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Abstract

The research reported in this paper is based on rates computed from
the "supplemental homicide report™ data files for the period 1976-1984.
Analyses of these rates found that: (1) Homicldes of one family member by
another decreased during the period 1976-7% to 1980-84. (2) The most
frequently occurring type of intra-family homicide was murder of a spouse.
(3) 27 percent of the women killed by anther family member were killed by
their husband. (4) The South predominates in intra-family as well as in
acquaintance and stranger homicide. (5) Homicide rates for black and white
victims and offenders tend to follow a similar patterns, but the black
rates are much higher. (6) In black families spouse homicides are a larger
proportion of intra-family homicides. Possible explanations for these
findings and their policy implications are discussed.
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The high incidence of violence between family members has become
increasingly well documented in the past decade (Straus, Gelles, and
Steinmetz, 1980; Straus and Gelles, 1986). We now know that a large
number of Individuals in the United States experience some sort of
violence at the hands of family members at some time in their 1lives.
Surprisingly, much less has been written on lethal violence between family
members. To date, most research on family homicide has been relatively
small scale, often focusing on a series of in-depth case studies of people
who have killed members of their families (Brown, 1987), statistical
analyses of characteristics of a small group of family homicide
perpetrators (Chimbos, 1978), or studies of a single city (Wolfgang, 1958;
Bourdouris, 1%71).

Little informarion has been available regarding
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national trends and patterns. This study is intended to help fill that

gap-

OBJECTIVES

Homicide data for the Unlited States for the years 1976-1984 will be
examined, with a focus on homicides which involves family members. Four
major questions will be addressed.  How fregquent 1s family homicide as
compared to the rates for acquaintance and stranger homicide?

Vhat differences are there by gender, race and region in the
incidence of these three types of homicide?

How frequently do three specific types of family homicide occur:
those involving murders of spouses, parents, and children?

How different are men and women and blacks and whites in the

frequency with which spouses, parents, and children are murdered?

KETHODS

Data

The scarcity of research on family homicide is partly a function of
difficulties with obtaining appropriate data. The homicide mortality data
published in the Vital Sctatistics Of the United Stateg provides no
information at all on perpetrators and therefore cannot distinguish
homicides in which the victim and offender are members of the same family.
The annual publication of the FBI's Uniform Crime Reporting system is the
most widely used source of American homicide statistics. However, the data
published by the FBI on intra-family homicide is restricted to the
percentage of homicides which are between family members, and even this is
not reported separately for cities, states, or regions. However, since
1976 rthe FBI has collected (but not published) what are called

Supplemental Homicide Reports - (SHR). The SHR contains a wealth of
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information about 1individual homicide events including extensive
information concerning victim/offender relationships. ,

We obtsined the SHR computer files for each year from 1976 to 1984
&nd used that data to compute the homicide rates in this paper. Most of
the rates to be reported are the average annual rate for the nine year
period 1976-84., However, in some places we also compare rates for the
period 1976-79 with those for 1980-84.

The rates to be reportad are based on all single victim/single
assailant murders and non-negligent homicides recorded in the SHR data
files for 1976 through 1984. The data have been weighted to correct for
cases in which the identity of the assailant is not given. These
weighting procedures allow for more accurate estimates of rates for

specific victim/offender relationships (see Williams and Flewelling, 1986,

for complete explanation of this process).

o d te

A family homicide is defined herein as one involving blood or married
kin (including such categories as in-laws, step-parents and children, and
conmon-law spouses).. An acquaintance homicide is one in which victinm and
offender knew one another, but were not related (e.g., friends, neighbors,
dating partners, ex-spouses, etc.). A atranger homicide 1s one in which
victim and offender were not known to each other prior to the homicide
event. Parent and child homicide victims discussed here include step as
well as biological relationships. “"Child"™ refers to a relationship, not
an age category. Thus some of the “children™ represented by the
statistics in this paper are adults. Spouses are defined as individuals
currently legally married, as well as common-law spouses. All rates are
per 100,000 of the relevant population (either total, male, female, black

or white as appropriate)., All rates are "national™ in the sense that the




population covered consists of the 50 states and the District of Columbia,

unless otherwise stated.

FAMILY, ACQUAINTANCE, AND STRANGER HOMICIDE
{(Table 1 about Here)

The first column of Table 1 shows that the most commonly occurring
type of‘ homic{de during - the period 1976-84 was the murder of an
acquaintance. The second most frequent type were murders in which the
victim and offender were strangers. However, stranger murders occurred at
less than half the rate of acquaintance -murders. Murders within the
kfamily'occurred at a slightly lower rate than murders of strangers. Thus,
Americans in the period 1976-1984 were most "at risk" to be involved in
homicide events with acquaintances and much less likely to be murdered by
family members or by strangers.

Trends

Comparison of the rates in the columns for 1976-79 and 1980-84 shows
that acquaintance homicides continued to be the most frequent type, but
the rate of family homicides decreased and the rate of stranger homicides
increased.*l As a result, homicide of strangers ;oved to second place in
1980-84, and family homicides became the type with the lowest rate.

The decrease in famlly honicide rates from the 70's to the 80's
parallels Straus and Gelles's (1986) findings of a decline In physical
child abuse and spouse abuse as measured by national surveys conducted in
1975 and 1985. Together, these findings suggest a downward trend in both
lethal and non-lethal violence in femilies. Straus and Gelles (1986)
suggest five types of changes in American society which might explain the

decrease.
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First, there have been major changes in the structure of American
families (such as later age at marriage, fewer children, and more equality
between husband and wife) which are known to be essociated with physical
abuse.

Second, there was an amelioration of economic problems known to be
associated with child abuse and spouse abuse, éspeclally lower
unemployment.

Third, there are more alternatives for battered women, such as
shelters and hot lines, greater acceptability of divorce, and the vastly
greater number of married women with full time Jjobs that make 1it
economically possible to leave a violent husband.

Fourth, there are treatment programs, including programs for violent
husbands (some of them court-mandated), an increase between 1975 and 1985
of 360% in the number of certified family theraplsts (plus many more who
are not formally certified), and the establishment of "child protective
services” in all 50 states.

Fifth, there have been a number of changes which can be categorized
as deterrents to family violence. "The decade in question has been
characterized by activities that were intended to change both internalized
norms and objective sanctions about family violence. Extensive efforts
have been made to alert the public to the problem of child abuse and wife
beating." (Straus and Gelles, 1986:4754). Many states have enacted
statutes which make explicit the criminality of an assault on a spouse. A
growing number of police departments have changed from the previous
standard policy of non-interference in "domestic disputes® to a policy of
arresting assallants.

If these and other factors described by Straus and Gelles have
decreased the incidence of child &abuse and spouse abuse, they have

probably also affected the family homicide rate because few family
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homicides occur as the only episode of violence in an otherwise peaceful
family. Rather, they are 1likely to be ™just one episode 1in & long
standing syndrome of violence" (Straus, 1986: 457). As more resources
become available to families to break out of the pattern of non-lethal
violence, it is logical that family homicide would decrease as well.

Future tracking of the family homicide rate will be important in order to

ascertain f{f this downward trend continues.
GENDER DIFFERENCES

(Teble 2 sbout here)

Teble 2 shows gender differences for the three types of homicide for
1976-1984. Th; column headed M/F glves the ratioc of male homicide
victimizations to female victimizations. It shows that men are murdered
at & rate which is 1.3 to 4.7 times higher than females. This corresponds
to long established patterns in all types of violence; that is, that men
are more violent in interpersonal relationships than women. However, the
ratio between male/female victimization rates is relatively low for family
homicide. Homicide which occurs between family members is much less
distinctive as regards gender patterns than are other types of honicide,
The well established trend of much greater male victimization does not
seer to hold with regard to family homicide where victimization rates for
vomen are very similar to those for men.

Reading down the columns of Table 2 shows within-gender differences
for the three types of homicide. Men are most likely to be murdered by
acqusintances, and least 1likely to be killed in a family context. Wemen

are slightly more 1ikely to be victims of acquaintance than family

homicide and have much lower victimization rates for stranger homicides.
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Offense rates

The right hand panel of Table 2 shows that the difference bstween
offense rates for males and females is even greater than the differencs in
victimization rates. This applies to all three categories of homicide.
As found for victimizations rates, the ratio between male/female offender
rates is lowest for family homicide (2.3 times greater tate for males),
and greatest for stranger homicides, where the offence rate is 29.4 times
greater than the rate for women.

Reading down the columns in Table 1 headed "Offenders™ shows that the
highest offense rates for men are in acquaintance homicide, the lowest for
family homicide. This- is the same pattern as found for victimization
rates. Females, however, have highest offense rates in the family
homicide category. Thus, when women kill, they are most likely to do so
in a family context. Men perpetrate more homicides in a larger variety of
settings.

The picture that emerges as regards gender patterns in the  three
different categories of homicide indicates that family homicide has
distinct differences from acquaintance or stranger murders. As victims,
women are about equally likely to be killed in the family as they are by
acquaintances, whereas men are much more likely to be killed by an
acquaintance. For these reasons the ratio between msle and female
victimization and offense rates is lowest for family homicide.

The relatively high rate of intra-family murders committed by women
may well be explained by the fact that it is in families that women are
most likely to be assaulted (Straus, Gelles and Steinmetz, 1980). So it is
not surprising that it is in this same setting that they are most likely
to be murdered or to respond with- lethal violence themselves. Browne
(1987), for example, found that many wives who kill their husbands do so
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after enduring years of physical (and often 1life threatening) abuse

themselves.

RACE DIFFERENCES

The fact that the oversall murder rate for blacks is higher than those
for whites has long been established (Curtis, 1974; Wolfgang, 1958;
Silberman, 1978; Loya end Mercy, 1985). Other research shows that there
is a higher incidence of non-lethal assault in black families than in
white families (Straus, Gelles, and Steinmetz, 1980). This suggests that
the black rate for intra-family homicide will also be greater than the
rate for whites. The rates shown in Table 3 confirm this. They show that
blacks have a four to eight times higher victimization rate than whites
for the three categories cf homicide, and a three to eight times greater
offense rate.

(Table 3 about here)

Although some other differences between blacks and whites are shown
in Table 3 -- for example, the lowest victimization rate for whites is in
the family homicide category, wherecas for blacks the lowest victimization
rate is for murder by strangers -- the most "important conclusion from
Table 3 is that the %lack rates roughly parallel the white rates but at a
much higher level.

it is evident that blacks are more likely to kill or be killed in
the family than whites are. Explanations for this phenomenon can probably
be found in the quality of life experienced by blacks in America. They
are’ inordinately victimized by poverty, joblessness, (O'Hare, 1985;
Pearce, 1983) and the stress of living in a racist soclety, all negative

1life experiences which contribute to higher rates of violence im any

setting.

REGION
Table 4 shows that acquaintance homicide rates are highest in all
four regions. Stranger homicide is more common than family homicide for
the Northeast and the Midwest, while in the South and the West, family
homicide rates are higher than those for strangers. The South has highest
homicide rates for all three types of homicide. '
(Table 4 about here)

The South has long been noted for its high homicide rate (Hoffman,
1925; Brearly, 1932; Porterfield, 1948; Shanon, 1954; Hackney, 1969;
Gastll, 1971; Smith and Parker, 1980). This region has not, however, been
found to have higher rates of family violence (Straus, Gelles, and
Steinmetz, 1980). Thus, the finding of higher family homicide rates in
the South, while consistent with overall patterns of homicide, does not
coincide with research findings regarding levels of non-lethal vioclence in
families. A possible explanation lies in the fact that “fanily homicide”
includes more types of family relationships than were included in the
Straus, Gelles and Steinmetz survey. For example, the homicide statistics
include murder of and by adult children, whereas the family violence
surveys cover only couples and thelr minor children. Simple measurement
error may also be involved. Homicide statistics are likely to be much
more complete and reliable than are survey data in a sensitive area liks
violent interactions in families. In any case, it i{s clear that lethal

viclence in families is more common in the South than In other regions,

even though non-lethal family violence may mot be higher there.

SPOUSE, PARENT AND CHILD HOMICIDE
"Family homicide” is & very broad category. Grouping all fanily‘
relationships may obscure important differences. Consequently, three

specific relationship categories of family homicide were investigated:
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spouse, parent, and child. These categories were chosen because they

constitute the core of family relationships for mozt Americans,

Qverall Patrerns

The Total column of Table 5 shows that spousal homicide is by far the
most common, with rates four times higher than those for child homicide.
Parents arée the lsast likely victims of family homicide, with rates of
victimization slightly lower than those for children.

(Table 5 about here)

The fact that more homicides occur between spouses than . between
parents and children 1s mnot unexpected. Survey research on family
violence has revealed higher rates of life threatening behaviors such as
threatening with or using guns or knives between gpouses than by parents
‘towards their children, although children experience more violence of all
types (Straus, Gelles, and Steinmetz, 1980; Straus and Gelles, 1986).
Spouse homicides may alzo be common because they are the only category
exanined here which involve two adults who are peers. It may be that
violence s more 1likely to escalate to a lethal context in such a
situation than when ?wrns of protection and respect are present, as in
parent-child and child-parent relationships.

When homicide does occur between parents and their children, children
are the more likely victims. This could be a reflection of greater size
and strength and access to guns, or it could be the power differential
inherent in these relationships, with parents wost likely to take the
doainant role even when children are grown. In addition, the period of
time in which parents and children have the greatest amount of contact
with one eanother (including co-residing) is when children are young and

likely to be physically weaker than their adult parents.
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Gender Differences

Comparison of the male and female ratez in the bottom two rows of
Table 5 shows that fathers and male children are murdered at nearly double
the rate shown for mothers and female children. This is consistent with
the general pattern of greater male involvement in violence. Houever, in
spouse relationships, the victimization ratés for women is 34 percent
greater than the rate for men. Or putting this another way, Table 5 shows
that, compared to males, females have about half the risk of baing
murdered in the role of parent or of child, but females have a ones third
higher risk of being murdered by their spouse than men. The high rate at
which wives are hcmicide victims is further emphasized by another
comparison. This contrasts - the intra-family wvictimization rate for
females in Table 2 (1.18) with the spouse wvictimization rate of 1.15 in
Table 5. The latter figure 1s'z;i2%f the former, indicating that when
women &are victims- of murder at the hands of another family member, the
perpetrator is almost always her husband. The situation is quite
different for husbands. Less than half (428) of husband victims were’
murdered by their wife. The panel headed "Gender Of Offenders® in Table 5
shows the complement of the findings on spouse murders just discussed. The
honicide offense rate for men is 57 percent greater than the rate for

women kilking a husband.*2

Race

Part A of Table 6 shows that blacks have @uch higher victimization
rates than whites for all three types of family relationship. The lowest
ratio between black and white victimization rates is found for murder of
parents by & child, wvhere blacks are asbout 3.3 times more likely than

vhite to be killed by their children. Black spouses and children each
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have victimization rates more than five times those of their white
counterparts.
{(Table 6 about here)

One characteristic shared by both racial groups is that spouses are
by far the most likely victims of intra-family homicide. WYhite children,
however, have rates of victimization nearly equal to that of white
parents, while black children are more than. 1.7 times as likely to be
victims as are black parents.

Part B of Table 6 shows a pattern of race differences in offense
rates that i{s very similar to the pattern for victimization rates shown in
part A. The only important difference occurs in the rates for black
parents and children, but this is not really a differeuce. It is the
conplement of the findings for black parents and children listed in the

Victims panel of Table 6.

Race and Gepndey
(Table 7 about here)

Gender Differences Within Racisl Groups. Table 7 permits many
different comparison;i In this section we will compare differences
between male and female homicide within racial groups to determine if the
gender differences follow the same pattern in white and black families.
Part A of Table 7 shows that, with one 1important exception, ‘the
differences between men and women in homicide victimization follow roughly
the same pattern within each racial group as was found without specifying
the race of the victim. The exception concerns murder at the hands of a
spouse. Among whites, wives have roughly double the risk of being
murdered by their spouse than husbands, whereas amongvblacks the situation
reverses. Black women have a 23 percert lower risk of being murdered by
their husband than black men have of being murdered by their wives, Or
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putting it another way, when whites are killed by their spouses, wives are
the most likely victims, while when blacks are killed by a spouse, the
most likely victim is the husband.

It is important to note that even though black women are 1less
vulnerable to being killed by their husband than are black husbands to
being killed by their wives, the homicide rate for black' spouses -- both
husbands and wives -- 1s extremely high. Nevertheless, it is also
important to try to identify the reasons why the rate is lower for black
wives than for black husbands. One possibility has to do with the greater
powexr of black women in the frauily. White women, because of greater
economic and social-emotional dupendency on their husbands may be more
vulnerable to being victims of wife-beating--and homicide--than are black
women.

The other side of the coin is shown in part B of Table 7, which
indicates that black women murder their husbands at a rate which is almost
as high as the rate at which back husbands murder their wives: whereas
white women murder husbands at less than half the rate at which white -
husbands murder their wives, Carol Stack (1974) and others who have
studied black families note the "strength®™ of black women and their
unwillingness to be “made a fool of" by their men. One of the women
studied by Stack said:

"(My mother)...didn't care what I did so long as I didn't let
Eliot make an ass out of me. The point i3 a woman has to have
her own pride. She can’'t let a man rule her. You can’t let a
man kick you in the tail and tell you what to do. Anytime I can
make an ass out of a man I'm going to do it. If he's doing the
same to me, then I'll quit him and leave him alone" (p. 110-

111).
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Stack agserts that this attitude is typical among the young. black
women of her study (p. 111-112). To the extent that Stack is correct, the
unwillingness of black women to tolerate with assaults by their husbands
may explain why black wives are not more frequent murder victims than
thelr husbands (as is the case with white women); &nd the willingness of
black wvomen to "make &n ass out of 2 man" may be part of the explanation
for the near equality with men in the rate at which s spouse is murdered.

Prevalence Of Spouse Homicides. Another important comparison made
possible by Table 7 is the ratio of spouse homicides to other intra-family
homicides. As noted esrlier in this paper, murder of spouses is the
predominant type of intra-family homicide, occurring at 2.3 times the
combined rate for murders of parents and children. However, when these
ratios are calculated separately for whites and blacks, the predominance
of spouse homicides Is even greater in black families than in white
famjlies.

The explanation for the fact that black spouses are murdered at an
even higher rate than other nembérs of black femilies is an important
research issue which, if pursued, might also provide additionsl insight on
the broader question of why intra-family homicides occur so frequently. At
this point we can only speculate that it might reflect the interaction of
the economic position of ©blacks in American soclety, certain
characteristics of the black family, and the gender role orientations of
black men. This explanation starts with the fact that poverty,
unemployment, welfare regulations and other £factors have created a
situstion in which black men lack the e@conomic resources needed for the
traditional husband/father role. As a result, black women tend to have
more power fn their families than white women (Stack, 1974; Valentine,
1978). This is s potent source of conflict in & society in which the idea
of the husband as the “head of the family" remains the de facto norm. 1In
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the case of black families, we suggest that it is even more of a problem
because black msles have a stronger commitment to the traditional role
model of the husband as the head of the family than do white men (Beckett,
1974). Thus, by a cruel irony of Averican society, black men, who tend te
particularly value male dominance, are blocked in this aspiration, as in
80 many others. This creates conflict and tension which, in the context of
a sector of society where violent conflict frequently becomes homicidal,
might help explain the high homicide rate of black couples. Spacifically,
if these speculations are correct, they suggest that the tension occurs
when black men attempt to exercise power censistent with their traditional
values and ideoclogy. However, if the hushand does not contribute the
economlc resources that the traditional view assumes as the basis for the
"head of the household™ status, the wife will tend to regard hiz assertion
of authority as {llegitimate. In  those circumstances, i.e. lack of
economic resources to serve as the basis for exercising power, men tend to
use their greater size and strength as the basis for exercising power
{Allen and Straus, 1980), and the resulting violence can escalate into
homicide.

If subssquent research supports the explanations presented in the
previous paragraphs, considerable caution is needed concerning the policy
implications. For example, conservatives might argue for policles which
help more black men play a traditional male-dominant "head of household®
role, and others might argue that white women can reduce the risk of being
victimized at twice the rate of white men by following the lead of thelr
black sisters and *kick his ass if he tries anything.® Both of these
approaches could be dizastrous. Hale-dominance in black families and a
violent response to violence by white women could change who is victim and
who is offender, but the toll of violence is likely to be as high or

higher. A more promising direction for social policy intended to reduce
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intra-family homicide is based on the reseasrch which shows that ineguality
is associated with violence (Dobash and Dobash, 1979; 1980; Straus, 1973,
1976; ‘Straus, Gelles and Steinmetz, 1980) and other rtesearch which
indicates that violence for morally correct purposes tends to produce even
more violence {(Baron and Straus, 1987; Straus, 1983, 1987). In shoret,
attempting to restructure black families in the traditional male-dominant
pattern, and encouraging women to resist assault by assault, does not deal
with the fundamer:tnl cauzes and could exacerbate the situation. Instead,
social policy intended to reducH intra-family homicide needs to focus on
the poverty, inequality, and deep seated belief in the efficacy of
physical force to deal with wrong-doers that 1s at the root of so =much
American violence, including intra-family homicide. This suggests the
overriding importance of providing blacks of both genders and white women
with the occupational and economic resources and the respect which are due
21l Amerfcans so that each can participate as equals in the family and in

the larger scciety.

SUMMARY AND CONCLUSIONS

The objective of this paper was to make available gender-specific,
race-specific, and regional rates for homicides which occur bstween family
members, between acquaintances, and between strangers. These rates were
computed from the Supplemental Homicide Report data files for the period
1976 through 1984. Analyses of these rates found that:

1. Homicides of one family member by another decreased during the
perfiod 1976-79 to 1580-B4.

2. Within the broad category of intre-family homicide, we
distinguished murderz of spouses, of parents by a child (who could be an
adult-child) and murderz of children (who could alsc be adults) by =&

parent. The most frequently occurring type of intra-family homicide was

- Ut T8 Ly 4T ! i

1" 1

murder of a spouse. Forty two percent of men murdered by another family
member were killed by their vif;, ade;s percent of the women killed by
anther family member wers killed by their husband.

4. Although males are murdered by other family members at 1.3 times
the rate at which females are murdered, the male predominance in both
victimization and perpetration is much less than among hbaicides between
acquaintances or strangers.

5. The South predominates in intra-family homicide as it doesz in
acquaintance and stranger homicide.

6. Homicide rates for black and white victims and offenders tend to
follow a similar pattern of differences between the rate of family,
acquaintance, and stranger homicides; end within the family for spouse,
parent, and child homicides, but with the black rates are much higher in
all categories.

7. Gender differences for murder of a parent or a child are similar
for black and white families. Howeverxr, for murder of a spouse, white
vives are victims at double the rate at which white husbands are killed by
their spouse; while for blacks, husbands are more likely to be victims.
The offense rates show that black husbands snd wives have nearly equal,
whereas for whites, the rate is double that of wives.

8. Comparison of black and white 1ntza~fan11f homicide rates shows
that in black families spouse homicides are a larger proportion of intra-
fanmily homicides.

These gender differences and race differences are extremely large and
have important theoretical and practicel implications. They are
interpreted on the basis of other research as reflecting the effects of
poverty -and inequality. The policy implication is the need for asteps to -
reduce inequality between, both within the family and in the society in
general, between men and women and between blacks and whites.
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1. The decrease shown in Table 1 understates the actual level of
change because it compares the average for 1976-79 with the average for
1980-84. This obscures the fact that 1975-79 was & period. of rapidly
rising rates, and the period 198G-84 of rapidly decreasing rates. See
Straus 1986b and 1987& for year by year trends.

9 The two sets of rates are not mirror images of each other because
they are computed ‘'using two different populations for the xate
denominator. Thus husband offense rates ‘are not the same as wife
victimization rates, as the former vefers to rates pex 100,000 men while
the latter rate is based on the female population.
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Table 1. U.S. Mean U.S. Homicide Rates, 1976-1984, by

Teble 4. Homicide Rates for 3 Categories of Homicide by Geographic Reglon,

Relationship of Victim To Offender. 1976-1984.
Victim/Of fender
Relationshship 1976- 1976- 1980 Homicide Region
__Type 1984 1979 1984 Type N.East Mid W, South Hest
Family 1.82 1.89 1.77 Family 0.81 1.04 2.58 1.62
Acquaintance 3.99 3.90 4.06 Acquaintance 2.01 2.28 5.57 3.21
; [
Stranger 1.87 1.65 2.05 Stranger 1.00 1.06 2.06 1.39
Table 5. Homicide Victimization Rates for Three Types of
Victim/Offender Relationships by Gender, 1976-1984.
Table 2. Victimization & Offense Rates for Three Types of Homicide by Gender of Victim Gender of Offepder
Gender, 1976-1984. Victim Total Male Female Male Fenale
Spouse 1.0 .86 1.15 1.30 .83
Homicide Victims Qffenders
Type Hale __Female  M/F Hale Femsle  M/F Parent .18 .25 .13 .30 .21
Farily 2.06 1.60 1.3 2.69 1.18 2.3 Child 25 .32 17 36 05
Acquaintance 6.46 1.66 3.9 7.47 .99 7.5
Stranger 3.14 67 4.7 3.24 11 29.4
Table 3. Victimization & Offense Rates for Three Types of Homicide by Table 6. Homicide Victimization Rates for Three Types of Victim/Offender

Race, 1975-1984 Relationships by Race, 1976-1984

Honicide Victies Offenders v
Iype White _RBlack B/ Victin White Black B/W White ___ Black B/W
Family 1.24 6.56 5.3 1.30 6.87 5.3 Spouse 68 3,64 5.4 1 3 82 s 4
Acquaintan;e 2.28 17.40 7.6 2.28 18.77 8.2 Parent .15 .50 3.3 17 92 5.4
Stranger 1.42 5.55 3.9 94 6.97 7.4 child .16 88 5.5 16 53 33
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Table 7. Homicide Victimization Rates for. Three Types of
Victim/Offender Relationships by Race and Gender, 1976-1384

Wiites Blacks
Victim Male Female Hale Female
A, Victims
Spouse .46 .90 4.14 3.19
Parent .18 .12 .78 .24
Child . .20 .12 1.28 .52

B. Offenders

Spouse 1.0 .45 3.%1 3.74
Parent .20 .14 1.11 .75
Child .29 03 96 15
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