such
knowledge compared with frequencies of other age groups provides clues
to the origins of the senior citizens' fear of crimJ and how that fear affects
their daily fives. The evidence is that when age categories are compared,
persons over age sixty five, including those in all socio-economic, racial,
ethnic and gender categories, are victimized much less frequently than
are other age groupings. Some segments of the elderly population are
victimized as or more frequently than younger groups and these data will
be examined in the following sections. Fear may be a consequence of
perceptions and interpretation of media reports of criminal activity against
the most vulnerable minority, and not statistics such as reported Incidence.
This and similar issues are covered in later chapters. First we will analyze
the reported data on the elderly person's vulnerability to crime and the
consequences experienced from criminal victimization.

Patterns of Victimization

Researchers in criminology and gerontology are in disagreement on the
incidence of crime committed against the elderly. Some investigators
report that the elderly experience higher victimization rates because they
are easy targets.9 A number of scholars still hold to these beliefs in the
face of evidence that the elderly are less victimized than other age groups.9
Their arguments are:
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1. Tile statistics do not cover all criminal acts ainst the elderly;
2. The elderly more than other groups fail to report the crimes

which are statistically tabulated; and
3. Even if the data indicate that the rates of crime against the

elderly are equal to or less than for other age groups, the
consequences of victimization are much more severe for the
elderly.

A partial explanation of these differences can be attributed to inade-
quacies in the systems of collecting data on crime. Before the victimiza-
tion surveys the most readily available statistics about crime in the United
States were the Uniform Crime Reports (UCR) compiled by the Federal
Bureau of Investigation. The Uniform Crime Reports program began in
1930. It was an attempt to standardize police reporting practices and to
aid in understanding crime in the United States. Some progress was made

7)roving reporting practices, but substantial problems were encountered.
timid recently, participation in the program was voluntary; each local
jurisdiction made its own decisions to join, and submitted data directly
to the FBI. While the FBI provided classificatory criteria for the crime
categories, they had no direct supervisory procedures or responsibility for
maintaining classificatory consistency. Thus, in many cases the data were
not comparable sometimes even for the same jurisdiction over time.

The reporting program did not achieve true nationwide participation until
after Congress provided funding incentives to join and statewide collec-
tion agencies were formed to funnel the data to the FBI. Before then, the
statistics were primarily from large, urban, relatively well-finaliced police
departments. In addition, the reports contained only information about
crimes known to the police, Obviously left unrecorded were unknown and
unreported crimes.10 Criminologists estimate that the incidence of reported
crime in the Uniform Crime Reports represents about half of all crimes
committed.11

Because of the defects in the UCR statistics, most researchers prefer
to utilize data from victimzation surveys. Since 1972, the Census Bureau
has conducted such nationwide surveys for the LEAA, now the Bureau
of Justice Statistics of the National Institute of Justice (NIJ). This National
Crime Survey (NCS) was developed in response to the growing recogni-
tion of the inherent limitations of police statistics. Seven crimes are
measured in the national Crime Surveys: rape, robbery, assault, personal
larceny, household larceny, and motor vehicle theft. Murder was excluded
from the survey because the victim cannot be questioned. In lion, arson
is omitted since the presumed victim, the owner of the properly, may be
the offender, with insurance collection the motive for the crime.

Thus, the NCS closely parallels the UCR statistics in regard to the type
of crime reported. In addition, both UCR and NCS statistics count as crimes
all attempts to ct mmlt a crime as well as the successfully executed crimes.
The NCS, however, collects the two instances separately whereas the UCR
aggregates them. Thus, the NCS statistics are able to provide separate
information for both types of offense; the UCR cannot do so.

18
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The victimization surveys not only provide information about the crimes
discussed above but also data about the characteristics of the victim, the
crime itself, and in some cases the offender(s). The data include
demographic characterist!es of the victim such as , , sex, educational
level attained, and income. In addition, the surveys gather information
about the characteristics of the crime itself when and where it occurred,

the extentd injury and mono ,e: loss of the victim, the relationship between
the victim and the offender, the characteristics of the offender as perceived
by the victim, and whether or not someone reported the crime to the police.
If the crime was not reported, the victim is asked why not. Additionally,
in recent surveys those who did report are asked why they did so.

The results of these surveys, conducted annually, provide data about
elderly victimization and comparable data about other segments of the
population. The results provide information on two basic types of crime:
crimes against persons and crimes against property. Property crimes, such
as burglary or auto theft, are directed solely at someone's property,
whereas personal crimes involve direct contact between the offender and
the vict,n. The robber, for example, takes property from someone by force
or threat of force. Other personal crimes involving victim /olferder contact
include rape, assault, and personal larceny (stealing from a person without
force or threat of force).

Age and Victimization

A number of studies document the relative infrequency of elderly victim-
ization. For example, in 1966, the National Opinion Research Center
(NORC) interviewed a nationwide sample at respondents from 10,000
households. Their findings showed that persons 65 years of age and over
experienced aggravated assault, robbery, larceny, and auto theft far less
frequently than did those of younger ages.12

The LEAAJNIJ victimization surveys the National Crime Survey (NCS)
reached similar conclusions. The elderly have lower victimization rates

than other age groups.13 Trend data are presented in Table 1 and Table
2 on victimization rates between 1973 and 1980. They are aggregated ac-
cordi% to age. Table 1 displays the changes in rates for personal crimes
while Taible 2 covers household crimes.

These data indicate that the elderly have beer rates for almost all major
crime categories. The exceptions are personal larceny with contact and
robbery. hi this category persons 65 and over have rates higher than all
age groups except those 16-19 and 20-24. For robbery, the 65 and over
rates are roughly equivalent to those age 35-49 and 50-64. All older citizens
experience rates substantially lower than those in the 12-34 group.

There is a fairly consistent decrease in victimization rates with increas-
ing age. This occurs for both household crimes (Table 2) and personal
crimes (Table 1). This relationship is graphically illustrated in the case of
violent crimes (rape, robbery, and assault). While the overall rates remained
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relatively constant 'etween 1973 and 1 , the rates for the elderly
actually declined (Figure 1). This is ir contrast to the rates for those 16-19,
20-24 and 25-34.

Figure 2 shows the trend for crimes of theft according to age between
1973 and 1980. Persons over 65 experienced a low and, le rate dur-
ing this eight year period. With the exception of those 20-24 and 25-34,
the victimization rates for crimes of theft have been declining since 1976.
Similar patterns exist when sex is controlled (see Figures 3 and 4). The
rates for persons age 50-64, and 65 + are remarkably similar for both
sexes. it is only among younger groups that the rate for males is higher.

The victimization i sees for the elderly have remained relatively constant
in all of the major categories between 1973 and 1980 (Figure 5). Table
3 summarizes these data, taking averages for all these crimes for the
period 1973-1980. A comparison of the victimization rates for those 65
and over with those for victims under 65 (12-64), indica, s consistently
lower rates for the former, with the exception of one category personal
larceny with contact. This difference, however, is small vis-r-vis those in
the other categories end is not statistically significant. in all other categories
of crime, however, the observed differences between the elderly and
younger victims are both substantial in absolute terms and statistically
significant at the 95 percent confidence level Furthermore, in each of those
categories the elderly have lower rates (see Table 3).

Despite these sties, crime remains a serious problem for the elderly.
George Antunes and associates found that while the elderly ware less likely
to be subjected to violent crimes (rape and assaelt) they were more likely
to suffer from predatory incidents (robbery and personal larceny).14 In their
analysis of 1973-74 National Crime Survey data, robbery was the most
frequent crime committed against the elderly (31.90, followed by per-
sonal larceny (31.3%). Together, these two offenses accounted for more
than 70 percent of all the crimes against the elderly. In contrast, for all
other groups the largest percentage consisted of violent crimes.

The elderly &Fifer a relatively higher rate of robbery with injury than those
aged 35-49 or b0-64 years.15 More than fifty-five percent of the robberies
of persons over sixty-five result in injury. Table 4, showing data from 1977,
illustrates that this rate is highest of all age groups. Thus, we can see that
although elderly persons are less likely to be robbed than many younger
citizens, when they are robbed they are more likely to be injured.

Other types of crime also appear to be more prevalent against the elderly.
Guhrium indicated that persons over fifty are more likely to ex' rience
"malicious mischief" offenses such as obscene telephone calls and
genera: harrassment than persons of other age groups.% in addition, older
women are the victims of purse snatching more often than women of all
other age groups (see Table 5).

The general statistics on elderly victimization do not identify that some
segments of the elderly population are victimized much more frequently
than others. The sex, race, and residence area of the victim produces
marked'y different victimization rates.

20
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Sex and Victimization
Except for the crimes of rape and larceny, more older men than women

are victimized by personal crimes. Trend data in Tables 6a and 6b indicate
that older men are victimized about twice more often than older women.
These sex differences in rate of victimization occur in all age groups. Data
in Figures 6 and 7 illustrate the difference between men and women in
their susceptibility to victimization by violent crimes. The relative stability
of these rates among the three older age groupings is notewortny, when
compared to the four younger age groups.

Davis and Brody reported that while older men are more frequently victim-
ized, women are most vulnerable to personal theft while on the street and
to burglary or robbery while in their homes.17

A contrary finding is found in Midwest Research Institute Study which
reported that elderly women were more likely to be victims than mettle
In this study, which examined 6,000 criminal acts committed over a three
year period, it was found that sixty percent of the white victims and fifty-
two percent of the black victims were female. These statistics are based
on data of known crimes reported to the police.

Race and Victimization

There are pronounced differences among the elderly victims of crime
according to race. Older blacks are victimized at almost twice the rate as
elderly whites regarding robbery, rape and assault (Table 7a). Older blacks
are victimized by robbery at two and one-half times the rate of older whites.
For theft, however, the ratios are much closer (Table 7b). But blacks do
suffer personal larceny with contact (purse snatching, pocket picking) at
a level higher than that found in any other group; among the elderly, blacks
are victimized by these crimes five times more often than whites.

While detailed breakdowns according to crimes are not available by race
and sex, summary data about crimes of violence and theft are presented
in Table 8 for the years 1973-1 . These data confirm differences between
the sexes within black and white groups. Black males are victimized at
rates higher than black females. Among elderly victims, however, both
black males and females are victimized at rates greater than or equal to
white elderly males. Presented in Figure 8 are the rates of white males
who experienced violent crimes. When compared with the rates for black
males (Figure 9) the finding is that elderly blacks are more frequently victim-
ized. This Is actually a reversal of the pattern for younger victims. (it should
be noted here that the rates for blacks are computed with less precision
than those for whites because for them the sample size is rather small.
In fact, in all of this series of figures we can notice wider fluctuations in
the measured rates for blacks that result from this effect of sample size.)

A similar victimization pattern is evident among female victims of violent
crimes (Figures 10 and 11). Elderly black women are victimized at higher
rates than elderly white women. Among younger elderly women, however,
the rates seem to be somewhat similar,
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Figures 12 through 15 present a similar breakdown for crimes of theft.
Among males, younger whites are victimized at rates slightly higher than
younger blacks. Elderly males, however, suffer roughly equivalent rates
of victimization by theft (Figures 12 and 13). This pattern holds for
female victims (Figures 14 and 15). White females between ages 12-24
are victimized at rates substantially f 'gher than black females of the same
age. In the 50-64 and 65 + groups, however, the rates become almost
equal. It is thus evident that thereare seostantial differences in victimiza-
tion according to and race.

Residence and Victimization

Where a person lives in the United States has an influence on -
ily of that person being victimized. The elderly are no exception. Approx-
imately one-third of America's elderly live in the inner cities of the United
States. These sections of the city are deteriorating physically and
economically. They harbor the heaviest concentration of the conditions
traditionally associated with high levels of crime. Moreover, this is also
where most criminals live. Those elderly who live within the core areas
of America's large cites are victimized at disturbingly high rates.19

Older people tend to remain in the ntral cities long after the character
of the neighborhoods in which they have lived most of their lives has
changed. As a result, many of them now live in isolation. This makes them
susceptible to street crimes, burglaries and confidence games. These are
crimes where criminals can feel more secure when they are confronting
a solitary victim.29 These elderly residents thus face a community in which
crime is a common occurrence.

The data in T 9 indicate that there is a higher prevalence of crime
in Inner cities than elsewhere in the country. The victimization rate for the
elderly in thirteen major cities is uniformly higher than for the country as
a whole. For example, in Oakland, California, the robbery with injury rate
is more than six times the national average. Moreover, in San Francisco
the rate for larceny with contact is thirteen times that of the country as
a whole. The rate for robbery with injury for the elderly is the highest or
second highest among the sixty-five or older group in five of these cities.
In addition, the rate for larceny is highest or next to highest in ten of the
tirteen cities surveyed.z1

Similar results were obtained in a survey of eight American citi s, con-
ducted a year later. Elderly residentswere found to be victimized at rates
substantially higher than the national average. Increases in victimzation
were more often experienced by the older age group. The elderly were
more frequently the victims of robbery with injury in four of these cities.
In the four others the rate was nearly equal to the younger populations.n

There are large differences in crime rates between neighborhoods in
American cities. The Midwest Research Institute found that elderly
residents of low income neighborhoods of Kansas City were robbed or
burglarized three times more often than was the entire population of the
city.23
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A study of crime in New York City revealed that fifty -ones nt of those
sampled sixty years of or older had been vicbms of crime in the recent
pasta Another study, in the Flatbush area of Brooklyn, discovered that
61 of 100 elderly residents were victimized in a one year period. The area's
three police precincts ranked high among city precincts in reported crimes
against the elderly. They were first, second and fifth in a ranking of New
York City's seventy -thr w precincts.25

All of these studies indicate that the elderly who live in central cities
are subject to substantially greater levels of victimization than is indicated
for the elderly in national studies. The inference is that those who do not
live in central cities live safer lives; they are victimized less by crime.

The Circumstances of the Crime

Crimes against the elderly are differentiated from those committed
other groups by other factors. Antunes and associates examined

the 1973 and 1974 National Crime Survey Data with respect to the age
of the victim and offender traits. They found that the pattern of violent
crimes against the elderly was similar to that of other adult age groups
with respect to the percents t. of youthful offenders, the frequency of gang
attacks, and offenders who were armed. The victimizers of the elderly,
however, were more likely to be strangers and black when the victim was
whiten (see Table 10). This pattern has been referred to as the "violent
stranger syndrome."27 In addition, when rsonal street or predatory
crimes were examined, the offenders (attackers) were more likely to be
youths and blacks than were the assailants of victims in any other age
groups (Table 11).

It now becomes much easier to understand why elderly citizens exhibit
such a high level of fear of crime. Elderly Americans actually are victimized
less than other citizens, in general. However, the crimes which are com-
mitted against older people are most often perpetrated by violent strangers,
youths, and by persons of another race. This presents a definite pattern
of unpredictability and danger for the elderly. The pattern of crime against
the elderly reinforces their sense of vulnerability and uncertainty. It creates
a sense of fear. The mass media highlights these vulnerabilities and
uncertainties.

Another distressing pattern is that violent crimes against the elderly are
committed in or in proximity to their homes. Thirty-two percent of the violent
crimes against the elderly took place within their homes. Another twenty
percent of them occurred in the victims' yard or in a common area of the
building where they lived. Thus, more than half the violent crimes against
the elderly occurred in or in proximity to their homes. In contrast, violent
crimes against younger persons occur more frequently away from home,
in the street or commercial buildings. Antunes and associates conclude
that some of the fear exhibited by the elderly may result from their recogni-
tion that they have no safe haven. They know that more often than not,
victimization will involve the invasion of their home.

23



Criminal Want lzata I of the Elderly in the United States 23

Conclusion
To summarize, the elderly are victimized by traditionally measured

crimes frequently than other segments of the population. However,
sex, race and the location of residence all produce variations from this
low victimization rate. In gen 1, the aged are victims of more property
crimes than of personal crimes which involve contact with the criminal.
Older men, however, are victimized more by personal crimes man are older
women, except for larceny with contact (purse snatching) and rape. Elderly
residents of the inner city are victimized at levels ve the national
average fax the *arty and as frequently as younger urban residents. Older
blacks suffer crimes of violence twice as frequently as whites and are vic-
tims of personal larceny with contact five times more often. In addition,
while their rates for robbery are not the highest, when they are robbed
older Americans are more likely to suffer an injury, and to be victimized
by a stranger, youth, or member of another race. Moreover, there is a
greater tendency for these victimizations to occur in or in proximity to their
homes. Such patterns of victimization instill and reinforce feelings of uncer-
tainty, suspicion, and fear. With diminished physical well being, mental
alertness and mobility, r persons are susceptible to perceiving and
accepting a pervasive fear of crime. Such conditions uce a lowered
self-concept and this condition feeds into a mind state which encompasses
feelings of helplessness and victimization.
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The Consequences of Criminal Victimization
of Eder ly Americans

In previous discussions we have examined the patterns which have
developed in crimes committed a inst the rly. Ireedence for the elderly
Etas n compared with other age groups in the population. The atten-
tion given to statistics could convey a false impression. A dispassionate
discussion of victimization rates may a t ar to imply a callous disregard
for the humanity of the victims. This, of course, is not the case. it must
certainly be kept In mind that no matter how lar or how small the figures
are, the victims suffer physical and mental anguish, and in some cases
the loss of highly needed resources.

Attention is now given to consequences which befall elderly victims as
a result of the crimes committed against them. These are: (1) economic,
(2) physical, (3) psychological, and (4) social consequences. Each is now
examined.

Economic Consequences of Victimization

Elderly persons who suffer an economic loss as the result of a crime
are likely to more negatively affect than other age groups. Compared
to other a groups the elderly have fewer financial resources and suffer
more when they lose even a fraction of their resources. Fay Cook and
associates found that the actual monetary loes in total dollars of olderper-
sons was low compared to other age groups.1 However, these losses as
a percere e of monthly income are significantly higher than those for
other ate,. groups.2 The only group with a higher percentage of monthly
income loss is the cohort under age 32. The majority of this group are
likely not to be sole earners or recipients of pensions, as are the elderly;
they also tend to receive financial assistance from their families, especially
those who are of school age.

The Midwest Research Institute found that elderly victims who lost property
In Kansas City were denied nearly a quarter of a month's income. Those
elderly victims with incomes well below the poverty level lost an entire
month's income.3

Property loss transposed into dollars is not the only economic hardship
that victimization may impose on the elderly. Frequently, the loss of
"critical" property such as television sets and radios takes on a
significance for the elderly victim. These are not easily replaced even if
the victim is insured. Many of the elderly, especially persons with limited
mobility, rely on these media for their knowledge and links to the outside
world.

Elderly who are criminalized are often deprived of cherished memen-
toes of their life experiences. It is impossible to replace such losses which
have intrinsic value. For some individuals a loss of possessions which
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represent relationships, feelings, and experiences of the past can be a
personal catastrophe for the individuals' There is a loss of anchorages
and increased feelings of isolation and rejection. It can be hypothesized
that this type of loss exacerbates the already precarious mental and
physical stability of the older person. Victimization is likely to result in in-
creased morbidity.

Physical Consequences of Victim tion

Older persons with less strength and stamina than younger persons are
not as able to defend themselves or to escape when they find themselves
in threatening situations. Their vulnerability to physical violence is increased
because large numbers of elderly have arthritis, loss of hearing or sight,
and other conditions; their bones also break more easily and healing takes
longer. Thus, the elderly are physically more fragile and therfore more easily
hurt tAan are younger people.

if the elderly person decides to resist the criminal he or she ie more
likely to be injured. Because of the "infirmities of age" the elderly are less
likely to resist their attackers.5 Data from the 1980 National Crime Survey
(see Table 12) support this contention. For crimes of violence, at no time
during the seven year period covered by the data do elderly victims report
taking self-protective measures more frequently than persons of other age
groups. The group which is most comparable to the elderly in this regard
are persons age 50-64, closest to them in age and perhaps in vulnerability.
In general, this relationship holds for all categories of crime for which the
National Crime Survey data provide statistically reliable measures. Some
exceptions occurred in 1978, when victims 50-64 years of age resisted
robberies in which they were injured 42..8 percent of the time. Those over
66, however, resisted 51.8 percent of the time. A similar pattern occurred
that year for aggravated assault; those 50-64 resisted less often than any
other age group (52.4%); those over 65, however, resisted only slightly
more frequently (56.1%). This pattern is exceptional. In general, the elderly
resist less frequently. In any event, these two age groups (50-64, 65 and
over) report resisting less than other age cohorts.

For robberies, a mixed pattern emerges. Elderly usually resist less often
than do members of other groups, in categories of robbery with or without
injury. Data support the notion that resistance may lead to injury. In 1978,
for example, NCS reports hat resistance occurred in 51.8 percent of the
robberies involving injury. In 33.6 percent of the cases those who resisted
escaped injury.

In 1978 victims resisted in 56.1 percent of the aggravated assaults and
44.5 percent of the simple assaults. Trends are not evident. In some years
the percent of resistance and consequence is similar to 1978 (1975,1980);
the reverse occurs in 1977 and 1079.

For age groups there are higher percentages resisting in the robbery
with injury, and aggravat d assault categories. Thus, these data support
the conclusion that the elderly are more likely to be injured than any other
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Consequences of Criminal Victimization of Elderly Americans 29

and society. They concluded that members of groups which were relatively
powerless and which have low status in society were most likely to accept
the role of victim and to adjust their life patterns accordingly. They found
that elderly women were more likely to display behavior and values, e.g.,
withdrawal, fatalism and isolationism, associated with acceptance of the
victim role.11

Among the dangerous coping techniques used by victims are: denial
of problems, acute and chronic anxiety, withdrawal, projection, and depres-
sion. Each of these can have substantial effects on the victims of crimes.
WThile withdrawal can reduce vulnerability to harm, it can also reduce the
elderly person's ability to respond to a crisis situation when it occurs. Projec-
tion does help elderly victims vent their anger on outsiders; these persons
become scapegoats. However, those elderly who utilize projection as a

ng technique may become overly distrustful. Depression is always a
potentially serious problem which can have tragic consequences e.g.,
suicide. Other possible serious psychological reactions by elderly victims
of crime include: paranoid behavior, overcompensation, cslcoholism, and
dependency. it is obvious that all cif these coping techniques can seriously
affect the quality of life of the elderly citizen; indeed, some may lead to
death.

It must be emphasized when ling with elderly victims, that victimiza-
tion can have a devastating e on an already weakened resissance.
Old age tends to greatly reduce the body's reserve capacity to respond
to an emotional crisis; thus, the elderly person's physical tolerance of stress
is reduced. An elderly person may have absorbed so many stresses by
his or her "season of loss" that the added stress produced by victimiza-
tion may lead older persons to adopt one or more of the extreme coping
techniques.12

Many psychiatrists believe that it is absolutely essential that elderly vic-
tims receive counseling when they do not cope effectively with a crime.
They argue that if there is no counseling the victimization will likely result
in some psychological damage to the individual.13 Other researchers,
however, point out that not all elderly victims need counseling. In light of
the scarcity of resources, it is essential that we not force counseling on
those who can successfully cope without it. This is not an easy distinction
to make; it is discussed in Chapter Five.

Social Consequences

The social environment of elderly victims is another significant factor
which contributes to their vulnerability. Many elderly Americans live alone;
hence they are prime targets for burglary, street crimes, and fraud. In
addition, once they have been victimized, these elderly citizens may
withdraw even further from the world. Garofola indicated that the more
fearful elderly persons were or victimization, the more often they indicated
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that they had MIR ed or changed their activities to avoid crime.14 Because
many older Americans do live in urban neighborhoods which are high crime
areas or close to them when they are victimized, the consequence is often
limited mobility and fewer interactions with friends, neighbors and relatives.
Moreover, the elderly poor are frequently unable to move away from such
living areas because they cannot afford to move, or to live in a safer
neighborhood. As a result, they take whatever adaptive measures to pre-
vent further victimization which seem to them to be the most feasible. Thus,
the most likely response is withdrawal from the community and curtail.
ment of the kinds and locations of activities outside of theirhomes. Besides,
even when elderly victims can afford to move away from a dangerous
neighborhood to safer surroundings, they ore forced to leave behind a
lifetime's ties to the community. There are social, emotional, and cultural
ties which bind many elderly to their neighborhoods As a result, many
elderly residents withdraw in fear. Such withdrawal substantially alters the
quality of their lives because it further isolates them and usuallyreinforces
their fear of crime. As we reported in Chapter 2, the elderly in America's
cities do have more to be afraid of than fear itself. However, this fear of
crime is the most pervasive consequence of crimes against the elderly.
One need not be a victim, to be affected. Fear spreads throughout com-
munities like an uncontrolled contagious disease, affecting those who
come In contact with it. Moreover, there Is no acquired immunity. However,
as we shall see in Chapter 4, the fear of crime has a greater impact upon
the members of the elderly community than does the actual crime.
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Some respondents reported that there were locations nearby in which
they would be afraid to walk even in broad daylight. Eleven percent of
those 18-24 years old indicated that such a place existed, whereas 14 per-
cent of those 15-19 years old and 14 percent of those 65 and over reported
knowing of such a place.

Females are more fearful than males, non-whites more than whites, and
non-psr cicipants in the labor force more than those employed (Table 16).
The o ifferences according to these demographic variables indicate the
complexity and variability in intensity of fear among the elderly popula-
tion. The pervasiveness of fear of victimization persists but some sub-
populations experience and express fear far differently from others.

There is additional evidence regarding changing levels offear between
1965 and 1976. Cutler analyzed data from two national surveys taken
eleven years apartg He measured levels of fear of crime among a number
of age cohorts. The results indicate that the older more than the younger
cohorts express fear for their safety on the streets. While such fear
increased for all cohorts over the eleven year period, the size of the
changes was not uniform. There was a large increase in levels of fear,
but the rate of increase in fear was far lower for the younger cohorts than
for the older cohorts. Because fear increased more rapidly among the old
cohorts, the differences between the younger and older cohorts in levels
of fear were more pronounced in 1976 than in 1965.

Levels of fearfulness are generally higher for those over sixty; however,
the level of that fear continues to rise with increasing age. Cook and
Associates found that there had been greater increases in fearfulness
among the various age groups over 65 years than had occurred among
all groirps between 25 and 65 years of age. The main: iinding is that there
are more differences in fearfulness among cohorts of the elderly than
among younger age groups.10

Another researcher, Wesley Skogan, analyzed successive national
surveys over a sixteen-year period and found an increase in levels of fear
among the general population over that pet iod.11 The bulk of that increase,
however, occurred between 1967 and 1974 (Figure 16). Polls since 1974
indicate that fear of crime :s not increasing. The rise of the fear of crime
parallels that for crime itself, especially as measured by victimization
surveys. Between 1965 and 1974, crime rates rose sharply, then leveled
off. During the remaining years of the 1970's, there were some fluctua-
tions, but the consensus emerged that there was a fairly stable national
crime rate.12 A simile) pattern occurred in the fear of crime. Cook and
Associates13 confirmed this steady increase in the fear of crime for the
elderly during the same time. In their study, high levels of fear increased
from a low of 31 percent of the elderly in 1n87, to a high of 45 percent
of them in 1 1, but the largest increase occurred between 1967 and 1974.
Recent evidence provided by the 1983 Gallup Crime Audit discussed
above seems to indicate that there may have been more increases in the
fear of crime when only those over 65 are considered (before 1983, Gallup
did not compile figures for subgroups of those over 50 years of age as
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he ("II In the 1983 survey report). The difference in levels of fearfulness
between young and old has increased.

In review, the fear of crime is widespread. There are fearful persons
among each of the subgroups of the population of the United States. High
levels of fear occur particularly among women, blacks, the poor, the elderly,
and the city dwellers. Some questions arise, however, as to just how this
fear of crime has become so widespread. Is fearfulness related to risk of
victimization or to something else? There is some evidence suggesting
a link between risk and fearfulness. Another is "vicarious victimization."

The Problem of Vicarious Victimization

A number of writers have indicated that vicarious victimization may be
part of the genesis in the fear of crime. Skogen14 indicates that measures
of direct victimization do not explain variation found among individuals
and groups in their fear of crime. Careful analysis of the National Crime
Survey victimization survey does reveal a substantial correspondence between
perceptions of safety and self reports of behavior. Skogan suggests that
victimization experiences of family and friends influence fear of crime. He
examined the number of robberies and personal thefts suffered by
members of each person's household and their perceptions of safety. it
was found that perceptions of safety declined as the experience came
closer to the person, with increases in this "indirect victimization." Skogan
concluded that the roots of most people's perceptions of crime and
knowledge of victimization came from secondary sources, not their own
experience with crime. These sources include mass media reports, in
addition to accounts of victimization of family, friends, and neighbors.

Consequently, if neighbors discuss crime problems in their
neighborhood, they may be propagating fearfulness rather than dispel-
ling it. Sharing knowledge and information can reinforce or generate fear
of crime. Braungart and Associates conclude, "The situation becomes
even more frightening lo the older person when he or she begins to hear
from a friend or a neighbor about the elderly lady down the street who
was mugged, or the old man three blocks away whose home was vandal
ized and heavily damaged."15 Such spreading of victimization informa-
tion Is identified as "vicarious victimization."15

High exposure to "news" about crime via newspaper, television and
other media can increase anxiety and levels of fear. This is particularly
true because crime is "easy news. "17 The steady flow of crime news and
the accessibility of police and crime reports make crime stories particularly
useful to newspaper personnel. They can be used to train new r porters,
to even out the "flow" of news, or simply to "balance" a page. One
important result from the focus on crime is that the crime news presented
by the press is biased. The emphasis is on the sensational, unique, and
often infrequently nurring events. Media sources view crime as com-
petitive news and each organization tends to duplicate the coverage of
the competitor.

33



The Elderly and Fear of Cri, 35

Gordon and Heath18 report that the fear of crime was higher among
readers of papers that exploited crime as "easy news" than itwas among
readers of newspapers that gave crime less prominent coverage.

Social Factors Associated with Fear of Crime

A number of social characteristics are associated with high concern
about crime. Those persons who are most vulnerable to crime and the
most affected by it also have the most fears. These groups include: city-
dwellers, the pool', women, and those elderly who are not integrated into
the activities of their communities.

Location of Residence

The location of a person's residence has an influence upon his or her
relative risk of victimization (see Chapter 3). Victimization rates are higher
in large cities, especially in the inner-city areas, than in the suburbs and
rural areas. Elderly who live in these large cities are also more fearful of
crime than older Americans who live elsewhere.'8 As the size of the city
increases, the relationship between age and fear of crime also increases.
The size of the city in which the urban elderly reside is more important
to relative fearfulness of crime for the elderly than for younger groups.
Janson and Ryder 20 support this finding, but also suggest that age serves
to index that portion of the population that is more frequently alone than
other groups.

In addition to size of city, several research studies examine the effects
of type of dwelling on fear of crime. Sundeen and Mathieu21 found that
people who lived in age-segregated retirement communities and con-
dominiums were most likely to feel sate, while those living near high con-
centrations of minority group members expressed the greatest fear. A150
these central city residents, in contrast to the retirement community
dwellers, had fewer social resources, negative perceptions o community
safety, and a greater fear of crime. Living alone, even in kigq-seorscjated
housing in which risk was relatively low, wets associat with a iev sl of
fearfulness greater than for those living wit ii others. This suggests that
living alone appears to be an important factor in the level of fearfulness.

Socioeconomic Status and Race

Older blacks are found to be more fearful of crime than older whites.
There is disagreement, however, on the cause of this difference. Some
researchers believe that the differences which exist are due more to dif-
ferences in the neighborhoods in which whites and blacks live than to race
itself.22

For Americans of all ages low income is associated with fear of crime.
The poor may be more fearful than the more affluent economic group for
the same reasons that blacks are more fearful than whites. Blacks and
the poor live In neighborhoods where there are high levels of crime.23 The
poor lose more than other economic groups when
victimized. They are less able to cope with the financial and property
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losses, and are less able to protect themselves from crime Good security
is expensive; money and property taken in a crime are probably uninsured
and lost forever, with little hope of replacement. Furthermore, those living
in high crime areas who want and can afford insurance find it unobtainable.
One reason the relationship between fear of crime and income is even
stronger among the elderly than other age groups is that the elderly are
substantially overrepresented among the nation's poor.24

Sex and Fear of Crime

In survey after survey women as a group are found to be more fearful
of crime than other segments of the population. This is true for all age
groups. Women are about twice as likely as men to report being afraid.q5
The differences between older women and older men, while substantial,
are not as great as the differences which occur between men and women
in younger age groups. This increased correlation of elderly men's and
women's fear of crime may be a consequence of the perception that in
old age men and women do not differ markedly in strength and physical
endurance. Both sexes tend to see themselves as vulnerable to attack
by the young, strong and agile stranger.

Another possible explanation for the higher levels of fear among older
women may be their greater social isolation. Women have longer life ex-
pectancies than men and more older women live the last years of their
lives alone.

Social Integration

The possible effect of social integration of individuals on the levels of
fearfulness is a researchable issue. Social integration is the extent to which
a person feels that he or she "belongs" in a neighborhood and is engaged
in activities with others as part of their daily lives. For example, does the
person have friends and neighbors nearby to assist when in distress? Is
there someone to depend on to help with errands and shopping? Are they
members of local neighborhood groups, social clubs and organizations?
Robert Smith argues that such questions are more important to older
Americans who are most vulnerable to victimization than to other per-
sons.26 Social integration does play an important part in the elderly citizen's
perception of his/her safety. Thus, while no research has directly tied the
two together, our hypothesis is that high levels of social integration facilitate
feelings of safety ano that low levels promote fearfulness.

There is some evidence available to support this position. People who
own their homes generally tend to have a greater attachment to their
neighborhood and to have social contacts with neighbors than others; thus
they are more closely integrated into the social structure of the
neighborhood. For all age groups, those who live in their own homes tend
to be less fearful of crime than are renters.27 This is particularly signifi-
cant for older citizens because a higher proportion of them are likely to
own their Avn homes than are younger persons.
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The crimes which elderly Americans fear most are personal crimes which
involve contact with the criminal. This is the case even though property
crime rates for the elderly are higher than rates for personal crimes.

Impact of Fear of Crime on the Elderly

Fear of crime leads eld arty persons to "avoidance behaviors" or
"mobilization behaviors."28 if an elderly citizen chooses not to venture
outside the house at night, avoids certain parts of the neighborhood, or
limits daily activity away from home, this is engaging in "avoidance
behaviors." On the other hand, if the individual chooses to take positive
steps to avoid victimization, then one is engaging in "mobilization
behaviors." Typical mobilization behaviors include: forming neighborhood
watch groups, instaMing good locks on the doors, participating in recreation,
shopping, visiting friends, relatives, physicians and other service profes-
sionals in the company of others, rather than alone. A more detailed
analysis of these two types of behavior follows.

Avoidance Behaviors

Elderly Americans limit their activities to avoid victimization in a large
variety of ways. Some refrain from going outside after dark; they avoid
"dangerous" areas of the city and/or their nearby neighborhoods.23 Bishop
and Kleckan report that some fearful elderly avoid the basements and
laundry rooms of their apartment buildings because muggers may lurk
there. Other elderly citizens limit their use of parks and other public recrea-
tional facilities: many leave these recreational areas before school lets
out in the afternoon.31 Some elderly persons withdraw from community
activities which they think might expose them to the risk of victimization.=
Some senior citizens, after victimization, may even sell their home or
business and move to safer quarters.33

While not all limitations on the daily lives of the elderly result from fear
of crime (some are imposed by failing health or lack of transportation),
elderly persons, more than otherage groups, limit their activities because
they fear crime. Most elderly Americans are not prisoners in their own
homes, but many do place extensive limits on their day-to-day activities
because they are afraid.34

The consequences of the elderly's fear of victimization go beyond
limiting their physical mobility. One result is a high level of emotional
stress.33 High stress and loss of mobility can produce the following
consequences:

1. Loss of contact with friends, and hence, an increase in
isolation;

2. Nutritional and health problems resulting from infrequent
trips away from home to purchase necessities;

3. Loss of opportunity for exercise to maintain physical health;
4. A loss of feelings of freedom and self-determination resulting

in a lower concept of self; and
5. Emotional crises resulting from relocation end/or other

deprivations.38
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40 The Elderly and Fear

crime than do those living with others. A sirrjar relationship exists among
middle aged and el rly females.

Blacks are substantially more fearful than whites in every cats ry except
young males and females (Table 22). Young black males show a
remarkably low level (6 percent) of fearfulness. Compared toyoung white
women black females have a significantly lower level (38%). Elderly male
and female blacks, on the other hand, have levels of fearfulness greater
than or comparable to those for white elderly females. Black female elderly
are the most fearful group.

The data indicate that the elderly as a group are only slightly more likely
to express fearfulness of crime than younger groups in our society. It is
only when subgroups of the elderly are examined that we understand the
full impact of that fear. Sex differences are much more important than age
differences. Social factors such as race, marital status, and living arrange-
ments, also distinguish the tearful from the non-fearful. Indeed, these dEla
confirm that city dwellers, black Americans and those who live Ettore
(whether widowed, divorced or never married) are the most fearful.
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Programs to Assist the Elderly

There are numerous efforts to assis1 the elderly in coping with crime.
Some are volunteer efforts mounted by the elderly themselves; others are

nsored by the police or the courts; still others by local or federal service
agencies and programs. These efforts focus on a variety of objectives and
they make use of a broad range of strategies.

One of the major problems faced by older citizens is tear of crime. To
some extent, that fear can be minimized by participation in programs aimed
to avoid and prevent crimes. Such programs range from such simple
expedients as improving window and door hardware of dwellings, to
socially-organized crime watch surveillance, and escort services for the
elderly.

in spite of these programs elderly people do become victims. A number
of programs exist that are designed to provide assistance to victims. Some
deal with medical problems. Others try to help victims economically or
psychologically. Still others aid them in coping with the complexities of
the criminal justice system.

Currently, it is difficult to assess the merits of our society's present
efforts to assist the elderly regarding crime. Assistance has increased over
the decades but the need for such assistance far exceeds available
resources.

Reducing the Elderly's Fear of Crime

Tc -here is little dl envie among experts that ceder people
belie eat they are much more at risk. This fear of crime is a serious
problem whether or not that fear has a basis in fact. People who are deep!),
frightened by their immediate environment may live in a social reality of
their own making, but for them it is a teal and terrifying mode of existence.

Understanding rates of victimization among the aged requires examin-
ing a substantial number of statistical studies covering such factors as
personal and social circumstances, economic level, educational attain-
ment, race, place of residence, type of neighborhood, and general health.
At one extreme, a frail elderly person, living in a high crime neighborhood,
may be at risk, either in the streets or even at home. By contrast an
affluent individual in good health, living in a protected retirement community,
may have virtually no contact with crime. For most elderly persons, the
likelihood of victimization is between these extremes. A large proportion
of the elderly, however, have low income, education, vigor, and
neighborhood security; crime for them is an ever present and disturbing
possibility. Overall, the elderly are no more at risk than other residents
Ewing in the same neighborhood under the same conditions.

Even in a neighborhood where there is some risk, that risk can be
exayt ated so it becomes a serious disadvantage to the person. Believing
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Assist the 57
Yet, achieving perfection In the system probably has a t the same
chance as getting the criminal justice system to operate on a completely
rational efficient . There is no doubt how= = =ver t t the security,
sense of well ing, and reduction of fear of victimization could be im-
proved for the a ly.

Yet, these humanitarian concerns of older citizens would have to be
balanced against the concerns and needs of other legitimate claimants
to the resources and energies ef the community and soci ty. But if the

is any to th future, the distribution of financi I support to various
is of the society will probably be correlated with th it resat
power. In a society in which the proportion of who are elderly

is increasing, it ems clear that efforts to meet their needs will continue
to be on the increase.

9. tit. M. &moven, M. M. Hoye% and R. G. Bra ungert, "Fehr at Cwne and Me Elderly." in A P
Gottistain. W J Hop?, and P. Monti (oda.) Pafiro and Me EkEr-4, (awe York: NIT-who" Puns, 1979)2. Simon Lase ry and Mehfitt L. De Row. legastomas in Mess COPPWriantv#an Rawer:- Mein York
Longman, ) pp, 3-

3. H. F. McQuade, "LEM%) Etdolly Crintz Vtehrato5on Programs." Untied Sietee House of RopreGen-
191*O0 Sultoontrhiftat on Mousing end ConcurriCn Intefust, Solact Commit:Zoo on Agin{), WashInglon
D.C., 19711, Goa Moo: Lee Wien and Lechasi Coutender, "Fear of Crime Among the Warty: The
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crime in the Unit St is committed by young people. However,
of arrested -very year for a variety of offenses.

Of the nearly eight million persons taken into custody by the lice every
year, two hundred thousand or 2.5% art sixty years old or °Ideal These
include crimes against persons and pr rty (excluding traffic offenses).

of th American population in the older
is in and it is now estin-at that some 16 rcent of the total
population is sixty or over, the 2.5% taken into custody is far below what
would be e cted given t size of the elderly population nd ot= r age
oohorts.

In interpreting
error. The is statistics are not a valid measure of the a mount of crime
that occurs annually in the United St t == s. They reflect arrests for crimes

to the . Many crimes go u tected, others are not reported,
and a substantial number are not cleared by arrest even if they are
reported. Furthermore, it is t :sibie that W.:, police may handle minor
crirnw, committ by elderly persons informally. The fore, such crimes
would not ar in official reports. We know that the police do this with
the very young who are first offenders. We can coneeive of the elderly
being let off easily with a similar light remonstrance,"Go home Grandpa
(Grandma) and don't do this again. You re old enough to know ea"Nen the data provi by the UCR, with the limitation of crimesr ed to the police and entered by them into the record, still constitute
the most accurate picture of the relative distribution of arrests between
young and on a national basis.

A sn problem is that the raw figures rf porting the rum r of
arrests annually by age and type of crime need to be transformed into
rates. Rates provid r the incidence of a particular crime for various age
cohorts and are usually established by determining the percent or number
committing the criminal act for every one hundred thousand persons, in
the age cashort. The r tes of most common crim s h ve been calculated
by the age of persons arrested ( Table 24).

A comparison of the relative distribution of arrests between young
and old can be obtai

arrest figures consider first that they are not without

by examining the following: For violent crimes,
teenagers (15-19) in 1 Q had a rate of 561 arrests per one hundred thou-
sand persons of that category in the Unit d States. For young adults
(20-24) the comparable rate was 530. In contrast, the rat of arrests for
violent crimes per one hund thousand older persons (60-64) was only
28. For the more y (65 ever) it was only 12. Involvement in violent
crime by the elderly, in other words, is very insignificant when comparwith t n gers and young adults.

5 5
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The Elderly Offender 61

ately repro ed, considering their relative numbers in the
American population. No major differences appear that separate young
and old ing occupational status. The aged and the young alike
among tette to Simi in educational achievement. The elderly
offenders are much like their youthful counterparts, except that they are
older.

Among women in , the older age contains disproportionately
larger numbers of th white and Indian women. By contra:a black and
hispanic women In prison tend to be younger. One source attributes this
imbalance to the inc incidence of murder (often of the husband)
among the latter categories. Even so, the num rs are tio small that
statistically significant comparisons cannot be made.

In summary, elderly offenders are like younger offenders. Because they
lived r, their state of health, occupation histories, marital experi-
ence, achievesnent re earlier generational experiences.
Yet, their similarities to their younger counterparts are more. striking than
their differences.

What Crimes have They Committed?

The derly offenders are not major perpetrators of violent crimes. Table
24 shows that even children be n ten and fourteen years of age have
higher rates of violent offenses. Their rate is 110 per one hund thou-sand air to elderly persons sixty five or over who have a combined
rate of only 12 per one hundred thousand. The most dangerous category
of citizens are those between ages twenty and twenty-four. In 1 they
had an arrest rate of 530 for violent crimes. This is more than forty-six
times higher than the rate for the elderly!

The majority of cri of the ei y, then, are in the less serious and
dangerous cat ies. in spite of this there is a belief among some that
the are likely to commit murder, or other serious offenses. But when
this does ha n, the ev t is likely to attract a cons' r amount of
attention from the press usually considerably more than for similar
crime committed by a younger person. Such differential media attention
may be an important factor in leading so members of the public to
believe that there is a high rate of violent crime committed by the elderly.
The facts do not support such a conclusion.

Table 25 shows a list of sa ific crimes for which persons in the United
States were arrested during 1 *. Included in the table is a column showing
the number percent of the elderly who were invoi these offenses.
While arrest data do not proviy a true picture of all crime in a given year,
they are probably the best data for comparing crime rates of the elderly
with other age cohorts.

Disorderly conduct is the most frequent o < rise for which persons sixty-
five and over were .i.e a (37.26 percent) of all
of the elderly were in this . Disorderly conduct is not an easy
category to interpret. Includyt r are such of uses as loud boisterous
behavior, = 3±gressive acts, quarrels and family di es, and activities that
are disruptive of the public peace. Some disorderly conduct may be life

57



62 Me Offender

threatening and some is merely annoying. Police will book the disorderly.
It is a traditional practice, that provides data for their records and
demonstrates that they are fulfilling their roles as police officers, in much
the same way as do high of traffic violation ticketing in a community.
In a very large proportion of such disorderly conduct arrests, the
perpetrators are under the influence of alcohol. Alcohol plays a signifi-
cant role in the problems elderly e have with the law.

ft is interesting to compare the nt of ti elderly arrested for
disorderly conduct with the comparable figures for the entire I

(left opium of Table 25). The figure for all age groups together is 12.43
percent sixty-five or over have an arrest rate for disorderly
conduct that is three times higher.

More significant, because it is one c offense, is the percent of
those arrested sixty-fivo or over who are apprehended for driving under
the influence of hol. This vior amounts for nearly twenty-nine per-
cent of all for sixty-five or over. The comparable figure for
all age groups is almost half 15 percent. Given that age takes toll
on reaction time, vision, hearing and critical reflexes, this 0:fustian
real ms. The older driver is considerably more likely to be arrested
for drunken driving persons in other mature gar . citizens
think of drunken driving as exclusively a problem among youth. It is a
substantial problem among senior citizens as well.

It is likely that the percent of arrests of persons sixty-five or over for
driving under the influence of liquor will increase. in the past it has not
been unusual for police officers to handle drunk driving situa ns involv-
ing older persons in an informal manner.? With a new national emphasis
on removing such drivers from the road and an increasing public
avow of their , more and more cases of ng while intox-
icated wilt be resolved formally by arrest. We are likely to see this type
of offense increase sharply in public records.

Another serious problem is shoplifting. Table 25 shows that arrests for
larceny (largly shop! ) occur m frequently among older 3 " e than
among all age cat et. e. it is believed that shoplifting is an often mainly
involving professionals and teenagers. Teenagers do account for a
substantial number of arrests for this offense. However, senior citizens
are highly active. Unlike the teen r, their stealing may be motivated
by re s other than the urge to stay in fashion or to sell what they take
for profit, but they are heavily involved nevertheless.

Change is taking place in t responses of both merchants the
is to shoplifting. In earlier years, store owners and managers were

reluctant to prosecute elderly offenders. More recently, as losses through
shoplifting have mounted, the situation has changed. ifting is seen
by merchants as a clear threat to their survival in economically uncertain
times. Many measures have = n taken to reduce it, including us
p'11, of prosecut n. Also, it is ing easier to p ute this
offense. In many jurisdictions there is no need to anee the perscr in front
of other c tee: ~::.t,.; and per them away in handcuffs. They can be served
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The Elderly Offender 63

by summons. In other words, with greater economic pressure to stop it,
a more sympathetic public on the side of the merchant, and with simpler
legal procedures for ii 9 there is every likelihood that this category
will become an incr ing m for the elderly.

Conspicuous by their very limited occurrence are sex offenses among
the elderly. The sterotype of the dirty old man eeng himself by opening
his raincoat is by many media cartoons and television comedies.
Similarly, the idea of the sex d nerate molesting little girls has
an established place in the minds of the public. While such behavior is
not unknown, it is extremely Drilled amons the elderly.

The are also minimally involved with illicit drugs. The percent
of arrests for all age categori = is 6.31, more than six times as large as
that for those sixty-five and over, 1.01 percent. This represents a genera-
tional difference in the meanings associated with drug use. Older people
reject the use and trafficking in narcotics.

Generally, the offenses for which the rly are arrested reflect their
physical, economic, and psychological conditions. Fewpersons over sixty-
five retain the physical characteristics needed to commit such crimes as
robbery, forcible rape, or prostitution. Consequently, their involvement in
such sem eie . On the , age Is no deterrent to
driving while intoxicated, or becoming loud and arty while under the
influence of alcohol. It is such viol tions that account for some eighty five

f of the arrests of those 'xty-five and over. The comparable figure
for persons of al, ages is only forty-one percent less than half. Thus,
the older citizen at his or her worst is not a particularly dangerous or violent
offendeas A handful , but the majority are less likely to harm others
than are children from ten to fourteen.

Why Do They Commit Such Offenses?

The search fort causes of crime h = been an extensive and frustrating
experience. At times it seems that modern criminology is no closer to a
solution to the question of why people engage in criminal behavior than
they were a century . In fact, in m y ways the search for th = cause
of crime is a lost cause. in the case of the elderly offender, this conclu-
sion is especially significant. While a large number of theories and explan-
ations of criminal conduct have n advan almost all pertain to
youthful offenders or young adults.

Historically, persons whose behavior was viewed as criminal were
thought to be: (1) possessed by evil spirits or demons, (2) under the
infix.. of malevoient persons practicing magic or witchcraft, or (3) under
the control of Satan. Later, as rationalism emerged in Western society,
other explanations became ul r. Su mature] th ries gave way to
the idea that criminal conduct represented "bad " or "reasoned
choices" on the part of s who dearly knew both right and wrong
but eie fely use the path of evil. In the latter case, it was felt that
criminals had to held nsibie for their actions because they exercised
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64 The Elderly Offender

their free wills in electing to misbehave. The utilitarian philosophies of
Jeremy Bentham, late in the eighteenth century, attempted to reduce all
human behavior to a simple formula: Man acted to obtain pleasure or to
avoid pain. Thus, criminal conduct represented seeking of pleasure. It
could presumably be deterred by punishments just severe enough to
balance out the formula. Making the "punishment fit the crime" emerged
as one of the foundations of Western law and

using the scientific method to seek relation-
or factors and criminal a, ""'' gelverEVY

regarded having n with the work of Cesare Lombroso in the late
nineteenth century. His view was that the criminal represented an atavism,

that is, a throwback to an in the evolution of man. This unusual
combination of evolutionary theory biology determinism was aban-
doned by criminologists early in the twentieth century. Since then, the

ch for the causes of crime has led researchers in a great variety of
directions. Unfortunately, none of the approaches u rtaken has been
particulary fruitful. James Inclardi, a contemporary criminologist, likens
the search for the causes of crime to the ancient quests for the
philosopher's stone, the fountain of youth, and the seven cities of Cibola.
The vision remains there a shining attraction, but the results of the
search continue to be disappointing:

"A medical approach has sought to s the influence of
ph disease on crime; a a roach has attemp-
ted to relate crime to heredity- and biochemical

have correlated crime with be ro ma! and abnormal
p functions and types; a a. a roach has
analyzed mctivation and diagnosed r rsonality deviations; an
IQ approach has characterized Pow intelligence as the mor-

of evil; a psychiatric approach designated mental
disease as the root of crime; a psychoanalytic approach has
traced behavior deviations to the repression of basic drives; a

approach h tried to demonstrate the influences
y, natural resources, a.as bon

on crime; al approach has investigated the impact
of the spatial distribution of persons and institutions upon
behavior patterns; an economic approach has looked fax rela-
tionshi between rious economic conditions and crime; a
social h has considered educational, religious, recrea-
tional, occupational, and status factors as they may relate to
crime; a cultural approach h examined the influence of
various institutions, = , and patterns characterize

d the conflicts between cultures of different groups,

II

as» 1,11 :141

groups,
on crime; a -a, ; .a.. A has been concerned with the
nature and effects of tea values, attitutes, relationships
on behavior; a m for S..- 1, a . . : ,,, s to em
the co of s that may result in crime."9

Thy search continues. Perhaps as computers become more powerful,
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The Elderly Offender 67
Incarceration of more youthfuloffenders. Thus, the small number of elderlywho do arrive at prison scarcely represent the broad picture of criminalbehavior among the aged.

Prisons are designed for the young. Anyone over forty is regarded byother inmates as "old." Hence, when an elderly first offender does arriveat prison he or she has extreme difficulty in adjusting to this new environ-ment. A person who is incarcerated for the first time after more than halfa century of freedom finds the demands, people, routines and pressuresof the prison environment unfamiliar and harsh. Less than a third of stateand federal prisons have any special facilities that are specifically designedfor the elderly such as special counseling, sit-down work programs,furlough programs, eardening opportunities and hobby crafts.Old inmates are s. tmetimes victimized by younger prisoners. They donot tend to be victims of homosexual rape, but of property crir les andphysical assaults. Unless the prison groups them together in r cell blockor other area where they can be protected, they may have to join a gangand provide services in exchange for protection. Many prisons do placethe elderly in special areas for just such reasons. For the most part,however, few prisons make many meaningful distinctions tween theelderly career criminal, the first offender, or the chronically aged prisoner.Also, the usual means by which inmates can receive favorable conskiena-ton for parole successful completion of rehabilitati in programs andarrangement for jobs after release are not relevant to the lives of the old.First offenders need to be distinguishes: l from the "old cons" who havebeen incarcerated for many years. Some are in prison during their finalyears after a lifetime of artemating periods of freedom and confinement.They are habitual offenders whose criminal careers culminate in a longsentence late in life. As long as they remain vigorous, such prison, rs con-tinue to be a threat to society and are poor risks for release. Genially,however, they make model prisoners, wise in the w ys of the institutionand cf their fellow inmates.
A different categoiy of "old cons" is made up of aged prisoners =vim

life sentences for first time offenses of a serious nature committed whenthey were young. Such individu;As also tend to be model prisoners, andthey may be far less dangerous tA) society if released than many otherswho do get out.
It has be-n advanced that prison retards the aging process.11 Thehypothesis is that me structured existence behind bars creates a type of"Peter Pan" syndrome. In prison the individual leads a wellaegulated life.Meals are usually nutritionally anced and wholesome. Patterns of sleepand exercise are regular. Alcohol is normally unavailable. Outdoor expo-sure which ages the appearance is limited, thus enhancing the look ofyouthfulness. Finally, the aged In prison do not function in the context ofusual family ro s and relationships which define them in terms of theirstage of the life cycle. Normal expectations to assume voles of elders whoare outeicie the prison system are not existent. The total institution, theprison, requires conformity, minimal performance, and limitedresponsibility.
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ng chapters, we examined cu
n crime in the United States. We

n. This by
dye. Then and covered the cons,_

zation described in the social sciences and
Included were the social, economic, psyc

t knowl of the role
n with a brief history

crimes committed
of criminal victim-

al welfare literature.
and physical conse-

quences of criminal victimization of rly persons. Subsequently cxwered
was fear of crime in lives of elderly Americans, and how consequences
of such fear affect their lifestyles and quality of life. We also examined
the types of programs de by social and governmental agencies
to p elderly persons co with crime. These include crime prevention

rams, victim assistance, and fear reduction programs. Finally, we
examined criminal activity by the elderly themselves and what is known
about rly offenders.

In this chapter, we will assess bri fly the state of knowledge of
crime and victimiz Lion and propose research to improve our knowledge
of crime and the elderly.

An Assessment of Past arch

R <arch on this subject is uneephisticated regarding statistical
analyses. This is the case in spilt. of the quality of th data found in the
national surveys done by major polling o nizations and those of the
National Crime Survey. Data were collected using sophisticated survey
designs with ample documentation. The analyses generally consist of
bivariate comparisons, with an occasional control utilized for standard
socioeconomic variables. Few multivariate alyses were found on criminal
victimization of the elderly. This limits the possible interpretations of the
power of specific lectors and their combinations in understaiejng the
causes and con uences of victimization.

Also, except for the examination of specific crimes in the National Crime
Surveys, all other studies are and not detailed. This particularly
the case with studies of fear of crime. One result is general information
but little on the specifics of what it means and even f vier bases to recom-
mend policies and programs.

Researchers should narrow the scope of investigations, precisely fine
the topics of study, and do indepth analyses. Elderly who do not becnme
victims of crime and who have little or no fear of crimin I invasion or
attack should be studied more extensively. Learning the lifestyle
characteristics, perceptions, behaviors, and feelings of non-victimized
elderly has potential use in the development of programs to sist high
risk groups.
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The majority of reported studies are largely atheoratical. The analyses
usually do not use guiding perspecti , i.e., conceptual

frameworks, which give to which explain differences-
descriptions inferences are made from such raw to
observed chiferences; the result is often speculation and inferential

aps. The absence of underlying theoretical principl, often results in
regiment in the interpretation of the data and offers few fur

resolving these conflicts sar.factorily. In spite of this lack of theory
presence of "raw empiricism" studies ha' unarticulated umptions

the e ally issues on the causes and consequences of
victimization. Thus, it is ropriate that we summarize these assump-
lions which are guiding principles for future r,h arch and
development.

Specific research r mmendations will be m
victimization, the consequences of crime/victimize ion, te r of cri
the elderly offender.

l es Regarding Crime and the Elderly

Four basic issues of the study of crime and the el rly already ;Thud
to are: who are the elderly, differential exposure, appropriate crime
categories, and ,hems of group comparability. W e shall n o w r x
each of the

ram

regarding patterns of

1.Who Are the Elderly

There is no one group of elderly persons in Lin' States. The elderly
not a homy> 4 neous group; their corn ; 4 ition re the social, ethnic

and racial makeup of the nation.
Subgroups of the rly to be stud'separately, both in terms

of the amount of crime committed against them and the types of crimes
to which they fall prey. There are different age cohorts of the aide; ly ci
each may have differ t ex riences with various kinds of crime. Thus
it is impractical to i all persons ve a certain age "the 'y" for
any study. It is likely that there will be differences in "risk" of victimie
ton and levels of victimization in various stages of the lifecycie after th
age of 65.

2. The (We Ion of Differential ure

From the available evidence we do not know the level of exposure the
fly ha to crime. What is needed is compseativ = analysis of lifestyles

for a variety of age groups. This analysis would examine both exposure
to risk situations and the likeli of victimization in those risk situations.
Thus, we may be able to finally answer the question of whether or not
the -rly are "over-victimieed" or "u evictimized" regarding
"serious" crimes.

Is avoi nee behavior effective in reducing exposure to risk situations
and thus to victimization? Such action may or may not be effective;
r arch is des r tely n it = ;ed on this topic. Risk for the y may vary

6



Recornnt dons For Research 71

over time. Again, research on the change in exposure and risk through
the deg z.. :real stages is indicated.

3. What Are The to Crime Categories?

For the crimes measured, the elderly are not more frequently victimized
than others,, groups. Personal larceny, the most frequent crime involv-
ing elderly citizens, has a rate only slightly higer than younger age cohorts.
Victimization is more closely related to vex, location of residence and
socioeconomic status than to age.

The question remains unanswered wheteer there are specific climes
with high rates of victimization of the elderly. There is a tendency for the

rly to get involved in insurance scams, home repair schemes, medical
quackery, fake work-at-home offers, el abuse, and institutional abuse.
Other crimes include a edit and rent gouging, gang harrassment, van-
dalism, "rowdyism," panhandling, verbal intimidation, ard arson. We know
very little about the distribution of these crimes in the population. We do
know however, the tive consequences of these crimes for the quality
of life of elderly persons.

4. Problems of Group C parWlity
The problems of group comparability exist for crimes committed against

various age, social, racial and cultural groups in our society. Many of our
subcultures accept levels of violence which are unacceptable to others.
Other subcultures accept deviousness and trickery as "common business
practice." What one subculture accepts as common practice another may
perceive to be exploitation. Since there is little consensus on definitions
of violence by victims, their families, and even law enforcement officials,
there will continue to be disagreement as to whether the elderly are un-
duly subject to victimization.

Other Assumptions A the Elderly and Crime

A number of additional assumptions about the nature of the elderly
citizen's experience with criminal victimization appear in the crime and
the elderly literature. These are:

1. The Elderly Suffer More Severe Consequences from Victimization
There is some support for the idea that the elderly victims of crime suffer

more severe economic loss than younger age cohorts. This is because
their loss is larger ire relation to their total monthly income and reuources
to replenish stolen items. When elderlypersons are attacked they are mor
likely to receive internal injuries and be hospitalized. However, the
evidence is inconclusive whether they are more likely to receive severe
injury than members of other age groups.

There is a paucity of data concerning psychological damage as a conse-
quence of victimization. There are widespread beliefs that elderly victims

well as younger on =c experience a variety of somatic and mental condi-
tions after victim tion, zee:, y the Let nce and Treatrne;lt
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of victims is on the supposition of pervasive negative psychological
consequences, the r earth been done to establish the
extent and intensity of psychological damage incurred.

2. The Elderly are More Fearful of Crime Than Other Age Groups
There is some vidence to su rt this assumption, but the differences

between the y and other age groups is not consistently las It is
bel that varia may also be sting in this I :+-Z,;* well
as age. The relationship of e ssed fear to victimization n to be
more fal) investigat

3. Fear of Crime is Causing he Elderly to imprison Themselves in Their
Homes

The evidence indicates that this is not the case for the vast majority
of the , although there are individuals who do so isolate themselves.
The phenomenon does not, however, s m to widespread as the

ar media rts would lead one to ieve.

4.

4. The Elderly More Frequently Fail to R Crimes.
The data indicate t t, for the traditional crimes n red in the studi

discussed in this r , the elderly do not rt cranes less frequ ntly
than other segments of society. This datum, however, says nothing about
other s of crim k which the elderly might experience. Since w do
not measure them, we cannot know whether or not they are Ares t in
their day to y rienoas or if these crimes are report to the

ate authorities.

Specific Recommendations

First foremost, research on crime and the elderly needs to be more
solidly linked to theory. The relationship betw n victimization, percep-
tions of crime levels and fear of crime requires rigorous and system atic
study. A relat d issue is the ropriate way to measure and distinguish
direct r indirect victirniz tion. Another is the question of relative no-
sure to risk.

We n d to question whether senior citiseee are victims of crimes not
traditionally studied or listed in regular crime reports. What crimes are
perpetrated against which subpopulations of the elderly, and by whom?
What are the circumstances and conditions associated with the victimiza-
tion of the elderly? Who is "at risk" for what?

The motivation, interest, role and function of social organizations such
as the police, the courts, insurance companies, etc. in elderly victimization
is virtually unknown. What are the cons ruences of elderly victimization
for such organizations?

We n more details of the physical, economic, psychological and
al consequences of victimization. We need more precise studi of

c ea where loss is not inferred but is actually measured. W
d detailed analyses of injuries to elderly victims and what such body

and mind Insults do to their lives. The circumst nc and == which differ nt
types of injuri s our n d hard re arch. Real systematic research into
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the psyc con uences of victimize tion and not simply
"theoretical" specula is required. The phenomenon of vicarious victim-
ization is of unknown incidence. In its consequences it may have the same
effect as being victimized. St ies of this transferring of experience are
sorely n . Des t fear of crime come into ing or is it exacerbated
as a consequence of victimization? t im t does it have for the victim
or , associates, relatives, and family members?

Research and theory should focus on the link between fear of crime
to the direct and indirect effects of victimization. the belief that elderly
victims suffer more than younger victims lead to a higher level of fear
among the el ly? Do the elderly actually suffer more and in what ways?
We need systematic research on: Who is afraid? What makes them afraid?
When and where are they afraid? Are they aiwayr afraid? Is the fear
justified? Such mind states are related to pre-emptive and other response
behaviors of elderly persons. Social service erganizations such as the
police and welfare agencies would be well served if awareness of these
mindbody/behavior manifestationswas present in their dealings with elderly
before and after victimization occurred.

in regard to the elderly offender, we need much more systematic infor-
mation regarding who, what and wh n crimes are committed. What, too,
are the consequences of these offenses for the offender, for the victim,
for society? For example, do we need to plan special treatment, rehabilita-
tion, or confinement facilities? Do the courts ne d to take into account
special needs of elderly defendants? What are the appropriate responses
to these crimes? A particularly pertinent question about elderly criminality
is their role in drunken driving.

Questions regarding elderly victimization and criminality as raised in
this chapter will he answered only when researchers address them with
theoretical approaches, well thought-out assumptions and appropriate
methodologies.

a



Policy and Program Rec an vat r s

Prepare by
Marvin E4 Suss an, Ph.D.
Unhr of De 8149 re

Establish an intergovernmental research and demonstration task
force to form policies and programs which will encou and Su
programs whose manifold purposes include:

1.1 Employing a longitudinal design similar to the National
Health Survey determine the incidence and prevalence of differ.
ent types of crimes involving the el arty as victims or offenders.

1.2 Organize comparative studies using other age and cultural
groups in this and worldwide societies with consideration given
to:

401/e

1.2.1 types of crimes and offenders,
1.2.2 incidence and prevalence,
1.2.3 spatial, congregate and ecological factors,
1.2.4 real, potential, and perceived psychological and

physical damage experienced by victims and
offenders.

Rationale

There is a pervasive and heightened fear of the increased inci-
dares of crimes involving elderly persons. The facts and fictions of
this phenomenon have yet to be determined by data gathered
systematically and over lengthy time periods. Future educational, ser-
vice and support policies and accompanying programs can best be
established with such base line data. The suggestion is not to place
a m-oritorium on service, control and other activities while studies
are being conducted and the monitoring of the crime phenomenon
occurs. Response to problems endemic to crimes committed by or
against the elderly is indicated regardless of incidence. However,
the "hard data" resulting from the above series of studies will provide
information for intelligent decisions on types of educational, correc-
tional, and other services fitted to the problem and functioning in the
most cost/effort mode.
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ted to recommendation number one an out wth oil
the activities of the intergovernmental task force we encourage the
formation of a National institute for Elderly Crime. This institute can
be attached to an a ng one and if properly supported it be

in et e, thus becoming a "Service" or "Admin-
istration" with the ba of a parent group, e.g. The National
Institute on Criminal Justice. This organization would have multiple
functions of service, consumer advocacy, r arch, educe ten,
dam tion projects, consultation, media ent, informa-
tion d on utilization. Examples of activities include:

2.1 Information Service to national, state, and local govern-
, planners, policy maker T es. ts e and non-

vemrnental agencies. The pia is continuous presenta-
tion of to be used in ofd new policies,
legislation ams.

2.2
2.2.1

elderly
2.2.2 wards and in

to
2.2.3 physical

their relation to

t cri. This task is to
physical constraints for use by

yes for elderly to use strat g es
'nal insult,
practices of elderly and

2.2.4 existing su art services for victims.

2.3 Re , some are:
2.3.1 e of media in prevention and enhancement of

crime involving the elderly,
2.3.2 establish typologies and tterns of criminals and

crim al ctivitles related to ek as victi or

e.g. drug addicts, psycl aths; wh t e ion of
ay prey c: one another coma: to her age

groups. A these statistics any diff: rent for types
of crim and offenders for other ge cohorts?

2.4 Educ Von, illus lions e:
2.4.1 what do law officials, judges, lawyers, police, sheriff

deputies, and noviates, those in lee. seheol or
p oral al systems need to kenw r :rding the
victims and offe rs of cr s a inet the elderly,

2.4.2 fear of crime among the elderly and thet-apies to
ameliorate such f -ar. Community resources to live
and work with and its consequences of
alienation and isolation.

2.5 Cornumer advocacy to promote citizen self help
responsibility, by:
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2.5.1 de ng a small grant program for local groups

forming self help anti-crime activities, focus.% on
special needs of elderly,

2.5.2 providing consultation on formation of advocacy
groups aimed to commit and use effectively xisting
community resources in crime education and con-
trol activities or in developing new structures, tac
tics and str, tegies for these purposes,

2 5.3 cataloging, evaluating, and disseminating
information on advocacy programs which are ex
emplary in their organization self help processes >:nd
outcomes. The winners should be recognized and
promoted continuously.

2.6 Demonstrations, to provide confirmation and universaliza-
tion of programs and procedures which are deemed workable
as a consequence of research and exper rice. To accomplish
this end:

2.6.1 undertake experiments to determine program
viability accounting for relevant ecological, spatial,
congr te, psychological, demographic, and
physical factors. The model process is the FOG
determination of drug product ciu lity,

2.6.2 fund investigations which contain appropriate
evaluations in ord r to determine a high priority
program's utility and adaptability in various
geographic locations and with varied populations of
older Americans.

2.7 Consultation, provide expert advice when requested
through:

2.7.1 maintaining a clearinghouse of experts and program
information available to users in various parts of the
country,

2.7.2 sustain a brain trust of experts who examine policies
and programs for their impact, practicality, efficacy,
and n alive or positive outcomes. As consultants
to government and private sector officials such
analyses emulating the "think tank" reports can
serve to promote dynamic rather than stagnant
policies and programs,

2.7.3 training a selected number of individuals to be con-
sultants to state and local government officials on
elderly crime policies and programs.

2.8 Media development to optimize use of a communication
system which can educate, inform, allay fears, explore myths,
and motivate the type and level of activities which can prevent
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and ameliorate the elderly crime problem. This objective can
be achieved by:

2.8.1 etett. connections with major media and offer-
ing useful and factual information, e.g. rch
results; consultants who are members of the think
tank; local e rts and program materials,

2.8.2 sustaining a small grant program for authors,
ucers, playwrights and others in the performing

arts to prepare materials for mass media
distribution on topics relevant to klerly cri

Rationale
While one should maintian a healthy ambivalence or skepticism

concerning the formation of new bureaucracies it is apparent, if
history teaches us anything, that institutions, systems, organiza-
tions do not automatically reform their policies and programs in the
face of ch ed societal conditions and the needs of the populace.
The current AIDS problem illustrates. this point; conditions have to
become desperate to effect any rational action or emotional response.
In this age of systems and the organizations, a ate model of
structures, values, is representations, and programs,
the need is to coalesce all come ents of policy and function around
a central structure. The institute, even small in scope and su
develops an image; it becomes a mecca for the concerns eat-
merit of crime; and if it has an impact, e.g. obtains the "facts,"
reduces few, it will become a sustaining or with incre
resources unities to focus on prevention rather than
amelioration. Less than institute status possible provided it has
a high degree of autonomy and is given a ten year period of time
to develop its viability.

An institute can provide on a continuous basis an overview of
policies and practices in the my crime end est,:r= priorities
for action. For example the seven institute functions can be imple-
mented with varying intensity based upon assessment of greatest
need and cost/effectiveness.

The institute's mandate, plan of action and funding requires
involvement in political activities with op nunities to educate the
public, goverrireent athninistrators, legislators and constituencies.
The implementation of change in eocieties like the United States is
a consequence of political processes and decision making. It is imper-
ative that an idea, image, or perspectiv entwined in a structure
for it to be given credence and the opportunity to persist. This is the
way a ,ty functions. Structur or organizations vie with each
other for the limited resources. In sum, to do something regarding
elderly crime in the short term but particularly by the ye r 2
requires an institute or structural entity with mandate and means to
perform functions described previously.
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3. We recommend a policy of societal shared sibility and con-
comitant program of instant financial restitution for losses incurred
as a consequence of crime against the elderly. To effect this policy
requires:

3.1 A national insurance program involving a con ration
of insurance carriers and government agencies, e.g. Social
Security Administration, the latter insuring on the low income
elderly.

3.2 Examination of the possibility that insurance pr rams
offering immedi to restitution of losses with zero or limited
deductibles can be incorporated into existent third party payer
programs.

3.3 Developing, as a component of this program, intensive
education on prevention of elderly crime to reduce its incidence,
minimize abuse of the system, and to reduce the pr ' 'ties
of r; -ated victimization.

3.4 A monitoring and investigating component to establish
abuse, following procedures used by insurers in other insurable
areas, e.g. car accidents, fires (arson).

Rationale
With each passing year income insufficiency is the situation for

an increasing number of elderly. The "near-poor," those whose income
is less than 25 percent above the poverty level, when combined with
the poor represent almost one fourth of older persons, 5.5 million
in 1975. An economic loss as a consequence of a crime, however
small, can have drastic impact on the economic well being of elderly
Americans. The negative effects will be greatest among the near poor
and poor who do not have resources to replenish the loss. Serious
psychological consequences such as depression, rage, helplessness,
and alienation and anomie are likely. By not replenishing the loss

monies, equipment, momentos, food the efforts to rehabilitate
and restore the older victim to the pre-event level of mental and
physical functioning or to effect her or his adapt tion to the loss will
be impeded. The trauma of being violated personally or intrusion into
one's space is a sufficient burden to carry and should not be exacer-
bated by an impending economic loss.

4. We recommend incorporation of a victim assistance counselling com-
ponent into the training policies of law enforcement officials and those
of other workers of human service systems, e.g. counselors,
homemaker,, visiting nurses, who treat and care for eldelry crime
victims. Implementation of this recommend tion requires develop-
ment of curricula and training programs in local communities on:
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4.1 Communication skills on verbal and nonverbal be saviors:
active listening, eye contact, movement, postures, gestures,
touching, smiling, seating.

4.2 Understanding of feelings: guilt, hostility, anger, sense of
loss and violation of self and

4.3 Development of t niques incorporating behaviors which
envelop sensitivity, empathy, re ..ct, and concern in order to
restore the victim's confidence, individuality, and self esteem.

Rationale
Communicating effectively is a concern at any age and within any

age cohort. For the elderly the problems may be exacerbated by their
hearing and vision loss. Such diminished visual acuity and heating
capacity rs interaction, understanding, compliance with proce-
dures and instruction. 'Thus required is training in nonverbal commun-
ication, the use of eye contact, smiling, head movements, posture,
seating tur nd touching. Active listening to elderly persons
by a coun r can show a victim ention, respect, recognition, and
concern for her or his well being. It can help victims restore= to
themselves a feeling of self control.

5. We recommend expanding the cut nt opportunities for crime
prevention education for elderly persons to include tho' who nor-
mally do not participate in these programs, the isolated, frail, and
disabled. To achieve this objective there is a need to:

5.1 Increase the number of crime prevention trai rs ameng
the staffs of senior centers, nutrition programs, housing Des,
and other human serried providers who engage the elderly.
5.2 Develop a cadre of crime prevention trainers and
educators drawing recruits largely from the senior cohort.

5.3 U established area councils or e offices for the
to act as linkers betw n eldeny clients and organizations who
support them with training and education sources, e.g. the
police, in developing crime prevention modules and their
implementation.

We recommend crisis counselling for elderly crime victims immedi-
ately after the victimization occurs. Implementation requires:

6.1 Training of service providers, especially those who come
in contact immediately after victimization. Included re family
members and persons who are "like family," close associates,

rs nd friends of the s< for citizen.
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6.2 Organization of modules, sinner in format to CPR
training, designed for lay persons as well as providers and not
to exceed 6 hours in didactic and ex riential work.
6.3 Survey existing counselling services in local communities
on feasibility of providing such services on demand and on a
fee for service basis. Explore third party yment pins and
government support for such programs.

Rationale
Mental or emotional stress and its consequences in the aftermath

of victimization is a more serious result of crime against elders than
bodily injury, loss of ssions, time, and work. Crime is a viola-
tion of one's external and internal self. It is an unconscionable act
which produces traditional responses and adaptations of people in
any crisis. These include shock, disbelief, lal, mood alteration,
guilt, rage, anger, pseudo-calm and bereavement. F ings of loss
of control of self and the environment tend to overwhelming and
concerned intervention and support are requisite. Counselling
involves not only advising, listening, interacting, but facilitating, by
direct action, the individual's efforts to cope with the stress endemic
to the crisis.

7. We recommend xperimental demonstrations utilizing the Robin
Hood complex notion with gangs as a means to reduce criminal activ-
ity against elderly citizens. The objective is to connect the value that
it is not "macho" to prey on the weak and helpless with the value
systems of organized groups and syndicates, which often emphasize
manliness, justice for the underprivil ged and identification with the
downtrodden. Implementation of this objective involves:

7.1 Inducing current human service workers with gangs to in-
corporate this notion that gang members do not vulturize the
poor, needy, and helpless.

7.2 Develop;ng a transformed value system that protection of
the elderly is a requisite for standing in the gam: organization,
using techniques which appeal to pride and honor.
7.3 Testing for efficacy of this approach by examining con-
sequences of interventions of voluntary self help vigilantes or
empowered non-police groups, doing patrol work, citizen arrests,
help and support activities for elderly citizens.
7.4 Developing a m ss media compaign to reach all sectors
of the society that robbing the poor is despicable behavior.
7.5 Provide recognition rewards to those within and outside
the legal control system who demonstrate success in controll-
ing or reducing criminal acts against the elderly.

6
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Rationale
Self control and self policing within organizations, social systems

professions has long been empirically established as the
for the law and order of any ty. In fact s cannot function

in terms of any criteria, e.g. continuity, maintenance,
a political system, and progressive change, 1.1110OSS there

is a high level of internalization of common values and practices
within the politic. Enforcement of laws is but only one and often
the t effective process in ermining adherence to -tai and
group articulated val and p tices. Self enforcement of group
values in consonance with societal ones are the connecting links of
a society's being.

The robin Hood ex is not condoning the historic mythical
representation of stealing from the rich to give to the poor. Rather
it recongizes that in high crime ar indicat a by the demographic
analyses in this volume, there persist gang and syndicate structures
often more influential and controlling of the ce than law en-
forcement and other instutit functionaries. Our intent is to utilize
this nor i network of structures and actors to not only police
themselves but to act as "critical mass" to control the non-gang
and non-syndicate preying criminals. The intent is to create allies
and fenders of the elderly, 4 >pecially the elderly poor.

The long range and - t ply rooted issue is transforming the t c
value system and prac endemic to it, t beliefs, and condi-
tions of life and behaviors which make for hire, incidence and
prevalence rates of criminal behavior concomitant with .tal com-
plexity and growth. Therefore, we recommend the formation of the
"Club of Maturity, " of dominant Left and right hemisphere
persons who will examine, synthesize, and report information on
means to transform society's values, structures, and behaviors to

per roots of consciousness. 'yes are to redu the prin-
ciple economic, social, psychological and organizational bases for
hostile criminal acts against senior citizens. To achieve this objec-
tiv, r u

Developing a "think tank" conceptually and pragmatically
oriented group who are competent scientists and humanists,
cognitive and effectively balanced to undertake.

8.1.1 studies and reviews of transformation processes
which can be used in reorganizing current values
and ctiees which mak= crimin I behavior a rabid
activity in modern day life,

8.1.2 uation of new symbolic representations of belief
systems and views which are in keeping with a new
conception of a planetary culture in this post ind
trial age where integration =land co-ordination of the
human mind, spirit, brain, body, ecology and societal
structures is underway,
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8.1.3 :n the interim as rams of individual and system
transformations occur, there is required development
of reward systems for non-criminal behavior.
Reallocation of existing resources may be a basic

for the think group to indulge as it seeks the
most optimal rewards for positive rather than destruc-
tive behaviors involving older Americans.

Rationale
Existing values of competition, corporate control, aggressiveness,

individual ve group, gain and profit are encrusted in existing
systems and their component institutions and organizations. These
valu are symbolic representations of today's organizations and
are more fitted to the world pre-1 . Today's world with its inter-
connectedness, space age technologies is crying for a new set of
values which will reduce within society tiny group destructive tenden-
cies and establish the bases for a =aid order and understanding
which will reduce the possibilities of a nuclear holocaust. It is not
far fetch to place the victimization of the elderly and the vim
committed by the elderly themselves withing the context of this larger
issue. The of community, we-ness over eneness, aupport, to
caring concern, equity, nd harmony with self, others, and nature,
and a sense of community are values fitted for this emerging
planetary a. Values such as these cannot be widely diffused or

Netters emanating from such values be SUIVIV e without paral
modification of ti xisting forms of organization. Organizations and their
values must in harmony. One cannot "succeed" with a "we-ness"
ori ntation in a system which structures com tition with room at
the ',op for one person. It is ex cted that the pro "Club of
Maturity, 2020" will address these profound issues and determine
policies and pr rams which c. -:n effect value and organizational
transformations.
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Figure 5

Source: Crime and the Elderly, Bureau of Justice Statistics Bulletin
December, 1931.
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TABLE 1
Victimization Rates for Persons Age 12 and Over by

Age of Victim and Type of Crime, 1973-1980 (per 1,000 Persons)

Age
12-15

Total
Crimes of Violence

Rape Robbery Assault
Crimea of Theft

Total PA_ with PA. without

1973 55.3 0.8 11.3 43.3 172.0 2.2 169.8
1974 52.6 1.5 12.7 38.5 166.7 3.1 163.6
1975 54.6 0.8 11.4 42.4 158.3 3.0 155.4
1976 52.0 1.1 10.0 40.9 148.7 2.2 146.5
1977 56.5 1.6 10.9 44.0 144.2 2.3 141.9
1978 57.0 1.3 10.9 44.7 145.6 1.9 143.8
1979 53.4 1.3 9.4 42.7 141.9 2.9 139.0
1980 49.5 0.7 8.8 40.0 118.5 2.9 115.6

16-19
1973 61.5 2.3 9.3 49.8 161.4 4.3 157.1
1974 67.9 2.5 11.3 54.1 159.8 3.7 156.1
1975 64.2 2.4 10.6 51.1 162.1 3.3 158.8
1978 66.7 2.1 9.4 55.3 147.0 4.1 142.9
1977 :7.7 2.7 9.5 55.5 149.8 2.7 147.0
1978 68.9 2.5 9.8 56.6 152.6 2.9 149.7
1979 70.2 3.2 10.4 56.7 146.1 2.7 143.0
1990 68.8 2.9 11.1 54.7 124.5 3.8 120.7

20-24
1973 64.0 3.3 11.3 49.5 133.4 4.6 128.8
1974 61.1 2.1 10.7 48.3 146.3 3.4 143.0
1975 59.2 2.6 10.8 45.8 146.6 4.3 142.2
1978 58.5 2.6 !0.3 45.6 146.3 3.8 142.4
1977 63.3 1.7 9.1 52.5 153.9 3.5 150.4
1978 66.0 2.4 8.7 55.8 152.4 4.9 147.5
1979 72.2 2.6 12.1 57.5 148.8 4.3 144.5
1980 68.6 2.4 10.6 55,7 136.8 3.3 133.3

25-34
1973 34.4 1.3 5.5 27.6 99.0 2.7 96.3
1974 38.6 1.4 7.0 30.2 106.2 2.6 103.5
1975 39.2 1.2 6.3 31.7 109.8 2.9 106.9
1976 40.6 1.2 8.4 33.0 113.2 2.8 110.4
1977 42.0 0.9 6.3 34.8 114.7 2.7 112.0
1978 39 9 1.1 5.9 33.0 117.0 2.9 114.2
1979 43.8 1.3 6.0 36.6 107.7 2.8 104.9
1980 39.7 1.3 7.2 31.2 98.7 2.9 95.9

35-49
1973 21.4 0.2 5.1 16.2 71.7 2.0 69.7
19 74 20.8 0.2 5.5 15.2 79.2 2.8 78.7
1975 20.5 0.3 4.6 15.6 80.2 2.8 77.5
1976 20.0 z 5.1 14.8 82.6 2.1 80.5
1977 19.9 0.4 4.5 15.1 87.0 2.5 84.5
1978 19.9 0.4 4.6 15.0 84.4 2.4 81.9
1979 21.3 0.6 51 15.6 80.8 2.1 78.'
1980 21.1 0.4 4.7 15.9 73.4 2.8 70.6
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TABLE 1 (continuo*
Victimization Rates for Persons Age 12 and Over by

Age of Victim and Type of x, 1973.1 (per 1.000 Persons)
Crimes of Voltam Crime of Theft

50-64

Total Rape Rubbery Assault Total PA. with PA. without

1973 13.0 0.1 4.4 8.5 48.7 3.4 43.3
1974 11.8 0.3 4.1 7.3 49.4 3.5 45.9
1975 13.5 0.2 4.3 8.9 51.3 2.7 18.6
1978 12.2 0.1 4.5 7.6 58.6 2.7 65.8
1977 12.8 0.1 4.3 8.4 57.4 2.5 54.9
1978 11.4 0.3 3.3 7.8 56.7 4.0 51.8
1979 10.3 0.1 3.5 6.7 52.9 2.5 50.4
1980 11.9 0.0 4.4 7.5 49.0 2.6 46.4

85 plus
1979 8.4 0.1 5.0 3.4 22..3 3.3 19.1
1974 9.0 0.2 3.9 4.9 21.9 3.4 18.5
1975 7.8 0.1 4.3 3.4 24.5 3.3 21.2
1976 7.8 0.1 3.4 4.1 26.0 33 228
1977 7.5 0.1 3.4 4.0 23.8 2.4 212
1978 7.9 0.1 3.0 4.7 23.0 2.9 20.1
1979 5.9 z 26 3.4 21.8 3.5 18.1
1980 8.9 0.1 3.5 3.3 24.7 3.7 21.0

Complied by the authors from National Crime Survey Publications tor 1973-1920

9G



TABLE 2
Victimization Rate for Household Burglary by

Age of Head of Household, 1973-1980

(Rate Per 1,000 Households)

Age of head of household Total
Forcible Entry Unlawful Entry

Completed Attempted without force
AN Ages

1973 (70,442,000) 91.7 29.7 20.0 41.9
1974 (72,163,000) 93.1 30.7 20.1 42.4
1975 (73.560,000) 91.7 30.9 20.3 40.5
1976 (74,956,000) 88.9 30 4 20.8 37.7
1977 (76,412,000) 88.5 30.1 19.7 38.8
1978 (77,980,000) 86.0 28,2 20.4 37.4
1979 (79,499,000) 84.1 27.1 17.9 39.1
1980 (80.978,000) 84.2 29.7 17.8 36.7

12-19
1973 (1.053.000) 220.5 65.3 27.5 127.8
1974 (1.104,000) 218.5 59.1 42.6 118.9
1975 (1,110.000) 214.5 39.4 44.0 131.1
1976 (1,095,000) 207.3 54.6 39.3 113.4
1977 (1.090,000) 234.6 59.8 39.0 113.4
1978 (1,022,000) 246.6 72.2 35.5 139.0
1979 (1.046,000) 222.5 55 8 33.3 133.4
1960 (1.023,000) 180.2 428 18.7 118.6

2034
1973 (19,791.000) 122.8 41.9 29.8 51.1
1974 (20,682.000) 128.0 44.7 28.9 544
1975 (21,508,000) 122.2 45.2 28.7 48.3
1976 (22,092,000) 123.8 44.8 30.9 48.1
1977 (22.741,000) 120.0 43.6 28.0 48.4
1978 (23,440,000) 115.8 38.4 29.8 47.5
1979 (24,120.000) 111.5 37.6 28.2 47.7
1980 (24,695,000) 107.5 39.0 25.3 43.3

35-49
1973 (18,292,000) 991 29.8 19.1 50.2
1974 (18,381,000) 99.3 30.7 18_8 49.8
1975 (18,393,000) 101.5 32,8 18.7 50.0
1976 (18,522,000) 92.8 30.4 19.6 42.9
1977 (18,887,000) 91.9 30.1 18.6 4..i.4
1978 (19,310,000) 93.2 27,7 20.9 44.6
1979 (19,811,500) 93.3 29.2 17.4 46.6
1980 (20,263.000) 94.3 42.2 17.4 34.7

53-64
1973 (17,714,000) 59.7 22.1 15.4 32.2
1974 (17,974,000) 69.3 23.8 15.1 30.4
1975 (18.156,000) 68.1 23.5 15.2 29.4
1976 (18,459.000) 67_5 22.8 15.3 29.4
1977 (18,526,000) 69.6 24.3 15.4 30.0
1978 (18,643,000) 66.3 25.8 14.7 25.8
1979 (18,550,000) 64.5 22.2 12.9 29.4
1980 (18,744,000) 68.4 22.8 14.1 31.6
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TABLE 2 (continued)

Victimization Rate for Houseimid Burglary by
Age of Head of Household, 1913-1980

(Rate Per 1,000 Households)

Age of head of household Total
Forage Entry Unlawful Entry

Completed Attempted without tome

65 over
197 (13,592,000) 55.1 19.2 12.5 23.4
1974 (14,023,000) 54.3 16.8 13.4 24.3
1975 (14.383.000) 53.8 15.8 14.2 236
1978 (14,799,06C) 50.2 16.9 12.8 20.5
1977 (15,188,000) 49.7 15.0 12.4 22.3
1978 (15,586,000) 45.2 13.5 11.3 20.4
1979 (15,972,000) 45.0 12.5 10.6 22.0
1960 (16,253,000) 48.3 18.7 11.1 20.5

Note: Detail may not add to total shown because of rounding. Numbers in parentheses refer
to households in the group.

Source: Compiled from Criminal 141ctintration hi the U.S.: 1973-1979 Trrnds. 13, creau of Justice
Statistics, Washington, D.C., USGPO, 1981 and Criminal Victintlzadon in the United States, 199a
Bureau of Justice Statistics, Washington, D.C., USGPO, 1983.
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TABLE 3
Personal and household crimes:

Victimization numbers and rates for persons under age 65 and
65 and over, 1973-80 yearly average

Sector and type of crime
Under 85

Number Rate

Percent
65 and over difference

Number Rate between
retest

Personal sector
Crimes of violence 5,582,700 37.1 168,500 7.6 -79.5
Reps 160,800 1.1 2,2002 0.12 -
Robbery 1,043,100 6.9 79,500 3.6 -48.3
Assault 4,378,700 29.1 86,800 3.9 -86.6
A jgravated assault 1,668,900 11.1 30,100 1.4 -87.7
Simple assault 2,709,900 18.0 56.600 2.6 -85.6

Crimes of theft 15,600,500 103_6 521,300 23.5 -77.4
Personal larceny
with contact 442,400 2.9 7 1,600 3.2 +9.5
Personal larceny
without contact 15,157,900 100.7 449,700 20.2 -79.9

Household sector
Household burglary 5,946,200 97.8 748,600 50.0 -48.9
Household larceny 8,486,800 139.6 943,400 56.3 -59.7
Motor vehicle theft 1,270.400 20.9 77,000 5.1 -75.4

Note: Provirional 1980 data are included in the averages.
1 All of the dir,rences are statistically significant at the 95-percent confidence level, ex-

cept that for personal larceny with contact, which is not significant.
2 Estimate, based on a yearly average of fewer than 10 sample cases. is statistically

unreliable. Percent difference is not shown.
Source: Crime and the Elderly, Bureau of Justice Statistics Bulletin, December 1981
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TABLE 4
Victimization Rates by Age for Robbery and Robbery with

Injury and Percent of Robberies in which IP;tim
Sustained injury, 1977

Age
Robbery Rate Per
1,000 Population

Robbery with Injury
Rate Per

1,000 Population
Percent of Robbery

With Injury
12-15 10.9 2.7 24.7
16-19 9.5 3.2 33.8
20-24 3.7 40.6
25-34 6.3 2.6 41.2
35-49 4.5 1.4 31.1
50-64 43 1.3 30.2
85 + 34 1.9 55.8

Source: U.S. Department of Justice, Law Enforcement Assistance Administration, Criminal
Victimization in the United States, 1977, 1979

TABLE 5
Victimization Rate for Purse Snatching by Age

of Woman Victim, 1977
(Rate per 1,000 Population)

Age of Woman Victimization Rate
12-15 0.2
16-19 0.4
20-24 0.8
25-34 1.0
35-49 0.6
50-64 0.9
65 + 1.1

Source: U.S. Department of Justice. Law Enforcement Assistance Administration, CrimAnal
Victimization in the United States, 1977, 1979.
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TABLE Cta (continued)
Victimization Rates for Persons 12 and Over by Age,

Sex and Type of Crime, 1973-1980 (per 1,000 persons)
Crimes of

Age

Violence
Total
Male Female

Rape
Mate

Robbery
Ferns!? Male Female

Assault
Male Female

50-64
1973 18.8 7.8 0.0 0.1 6.5 2.6 12.3 5.2
1974 15.8 8.2 0.0 0.6 5.4 3.0 10.4 4.5
1975 17.9 9.6 0.0 0.4 6.4 2.5 11.4 8.7
1976 15.8 9.0 0.1 0.1 5.9 3.2 9.8 5.6
1977 16.8 9.2 0.1 0.1 5.2 3.4 11.5 5.7
1978 15.3 7.8 0.0 0.5 5.3 1.5 10.0 5.8
1979 12.4 8.4 0.1 0.1 4.2 2.8 8.1 5.5
1980 15.5 8.6 0.0 0.0 5.6 3.3 10.1 5.3

85 over
1973 10.7 6.9 0.0 0.2 5.9 4.3 4.8 2.4
1974 11.9 7.0 0.0 0.3 5.2 3.0 6,7 3.7
1975 9.7 6.5 0.0 0.1 5.6 3.4 4.0 3.0
1976 12.5 4.2 0.1 0.0 5 9 1.7 6.5 2.5
1977 10.5 5.4 0.0 0.2 4.2 2.8 6.4 2.3
1978 10.0 6.4 0.0 0.2 3.6 2.8 6.4 3.6
1979 7.1 5.0 0.0 0.1 3.4 1.8 3.8 3.1
1980 11.1 3.9 0.0 0.2 5.2 2.2 5.9 1.5

All Ages
1973 44.1 21.6 0.1 1.8 9.9 3.8 34.1 18.1
1974 45.1 21.7 z 1.8 10.3 4.3 34.8 15.6
1975 43.5 22.9 0.1 1.7 9.8 4.0 33.6 17.3
1976 42,9 23.1 0.2 1.4 5.1 4.0 33.6 17.8
1977 46.4 22.4 0.2 1.6 8.7 4.0 37.5 16.9
1978 45.7 22.8 0.2 1.7 8.3 3.7 37.2 17.4
1979 45.5 24.5 0.2 1.8 8.8 4.0 36.5 18.7
1980 44.2 22.9 0.3 1.6 9.0 4.2 35.0 17.1

Compiled by the authors from National Crime Sarver,/ Publications, 1973-1980
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TABLE eb
Victimization Rates of Persons 12 end Over by Age,

Sex and Type of CAM, 19734800 (per 1,000 persons)
Crimes of Theft

Total P/L with Contact PA. without Contact
Able nth Mato Female

12-15
'1973 185.2 158.3 2.2 2.1 183.0 1562
1974 177.2 155.8 4.0 2.2 173.2 153.6
1975 172.4 143.7 4.3 1.8 138.2 142.1
1976 158.4 138.7 3.5 0.9 154.9 137.8
1977 160.8 126.9 3.3 1.3 157.6 125.6
1978 164.0 126.8 3.0 0.7 181.0 125.9
1979 148.9 134.6 4.0 1.8 144.9 132.8

123.4 113.4 3.4 2.4 120.0 111.0
16-19

1973 184.1 139.1 5.0 3.6 179.0 135.5
1974 183.o 138.7 4.4 3.1 17u.2 133.6
1975 179.1 145.6 4.1 2.5 175.1 143.1
1976 156.5 137.7 i.J.1 3.1 151.4 134.6
1977 165.5 134.2 ;3.8 1.9 181.8 132.4
1978 166.4 139.0 3.8 2.0 162.8 138.9
197t1 153.3 139.0 2.6 2.8 150.7 138.2
1980 132.0 117.0 2.9 4.6 129.1 112.4

20-24
1973 154.9 113.8 4.6 4.6 150.3 109.1
1974 173.2 121.5 2.7 4.0 170.5 117.5
1975 16.0 125.7 4.5 4.2 164.6 121.4
1976 164.4 128.9 3.5 4.2 160.9 124.7
1977 176.6 132.1 3.6 3.4 173.0 128.7
1978 170.5 135.1 4.5 5.2 166.1 129.8
1979 188.8 129.8 4.9 3.7 163.9 125.9
1980 147.8 125.9 1.7 4.9 148.1 121.0

25-34
1973 112.1 86.8 2.0 3.4 110.2 832
1974 123.1 90.1 3.4 1.9 119.7 88.2
1975 125.2 95.2 2.1 3.7 123.2 91.5
1976 122.0 104.7 1.9 3.8 120.1 101.1
1977 117.7 111.8 1.8 3.8 115.9 108.2
1978 123.1 111.1 2.2 3.5 120.9 107 8
1979 112.4 103.1 2.3 3.3 110.2 99.8
1980 107.4 903 2.5 3.2 104.9 87.1

35-49
1973 74.1 69.4 1.1 2.7 73.0 66.7
1974 84.2 74.6 2.6 2.5 81.6 72.1
1975 82.7 77.9 2.4 3.1 80.4 74.8
1978 88.0 79.4 1.8 2.8 84.3 76.8
1977 88.4 85.8 2.3 2.8 86.1 83.0
1978 80.3 88.2 1.7 3.2 78.7 85.0
1979 80.2 81.2 2.1 2.2 78.2 79.1
1980 69.7 76.8 1.4 4.1 e8.4 72.8
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TABLE 6b (continued)
Victimization Rates of Persons 12 and Over by Age,

Sex and Type of Crime, 1973-1980 (per 1,000 persons)
Crimes of Theft

50-64

Total

Male Femule
P11 with Contact
Mate Female

P/L without Contact
Male Permit

1973 48.0 45.5 2.8 4.0 45.3 41.5
1974 54.7 44.6 2.0 4.8 52.7 39.8
1975 55.3 47.7 2.2 3.2 532 44.5
1976 65.3 52.5 1.9 3.5 63.3 49.0
1977 64.5 51.0 1.8 3.2 62.8 47.8
1978 59.0 52.7 2.7 5.1 56.3 47.7
1979 56.0 50.1 1,4 3.5 54.6 46.6
1980 49.8 48.2 2.0 3.0 477 45.2

65 over
1973 28.4 18.1 2.8 3.6 25.6 14.5
1974 24.3 20.2 2.5 4.1 21.8 16.1
1975 27.1 22.7 2.2 4.0 24.9 18.7
1976 31.4 22.3 2.1 4.0 29.2 18.3
1977 30.2 19.0 1.8 2.9 28.4 16.1
1978 28.9 18.9 2.1 3.5 26.8 15.5
1979 25.6 18.9 2.9 4.0 22.7 14.9
1980 29.8 21.1 2.2 4.8 27.6 16.4

All Ages
1973 102.9 80.3 2.6 3.4 100.2 76.8
1974 108.7 82.3 3.0 3.2 105.7 79.1
1975 107.9 84.8 2.9 3.3 105.1 81.5
1976 106.2 86.8 2.5 3.2 103.7 83.8
1977 107.9 87.5 2.4 2.9 105.5 84.6
1378 105.6 88.7 2.7 3.5 102.9 85.1
1979 99.3 85.1 2.6 3.1 96.7 82.0
1980 88.6 77.5 2.2 3.8 86.5 73.7

Compiled by the authors from National Crime Survey Publications, 1973 -1980
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TABLE 7a
Victimization Rates for Persons 12 and over by Age,

Race and Type of Crime, 1973-1900 (per 1,000 persons
Crimes of Violence

AGE

Total
Black Bieck

Robbery
Wick

Mesta
BlackWhite White Whits White

12-15
1973 58.0 78.0 1.0 '2.0 11.0 18.0 45.0 58.0
1974 52.7 53.5 1.3 '2.7 11.2 21.5 40.2 29.3
1975 53.3 60.3 0.7 "1.2 10.7 15.9 41.9 43.3
1978 52.1 53.9 0.9 '1.9 9.3 14.7 41.8 37,3
1977 55.0 69.2 1.8 '1.7 8.8 23.4 44.6 44.1
1978 54.0 78.3 1.1 '2.4 9.1 21.8 43.7 52.0
1979 53.8 51.6 1.4 '1.3 8.9 11.8 43.6 38.5
1980 48.7 53.4 '0.8 '0.7 7.1 17.2 40.8 35.5

16-19
1 e73 68.0 74.0 2.0 5.0 9.0 15.0 56.0 54.0
1974 67.7 70.2 2.6 '1.9 9.8 22.1 55.4 48.2
1975 65.4 55.6 2.4 '2.1 10.4 11.2 52.6 42.4
1976 66.8 67.2 1.6 5.5 8.6 13.7 56.6 48.1
1977 71.0 49.7 3.0 '1.2 9.4 11.1 58.5 37.4
1978 71.8 55.6 2.3 '41 8.8 16.4 80.7 35.1
1979 73.0 57.7 3.3 3.0 10.0 12.8 59.8 42.0
1980 69.5 69.1 2.7 '4.5 10.1 18.6 58.8 48.0

20-24
1973 65.0 64.0 3.0 3.0 10.0 19.0 52.0 42.0
1974 62.0 52.0 1.6 5.4 9.9 16.8 50.5 29.7
1975 59.0 68.1 2.6 "2.7 9.2 23.2 47.2 40.2
1976 56.3 74.4 2.4 '4.2 8.8 21.6 45.3 48.6
1977 64.3 811 1.6 '2.2 9.1 10.1 53.7 48.7
1978 87.2 81.9 2.1 '5.0 8.5 10.6 58.5 48.3
1979 71.0 75.5 2.7 1.6 11.3 18.2 57.8 55.6
1980 0 65.5 2.4 '2.6 9.6 18.4 57.0 44.4

25-34
1973 36.0 44.0 1.0 3.0 8.0 12.0 29.0 29.0
1974 36.7 52.9 1.1 "3.0 5.8 17.0 29.7 32.9
1975 38.2 48.0 1.2 '1.5 5.4 13.7 31.8 32.7
1978 38.5 58.0 1.2 '2.0 5.3 13.7 32.0 42.3
1977 41.1 52.6 0.9 '1.6 5.6 12.3 34.8 38.8
1978 39.8 44.7 1.0 '2.1 5.2 11.3 33.7 31.3
1979 43.2 48.8 1.1 2.9 5.3 12.7 38.8 33.3
1980 38.4 47.5 1.2 *0.7 8.2 17.5 31.0 29.3

3549
1973 20.0 37.0 z 'z 4.0 14.0 18.0 23.0
1974 19.8 29.7 '0.2 '0.7 4.8 13.4 15.1 15.5
1975 18.7 33.8 '0.2 '0.8 3.9 10.2 14.8 22.8
1976 19.9 22.9 'z '0.0 4.5 11.3 15.4 11.6
1977 19.4 23.1 0.4 '0.5 3.9 9.0 15.2 13.0
1978 20.1 19.8 0.4 '0.0 4.2 6.9 15.5 12.9
1979 20.0 30.5 0.5 '1.0 3.9 14.8 15.7 14.7
1980 20.5 25.8 0.5 '0.0 4.3 9.0 15.8 18.8
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TABLE 7a (continued)
Victimization Rates for Persons 12 and over by Age,

Race and Type of Crime, 1973-1980 (per 1,000 persons)

Crimes of Violence

AGE

50-64

Total
White Slack

_,119
Black

Robbery
White Black

Apregau

BierWhite White

1973 12.0 200 z '0.0 4.0 11.0 8.0 9.0
1974 10.9 18.0 '0.3 '0.5 3.6 9.2 7.0 8.4
1975 12.6 23,0 '0.2 '0.0 3.4 14.0 9.0 8.9
1976 10.7 26.8 'z '0.6 3.5 13.8 7.2 12.4
1977 11.1 28.5 '0.1 '0.0 2.9 18.0 8.1 10.5
1678 10.4 22.9 '0.2 '1.3 2.6 10.5 7.6 11.1
1979 9.4 19.1 '0.1 '0.5 7.9 9.8 6.5 8.8

11.5 15.4 '0.0 '0.0 4.1 7.5 7.4 7.9
65 over

1973 8.0 18.0 z '0.0 4.0 12.0 3.0 6.0
1974 8.7 10.0 '0.1 0.9 3.8 '4.8 4.8 '4.3
1975 7.0 15.9 '0.1 '0.0 3 5 12.7 3.5 '3.2
1976 7.1 13.2 '0.1 '0.0 3.1 6.3 3.9 8.5
1977 7.0 13.5 '0.1 '0.0 3.0 7.9 3.9 5.6
1978 7.3 14.0 '0.0 "1.2 2.8 5.0 4.5 7.8
1979 5.3 11.8 '0.0 '0.4 2.1 6.0 3.2 5.3
1980 6.2 14.3 '0.1 '0.0 2.7 12.0 3.4 '2.3

Compiled by the authors from National Crime Survey Publications, 1971-1960.
'Based °it few cases; not statistically reliable.
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Table 7b
Victimization Rates for Persons 12 and Over by Age,

Race and Type of Crime 1973-1980 (per 1,000 persons)

Crimes of Theft

Age White
Total

Slack
P/L with contact

White Slack
P/L. without contact
White Slack

12-15
1973 186.0 117.0 2.0 3.0 184.0 114.0
1974 176.6 109.6 3.0 '3.9 173.5 105.7
1975 170.9 92.5 3.1 '2.6 167.8 9
1978 157.9 101.9 2.3 1.2 1g5.6 100.7
1877 153.8 94.0 2.0 4.5 151.8 89.5
1978 153.3 105.7 1.6 '3.6 151.7 102.1
1979 145.0 132.6 2.3 6.7 142.7 125.9
1980 122.7 97.2 2.8 '3.5 119.9 93.7

16-19
1973 178.0 113.0 5.0 3.0 173.0 110.0
1974 168.3 102.5 3.7 *2.6 164.8 99.8
1975 1 .1 121.0 3.3 '3.7 185.8 117.4
978 154.8 101.1 3.9 5.3 150.7 95.8

1977 157.8 4 2.6 '4.1 155.1 95.2
1978 181.6 102.6 2.5 4.9 159.1 97.8
1979 153.9 97.6 2.8 '1.8 151.1 0
1980 129.7 87.4 3.8 '4.3 125.9 83.0

20-24
1973 138.0 135.0 4.0 13.0 135.0 123.0
1974 150.3 119.2 3.1 5.9 147.2 113.2
1975 119.1 133.2 3.6 10.4 145.5 122.8
1978 150.2 121.2 2.9 9.7 147.3 111.5
1977 158.4 122.6 2.7 7.6 155.6 114.9
1978 155.4 132.7 4.1 8.7 151.3 124.0
1979 148.8 143.5 3.8 8.7 145.0 134.8
1980 138.7 124.9 3.2 5.2 135.6 119.7

25-34
1973 101.0 103.0 2.0 7.0 0 97.0
1974 106.4 106.8 2.2 5.0 104.2 100.9
1975 109.5 118.2 2.5 6.5 107.0 1097
1976 113.6 117.0 2.2 7.0 111.4 109.9
1977 113.3 125.2 2.3 8.0 111.5 119.3
19V8 117.1 !20.5 2.5 5.5 114.6 115,0
1979 108.5 105.4 2.5 5.0 106.0 100.5
1980 96.3 106.7 2.4 8.6 95.9 100.1

35-49
1973 75.0 64.0 2.0 5.0 74.0 59.0
1974 79.5 77.3 1.9 9.0 77.6 88.3
1975 80.9 78.4 2.1 8.1 78.9 70.3
1978 83.3 72.8 7 5.8 82.1 87.0
1977 87.8 84.4 2.1 6.0 85.6 78.4
lion 85.6 76.4 1.9 6.3 83.7 70.1
1979 e2.5 89.0 1.7 5.0 80.8 84.0
1980 74.2 67.5 1.8 9.8 72.4 57.7
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Table lb (continued)
Victimization Rates for Persons 12 and Over by Age,

Race and Type of Crime 1973-1980 (per 1,000 persons)

Crimes of Theft
Total

White Eck
PR. with

White
contact

Black
NI_ without contact
White Stack

50-84
1973 49.0 41.0 3.0 10.0 46,0 31.0
1974 50.1 42.5 3.0 7.8 47.1 34.6
1975 51.9 57.7 2.0 10.3 48.9 47.6
1976 58.7 57.4 2.3 7.2 58,4 50.2
1977 57.3 59.8 2.4 3.4 54.9 58.4
1978 55.6 59,1 3.8 7.9 52.0 51.3
1979 54.3 39.7 2.2 4,3 52.1 35.4
1980 49.7 41.4 2.2 5.3 47.8 36.1

85 Over
1973 22.0 30.0 3.0 9.0 19.0 21.0
1974 21.7 23.3 3.2 5.8 18.5 17,5
1975 24.6 24.4 2.9 7.4 21.7 17.0
1976 25.6 27.5 2 8 7,5 22.7 20.0
1977 23.1 27.0 1,7 9.0 21.5 17.9
1978 22.9 23.6 2.6 6.5 20.4 17.0
1979 21.2 26.5 3.0 9.3 18.2 17.2
1980 24.9 22.7 3.3 6.6 21.6 18.1

Compiled by the authors from National Crime Survey Publications, 1973-1880.
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TABLE 8
Victimization Rates for Persons 12 and Over by Race,

Sex, Type of Crime and Age, 1973-1980 (per 1,000 persons)

Age

WHITE
Crimes of Violence

Male Female

Crimes of Theft

Mat. Female

BLACK
Crimes of
Violence

Mb Female

Crimes of Theft

&tele Female

12-15

1973 77.0 -41.0 200.0 171.0 102.0 54.0 110.0 124.0
1974 69.3 4 187.8 184.9 70.0 37.2 119.7 99.8
1975 68.4 a J 184.9 156.4 72.5 48.2 107.0 78.1
1978 672 36.3 188.5 148.8 .4 39.7 105.9 98.0
1977 72.2 27.1 167.8 139.1 107.5 31.5 122.0 68.3
1978 69.1 38.1 136.1 115.1 37.2 131.1 80.1
1979 68.3 40.7 152.4 137.2 74.7 28.3 135.4 129.7
1980 64.8 32.0 129.3 118.8 75.7 30.8 99.0 95.3

16-19
1973 94.0 42.0 203.0 154.0 88.0 62.0 137.0 90.0
1974 95.8 40.E 190.f 146.4 82.1 59.2 139.9
1975 89.1 42.2 184.6 153.9 72.8 39.8 143.8 100.5
1978 88.4 45.2 163.4 145.8 72.0 62.7 115.0 86.1
1977 .3 43.8 173.2 142.1 55.5 44.1 109.4 8
1978 89.3 54.3 173.8 148.3 70.8 41.3 120.9 85.1
1979 91.9 54.0 159.8 147.9 67.8 48.5 110.7 85.8
'980 93.3 45.6 136.0 123.3 77.7 61.2 99.4 78.1

20-24
1973 87.0 43.0 157.0 120.0 97.0 38.0 183.0 97.0
1974 y3= .6 36.5 176.4 125.6 74.8 34.7 154.1 92.8
1975 75.5 43.2 167.7 131.3 87.7 49.5 177.5 99.2
1976 71.3 41.7 185.7 135.0 82.9 87.8 159.5 90.3
1977 88.8 40.3 182.0 135.2 84.0 42.3 134.3 113.1
1978 92.9 42.0 171.7 139.5 70.1 55.1 168.0 103.8
1979 98.9 45.3 167.6 130.3 95.2 59.2 168.5 122.9
1980 92.5 48.0 147.8 129.9 82.8 51.7 146.3 107.8

25-34
1973 49.0 23.0 113.0 88.0 38.0 49.0 117.0 92.0
1974 48.3 25.4 122.6 90.8 64.9 43.8 132.3 87.0
1975 52.3 24.6 122.9 98.6 55.4 42.2 151.5 88.9
1978 50.8 28.3 122.1 105.3 78.6 43.2 130.8 106.1
1977 53.7 28.8 115.8 112.0 67.0 41.0 138.5 114.5
1978 55.2 24.8 122.3 111.a 52.5 38.4 129.0 113.7
1979 57.0 29.5 112.8 104.3 81.7 38.8 114.4 98.3
1980 48.8 28.0 108.3 90.4 55.7 41.1 118.1 99.3

35-49
1973 25.0 15.0 77.0 73.0 43.0 33.0 80.0 52.0
1974 25.4 14.5 83.1 76.0 43.1 19.1 98.3 60.8
1975 24.7 13.2 82.5 79.4 31.8 35.4 88.5 70.5
1978 24.5 15.4 87.0 80.7 30.2 17.0 75.8 70.5
1977 24.3 14.7 87.5 87.7 29.8 17.0 98.3 73.2
1978 25.0 14.8 81.5 89.5 25.9 15.0 71.3 80.4
1979 23.4 16.8 81.8 83.2 38.3 25.9 66.3 71.1
1980 24.7 16.5 70.3 77.9 31.6 21.3 63.3 70.7
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TALE 8 (continued)
Victimization Rates for Persons 12 and Over by Race,

Sex, Type of Crime and Age, 1973-1980 (per 1,000 persons)
WHITE
Crimes of Violence

Age Male Female

Crimes cf Theft

Male Female

BLACK
Crimes of
Violence

Male Female

Crimes of Theft

Male Fema

5044
1973 17.0 8.0 50.0 47.0 31.0 11.0 51.0 32.0
1974 14.4 7.8 55.4 45.3 30.6 7.3 48.6 37.3
1975 16.3 9.3 54.5 47.6 36.1 12.0 63.4 52.9
',976 13.7 8.0 64.1 53.9 36.9 18.1 77.2 40.9
1977 14.4 8.1 63_5 51.6 41,1 18.2 74.5 47.7
1978 13.8 7.2 59.6 51.9 33.1 14.4 56.7 $10.4
1979 11.2 7.7 57.3 51.6 25.4 13.9 43.2 36.8
1980 14.4 8.9 49.8 49.7 25.8 '6.9 49.0 35.2

65 OVER
1973 9.0 6.0 28.0 18,0 28.0 11 .0 42.0 22.0
1974 11.4 6.9 24.0 20.1 14.1 7.1 26.2 21.2
1975 8.4 6.1 26.7 23.2 22.6 11.2 34.9 17.2
1976 12.4 3.4 31.5 21.4 14.5 17.3 29.1 26.4
1977 9.9 4,9 29.5 18.7 18.0 10.1 31.6 23.6
1978 9.5 5.7 28.2 19.3 14.3 13.9 33.3 16.7
1979 6.9 4.2 25.0 18.5 10.5 12.7 32.1 22.5
1980 9.7 3.8 29.5 21.6 27.1 '5.2 31.6 16A

Complied by the irlhors from National Crime Survey Publications for 1973-1980
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TABLE 9
Robbery with injury (WI) and Larceny with Contact (L/C) Rates

by Age of Victim in Thirteen American Cities
(Rates per 1,000 Population 12 and Over)

Afte

City

12-15 16-19 20.24 25-34

Rif LIC RA LC Rfl L/C Rfl L1

35-49

Ra Lie

SO-64 65 8
over

IJC Flff LIC

Boston 9 4 8 31 10 32 6 25 8 25 11 27 10 32

Buffalo 7 3 8 5 8 6 6 7 4 8 6 8 3 7

Cincinnati 8 4 9 6 7 6 5 5 5 7 4 7 4 10

Houston 4 5 4 6 9 7 5 6 4 5 2 5 1 9

Miami 1 0 4 5 3 4 3 7 3 5 4 5 3 7

Milwaukee 7 5 8 9 5 6 5 5 6 9 8 8 7 9

Minneapolis 15 7 10 8 8 6 5 3 7 7 7 7 5 9
New Orleans 7 6 8 8 4 13 7 11 4 13 5 19 4 20

Oakland 8 1 8 10 7 13 4 9 4 8 7 13 12 14

Pittsburgh 4 4 9 9 5 7 5 7 4 7 8 9 4 6

San Diem 8 9 8 11 6 7 3 4 2 2 2 3 3 4

San Francisco 11 7 8 17 9 20 9 18 9 17 7 27 10 43

Washington D.C. 4 4 7 9 4 11 5 11 4 11 4 13 3 21

Naked Sane 1974 3.3 3.1 3.5 3.7 3.3 3.4 2.1 2.6 2.1 2.6 1.5 3.5 1.9 3.4

SOUTCOS: U.S. Department of Justice, Law Enforcement Assistance Administration, Criminal
Ifictimizatirm Surveys in 13 American Cities, 1974, 1977.

U.S. Department of Justice, Law Enforcement Assistance Administration, Criminal blc-
dmization in the United States, 1974, 1977
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TABLE 10
Percentage of Violent Crime by

Age of Victim and Various Offender Variables
Age of Victim 12.16 17.20 21.28 27-32 33-39 4049 5044 66+
Violent Offender Variables
Percent by youths 86 50 20 15 24 23 28 28
Percent by gangs 23 18 12 11 15 16 17 16
Percent +alarmed 71 63 65 88 67 H7 74 74
?ercent with gun 3 11 15 12 15 15 12 10
Percent by strangers 52 61 64 62 5A 55 64 71
% Black on white crime 18 18 19 20 20 17 29 29

Source: George Antunes. Fay Lomax Cook, Thomas D. Cook, and Wesley G. Skogan, -Pat-
terns of Personal Crime Against the Elderly: Findings from a National Survey," The Geron-
tologist, Vol. 17. No. 4. 1977.

TABLE 11
Percentage of Predatory Crime by

Age of Victim and Various Offender Variables
Age of Victim 12.16 17-20 21 -28 27-32 33.39 40-49 5064 66+
Predatory Offender Variables
Percent by youths 89 46 34 32 37 33 45 51
Percent by gangs 37 20 23 11 27 24 28 21
Percent unarmed 74 50 45 45 45 42 55 60
Percent with gun 4 26 30 24 25 19 17 16
Percent by strangers 81 86 88 89 85 94 94 92
% Whites by blacks 46 39 50 58 45 49 61 65

Source: George Antunes, Fay Lomax Cook. Thomas D Cook, and Wesley G. Skogan, "Pat-
terns of Personal Crime Against the Elderly Findings from a National Survey," The Geron-
tologist, Vol. 17. No. 4, 1977
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TABLE 12
Percent of Victimizations in Which Victims Took Self-Protective
Measures by Age of Victim and Type of Crime --1973 -1980

Age
Winn al
Itioimes Rope

Rabbegy
To

%blurt
wfiniury

Robbery
inguiry

Dimwit
Tani

Agyinifted
Asssuit

Sim*At
12-29

1974 66.8 81.2 571 701 531 66.5 MA 68.9

1975 94.7 83.6 51.3 661 45.5 67.2 .8 85.7

1976 66.8 76.1 59.7 842 581 86.7 68.5 65.5

1977 992 87.1 882 78.7 61.2 68.3 70.4 67.1

1978 67.9 87.7 58.2 68.2 55.5 .1 WA
1979 75.9 782 67.8 78.1 63.1 77.4 802 75.9

1980 78.1 85.0 85.5 68.7 84.5 78.0 782 772

2034.

1974 70.8 90.3 55.5 67.6 50.3 71? 73.4 731

1975 70.8 80.7 591 59.2 591 72.8 73.8 722

1978 70.6 87.0 61.7 71.4 57.3 71.7 NI 70.0

19n 69.9 MA 517 WI 52.7 72.4 77.7 89.1

1978 72.1 b6.9 85.7 78.0 60.3 73.4 73.8 73.1

1979 79.3 85.6 971 80.0 60.1 n 79.9 7612

1980 78.7 83.1 85.9 77.3 59.7 81.2 82.5 80.5

3549
1974 59.3 65.1' 48.8 45.0 51.1 WA 65.8 601

1975 58.3 52.0" 43.4 31.2 49.4 82.8 86.4 602

1978 MA 10MW 51.3 Wb 47.9 67.5 871 87.7

19n 64.5 792 47.1 45.8 47.8 69.3 69.7 89.1

1978 661 74.8 53.9 531 54.2 70.7 882 71.4

1979 99.9 78.9 49.8 83.5 44.3 W 72.5 68.3

1980 69.4 58.7' 58.5 58.0 55.4 n 752 722

50-64
1974 56.8 64.9' 46.4 51.4 43.7 62.3 83.0 61.9

1975 50.0 100.0' 31.2 432 23.4 58.0 502 62.7

1976 58.8 100.0' 47.5 54.3 42.7 84.9 70.7 60.1

1977 57.1 651 48.2 50.2 47.2 81.4 61.5 81.4

1978 56.7 100.0. 46.5 42.8 4.8.7 82.4 52.4 882

1979 57.3 45.6* MI 53.5 421 621 54.5 872

1980 64.5 0.0 57.8 72.4 46.8 68.5 62.3 722

65 OVER
1974 55.1 100.0' 51.0 QA 58.6 561 52.4 58.5

1975 434 42.5 51.1 391 45.4 43.8 48.8

1978 52.3 100.0' 37.9 34A 40.1 63.6 76,3 81.8

1977 44.7 100.0' 41.8 392 45.4 45.5 38.6 48.4

1978 48.5 100.0' 41.0 51.8 33.6 48.8 58.1 44.5

1979 44.8 100.0' 33.4 242 WS 52.5 81.8 02
1980 55.3 46.1 Mb NA 50.1 57.3 MA 54.9

'Based on 10 a fewer observe , statistically unreliable. Compiled from National Crime

Survey publications 1974-1980.
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TABLE 13
Percent of Victimization in Which Victims Sustained Physical

Injury by Age and Type of Crime, 1973-1980

AGE
ROBBERY &

ASSAULT ROBBERY ASSAULT
12-15

1973 30.0 25.0 31.0
1974 33 0 26 1 35.3
1975 35.8 23.0 38.9
1976 29.8 20.8 31.8
1977 31.2 24.4 32.9
1978 34.1 18.3 37,9
1979 31.7 25.3 33.1
1980 32 9 22 3 36.4

18.19
1973 31 0 36 0 29.0
1974 29.7 30 8 29.5
1975 31 2 32 6 30.9
1976 35.1 34.4 35.2
1977 31.6 33.0 31.4
1978 29.5 24.8 30.3
1979 30.4 37 0 29.2
1980 31.7 26.2 32.7

20.24
1973 29.0 35.0 27.0
1974 28.3 30.9 27.7
1975 28.0 29.7 27.6
1976 32.6 27,4 33.8
1977 31.7 40.8 27.1
1978 26.7 36.5 25.2
1979 30.9 38.1 29.8
1980 32.6 35.3 32.1

25-34
1973 27.0 32.0 27.0
1974 25.5 29.5 24.5
1975 27.6 35.5 26,0
1978 26.8 34.2 25.4
1977 26.9 41.3 24.3
1978 28 1 33.0 27.3
1979 29.3 36.0 28,1
1980 29.0 35.3 27.5

35-49
1973 28.0 39.0 24.0
1974 28.4 37.8 25.1
1975 28.4 33.3 27 0
1976 28.3 35.2 23.2
1977 29 0 31.3 28.3
1978 28 9 39.1 25.8
1979 27,5 28.9 27.0
'980 30.4 40.8 27.4
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TABLE 13 (continued)
Percent of Victimization. in Which Vlitt/ras Sustained Physical

Injury by Age and Type of Crime, 1913-1980

AGE
ROBBERY

ASSAULT ROBBERY ASSAULT

50-64
1973 30.0 43.0 23.0
1974 27.9 35.9 23.4
1975 28.2 39.4 22.7
1976 27.9 42.1 19.5
1977 25.5 31.3 22.5
1978 24.4 37.7 18.8
1979 25.9 38.1 19.7
1980 29.4 42.8 21.7

85 PLUS
1973 32.0 34.0 29.0
1974 31.9 49.1 18.3
1975 3o.3 27.8 33.4
1978 29.4 37.9 22.4
1977 35.3 57.5 16.7
1978 28.2 40.0 20.8
1979 29.2 41.7 20.0
1980 28.8 38_7 20.6

Compiled from National Crime Survey publications, 197319110.
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TABLE 14
Personal Crimes of Violence: Percent of Victimization in Which
the Victim Received Hospital Care by Age of Victims and Type

of Crime, 1973-1980

crimes of Violence +
Age 1973 1974 1975 1978 1977 1978 1979 1990
12-19 5 5.9 6.5 6.2 6.4 7.0 6.9 6.5
20-34 8 8.1 10.0 8.0 7.4 7.4 8.6 8'
35-49 8 11.2 9.5 9.9 9.0 9.1 9.8 10.4
50-64 11 11.0 9.8 10.6 8.5 10.4 8.4 11.1

65 plus 12 8.6 8.3 10.0 8.1 8.3 6.1 10.9
Robbery

12-19 4 3.7 4_1 6-3 6.2 5.0 6.9 6.0
20-34 11 11.3 13.3 9.2 10.0 8.7 11.8 10.7
35-49 9 13.0 12.9 13.2 7.3 12.:; 9.6 12.3
50-64 17 12.7 15.2 16.1 7.8 4.5.6 9.5 14.3

65 plus 11 14.7 8.5' 18.9 14.9 J.4* 9.7 15.3'
Auteuil

12-19 5 6.5 6.8 5.8 5.8 8.8 6.9 6.3
20-34 7 7.1 8.7 7.4 5.7 7.0 7.7 7.8
35-49 8 10.4 8.2 8.7 8.8 7.4 8.8 9,2
5064 7 9.0 6.1 7.5 9.0 7.3 4.2 9.2

65 plus 12' 2.5" 8.2' 2.8' 2.7 7.8" 3.6 5.0'

+ Includes data on rape, not shown separately
'Estimate based on 10 or fewer cases, is not statistically reliable. Compiled fro
reports of the National Crime Survey, 1973-1980.

published

TABLE 16
Age and Fear of Personal Crime

Percent Reporting "UNSAFE" on Street Alone In Neighborhood at Plight

Apo

Cumulative
Natiamal Opinion
Research Center
(NORC) Swoops

(1973-1S77)

Cents= Bureau
Flve-Chy Surveys

(1970

Census Dorm
Thhtsen-City

Surveys (1974)

Northwestern
Thres-Cty

Telephone Surveys

16-20 42% 40% 17% 18%
21-26 39% 39% 18% 24%
27-32 44% 41% 17% 26%
33-39 40% 43% 19% 27%
40-49 41% 46% 24% 25%
50-59 44% 52% 28% 40%

60 and older 52% 63% 41% 54%
(N) (5951) (11419) (11818) (1213)

Source: Fey Cook, Wesley Skogan, Thomas O. Cook and George Antunes, Setting and
Reforlulaeng Policy Agendas: Criminal Victimization of the Elderly, (forthcoming from the
Oxford University Press).

(Computed by the authors from original data. General Social Surveydata are for the years
1973, 1974, 1976 and 1977.)
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TABLE 10
Respondents reporting fear of talking alone at night, by selecrad
demographic characteristics, United States, 1997, 1972, 1975, and 1979

QUESTION: "Is there any area right around here that is within a mile
where you leould be afraid to walk atone at night?"

1467 1 19 1919 1983

National 31 42 45 42 45
SEX

Male 16 22 26 25 26
Female 44 60 83 57 62

RACE

White 29 42 43 40 43
Non-White 45 48 57 57 58

EDUCATION

College 29 42 42 36 43
High School 31 42 45 44 45
Grade School 33 45 50 48 48

OCCUPAT ION

Professional and Business 32 39 40 40 38
Clerical and Sales 40 46 51 45 51

Manual Workers 31 41 43 40 42
Nonktoor Force na na 54 81 55

AGE

Total Under 30 Years na na 43 44 45
18 to 24 years na 41 44 45 45
25 to 29 years na 37 42 42 44
30 to 49 years 30 38 42 32 39
50 years and older 33 48 50 49 50

CITY SIZE

500,000 and over 40 48 Se 52 53
50,000 to 499,999 38 51 50 50 54
2,500 to 49,999 22 40 45 38 40
Under 2,500 rural 21 28 28 25 as

Sours: Gallup T h e O a k ° O p i n i o n Inde R e p o r t No. 172 ( P r i n c e t o n , NJ: The Getup PoS
(November 1979) p. 22 Reprinted by permission. Rept. #21D, March 1983.
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TABLE 17
Percentage Fearful by Age

Age Group Percentage Total
Youth 41% (387)Middle Age 42% (717)Elderly 50% (383)

Source: Merger( Braungart, Richard G. Braungart, and William J. Hoyer, "Age, Sex,
and Social Factors in Fear of Crime," Sociologic& Focus 13 (1) 1980,59.

TABLE 18
Percentage Fearful by Age and Sex

SEX
Age Group Male Total Female Total
Youth 19% (188) 61% (201)Middle Age 20% (312) 59% (405)
Elderly 32% (166) 64% (217)

Source: Margaret M. Braungart, Richard G. Braungart and William J. Hoyer, "Age, Sex,
and Social Factors in Fear of Crime," Sociological Focus 13 (1) 1980, 59.

TABLE 19
Percentage Fearful by Age, Sex, and Place of Residence

RESIDENCE
Large Urban Smaller City or Community

Age Group Male Total Female Total Male Total Female Total
Youth 23% (26) 55% (31) 19% (60) 62% (189)Middle Age 20% (64) 56% (61) 21% (248) 60% (344)
Elderly 41% (22) 63% (35) 31% (144) 04% (181)

Source: Margaret M. Braungart, Richard G. Etratinan and William J. Hoyer, "Age, Sex,
and Social Factors in Fear of Crime," Sociologtcal Focus 13 (1) 1980, 60.
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TABLE 20
Percentage Fearful by Age, Sex, and Marital Status

Mewled
Age Group Met* Total Female Total
Youth 17% (88) 63% (118)
Middle Age 19% (248) 57% (312)
Elderly 29% (119) 50% (88)

Widowed
Male Total Female Total

Youth 100% (1)
Middle Age 0% (4) 73% (35)
Elderly 37% (34) 72% (108)

Separated 1 Divorced
Male Total Female Tots!

Youth 25% (8) 48% (23)
Middle Age 17% (35) 57% (53)
Elderly 33% (15) 85% (13)

Never Merited
Male Total Female Total

Youth 21% (92) 59% (58)
Middle Age 40% (25) 86% (14)
Elderly 80% (5) 80% (10)

Source: Margaret M. Braungart, Richard G. Braungart and 1%illlarn J. Moyer, "Age. Sex,
and Social Factors in Fear of Crime," Sociological Focus 13 (1) 1980, 60.

TABLE 21
Percentage Fearful by Age, Sex, and Living Arrangements

LIVING ARRANGEMENTS
Alone Living With Others

Age Group Male Total Female Total Male Total Female Total
Youth 32% (19) 59% (17) 18% (167) 81% (183)
Middle Age 29% (35) 76% (21) 20% (277) 58% (383)
Elderly 43% (40) 73% (101) 29% (128) 56% (118)

Scum: Margaret M. Braungan, Richard 0. Braungart and Wiliam J. Hoyer, "Age. Sax,
and Social Factors in Fear of Crime," Sociological Focus 13 (1) 1980, 61.

TABLE 22
Percentage Fearful by Age, Sex, and Race

RACE
White Block

Ags Group Male Total Female Total Male Total Female Total
Youth 21% (188) 64% (178) 8% 7) 38% (21)
Middle Age 20% (279) 58% (375) 28% (29) 79% (28)
Elderly 29% (149) 83% (201) 59% (17) 81% (1d)

Source: Margaret M. Braungart, Richard G. Sraungart and William J. Hoyer,
and Social Factors in Fear of Crime." Sockgogloal Focus 13 (1) 1980, 81.
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TABLE 23
Mean Fear, Percelvftd Risk, and Perceived Seriousness

of 16 Offence Among Seattle Respondents

Offense Description
Fear

Mean Rank

Perceived
Risk

Mean Rank

Perceived
Seriousness

Mean Rank
1. Having someone break

into your home while
you are away

5 1 4.50 2 7.20 8

2. Being raped 5.62 2 2,51 11 9.33 2
3. Being hit by drunken

driver while driving
your car

5.11 3 3.57 6 7.66 5

4. Having someone break
into your home while
you're home

4.49 4 2.72 8 7.72 4

5. Having something taken
from you by force

4.05 5 2.61 9 7.48 7

6. Having strangers loiter
near your home late
at night

4.02 6 3.83 5 4.35 13

7. Being threatened with
a knife, club or gun

4.00 7 2.57 10 8.25 3

8. Having a group of
juveniles disturb the
peace near your home

3.80 8 4.25 3 4.3Z 14

9. Being beaten up by
a stranger

3.59 9 2.12 14 7.63 6

10. Being murdered 3.39 10 1.29 15 9.68 1

11. Having your car stolen 3.35 11 2.72 8 5.77 10
12. Being cheated o' 2.50 12 2.16 13 5.55 11

Com ed out of your
money

13. Being approached by
people begging for
money

2.19 13 6.73 1 2.15 16

14. Receiving an obscene
phone call

2.07 14 3.87 4 3.18 15

15. Being sold
contaminated food

1.96 15 2.24 12 5.53 12

18. Being beaten up by
someone you know

1.04 16 .83 16 6.17 9

femakt respondents only
Adapted From: Mark Warr and Marl; Stafford, "Fear of Victimization: a look at the Prox-
imate Causes." Social Forces 61 (4) 1983, 1036.
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TABLE 24
AfT0e9 and Arrest Rates (per 100,000) for Various Offenses by Age ofOffender, United Stat 1980
Offense Category age Categories

0.9 10.14 1519 20.24 21.34 3544 45-59 604414 65 + AO Ages
Murder 8 Non-Nag. 10 190 4.018 4.698 5,884 2,534 1.500 ?01 248 18.745
Manslaughter (0.0) (1.0) (19 -0) (22.0) (15.9) (9.9) (4.4) 12-0) (1.C. (8.3)
Forcible Ripe 37 1,015 6.622 8.201 8,888 3,184 1.269 108 107 29,431

(0.1) (59) (31.3) (38.8) (24.0) (12.4) (3.7) (1,1) (0,41 (13.0)
Robtrtry 321 9,620 54.814 37,115 29,068 6,183 2.034 170 151 139,478

(1.0) (52.7) (259.0) (174.1) (78.4) (24 1) (5.9) (1.7) (0.8) (61.6)
Agg. Assault 684 9,304 53,807 62.898 75,187 32,701 19.399 2.317 2,424 258,721

(2.1) (51.0) (254 -3) (295.1) (202.8) (127.8) (56.4) (23.0) (9.5) (114.2)
Burglary 8,386 67,031 218.174 97,320 67,808 15,530 8,298 551 527 479,639

(19.4) (387.5) (1,031.0) (456.8) (182.9) (60.6) (18.3) (5.5) (2.1) (211.8)
Larceny/Theft 17218 150.035 386,147 210,287 198,430 73,231 55.464 9,874 12,857 1.123,823

(52-1) (825.0) (197203 (9869) (535.2) (265.7) (1612) (04.9) (30.3) (4982)
Motor Vehicle Theft 26 14,158 63,517 25,628 18,758 5,151 2.105 138 184 129,783

(0.8) (77.8) (300.2) (119.8) (50.9) (20.1) (8.1) (1.4) (09) (97.3)
Arson 1,327 3,370 5,223 3,071 3,019 1,373 879 113 84 18,469

(4.0) (18.5) (24.7) (14.4) (8.1) (5.4) (2.6) (1.1) (0.3) (824
Violent Crime Total 1,082 20,129 118,723 112,912 119.027 44,602 24202 2,796 2,930 445,273

(3.2) (110.4) (581.0) (629.8) (321.0) (174.0) (70.3) (21-7) (11.5) (197.1)
Property Crime Total 25,207 235,192 083.061 336,188 288,013 95,291 64,746 10.378 13.832 1,751,704

(76.3) (1,289.4) (3,227.8) (1,677.4) (778.9) (371.9) .2) (102.9) (53.4) (773.4)
Other Arrests 28,829 253.818 1,785,103 1,811,479 1,890,886 681,831 866,924 90,612 77,423 7,505,104

(87.3) (1,609.1) (8,439.9) (8,499.6) (6,100.1) (3260.8) (1.936.2) (897.4) (303.1) (3,313.4)
AN Arrests 55.068 548.839 2288,507 2260,577 2,297925 ' , 701,324 764,872 103,684 93,905 9,703,181

(108.7) (3,006.8) (12224.4) (10,808.8) (8,197.9) 0,000.7) (2,193.7) (1,0281; 167.9) (4,283.9)

Source: William Wilhanks, "The Elderly Offender: Plating the PrOtgefrt in Perspective," a paper presented at the 2nd annual Elderly
Offender Omterente, Florida International University, 'Mani, Florida, 1983,

1



TABLE 25
Arrests by Type of Crime in the United States,

Total and Older Persons for 1980

Type of Offense
Total Arrests

Number Per cent
Aged 65 or Over
Number Per cent

Murder, non-neg. ms. 18.745 0.22 248 0.38
Forcible rape 29.431 0.35 107 0.16
Robbery 134.476 1 60 151 0.22
Aggravated Assault 258.721 3.06 2,424 :..J.54
Burglary 479,639 0.57 527 0.77
Larceny 1,123623 13.31 12.857 18.77
Auto Theft 129,783 1 54 164 0.24
Arson 18.459 0.22 61 0.09
Other assaults 456.887 5 41 3.014 4.40
Forgery 72.643 0.86 169 0.25
Fraud 261.787 3.10 1,447 2.11
Embezzlement 7,685 0.09 26 0.03
Stolen Property 115,514 J.14 340 0.50
Vandalism 233,8.57 2.77 582 0.85
Weapons 157.157 1.86 1,510 2_21
Prostitution 85.815 1.02 331 0.48
Other sex ottenses 63.453 0.75 917 1.34
Drugs 533,010 6.31 691 1.01
Gambling 46697 0 55 2 287 3.34
Family offenses 49,991 0 59 185 0.27
Driving while intoxicated 1.303.933 15.44 19,761 28.88
Liquor laws 427.829 5.07 2.157 3.15
Disorderly conduct 1,049.614 12.43 25,513 37.26
Vagrancy 29.348 0.35 320 0.47
All other ( :irises 1.658.738 19.64 11,538 18.85
Suspicion 18.241 0 19 83 0.01
TOTALS 8,443,268 100.00 66,472 -.00.06

Source: Federal Bureau of Investigation, Crime in the United States, 1981 (Washington
n C. U.S Government Printing Office) adapted from data on pp. 200-201.
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