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PLACE OF MASSACHUSETTS IN NATIONAL
CRIME RATE STATISTICS FOR 1969

This paper shows how Massachusetts compares with other states
in regard to crime rates. The rates of selected crimes were ob-—
tained from the Uniform Crime Reports - 1969, issued August 13, 1970
by the Federal Bureau of Investigation.

As customary, tables in that publication list the rates per
100,000 inhabitants of every state for each of the following crimes:

Murder, including non-negligent manslaughter:
Forcible rape.

Robbery.

Aggravated assault.

Burglary.

Larceny of over $50.

Auto theft including both joyriding and
stealing for resale.
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The figures for the guantities of these crimes are based on the
numbers of offenses known to local police and in turn forwarded by
them to Washington. This is a voluntary program in which urban police
officials usually cooperate better than rural police in reporting
their local crimes to the F.B.I.

For many years it has been the Federal practice to add together
the rates of all of the seven selected crimes to establish an overall
“"Crime Index" which is intended. to show the amount of "seriocus" crime’
'in an area. However, this index is not really a valid representation
of the amount of serious crime because the variations in degree of
seriousness of different crimes are not recognized. For example:

‘ten unauthorized joyrides in an automobile have just as much weight
in the index as ten premeditated murders.

As the less serious property crimes occur about seven times as
frequently as the more serious crimes against persons this means that
the F.B.I. index is heavily overweighted by comparatively minor
offenses. In other words, instead of accurately indicating the amount
of "serious" crimes the F.B.I. overall index is really a better indicator
of the amount of "less serious" crime.




The following comparison of two specific states will illustrate
the effect of the absence of proper weighting. Wisconsin has a low
rate for murder (only 2.1 per 100,000) as well as a low rate (80.6)
for the total of the four violent crimes. On the other hand Mis-
sissippi has a high murder rate (8.1) and a high total for the vio-
~lent crime rates (142.1). Yet the overall crime index makes Mis-
sissippi look good with a low 740.5 rate, while Wisconsin looks
bad with 1382.6., This is because the higher total of the less
serious property crime rates in Wisconsin (1302.0) overbalances
Mississippi's combinhation of a high total of rates for violent
crimes (142.1) and its low total of rates for property crimes (598.4).

Another way of illustrating the fallacy of the F.B.I. index as a
valid measure of serious crime_is to point out that, for any typical
state, a hundred per cent increase in murders could be counterbalanced

. by a drop of less than one per cent in burglaries. Thus a whole series

of gangland murders can be counterbalanced in the statistics by a minus-
cule decrease in rate of burglaries.

- Because the F,B,I. Crime Index does not give a true picture of the
amount of serious crime we have omitted the overall "Crime Index"
figures from our appended table and prefer not to use them in our com-
parisons. In fact the Uniform Crime Report administrators themselves
- have apparently recognized that their overall index is inadequate be-
cause, for the past two years, they have separated their total index
into two subtotals. The Uniform Crime Reports now show a separate
figure for the total of the rates for the four crimes against the per-
son (murder, forcible rape, robbery, aggravated assault) under the head-
ing "Violent Crime" and another separate figure for the total of the
three property crimes (burglary, larceny, auto theft) under the heading
"Property Crime". This division into two separate groups avoids adding
together the most disparate frequencies like murder, which occurs on the
average less than six times per 100,000, and burglary, which sometimes
occurs over a thousand times per. 100,000 inhabitants. Nevertheless,
even within each of these two separated groups, freguency extremes _

- still do exist. For example within the violent crime group, robbery
occurs twenty times as often as murder. -Consequently, since unweighted
components are still added together in the subgroups, the results may
still present a distorted picture. However, although these subtotals

are less than perfect indicators of the amount of ,"Violent" and "Property"
crimes, they are such a marked improvement over the overall"Crime Index"
that we have included them in our appended table.




To obtain a better comparison of Massachusetts with other states
we rank ordered the state rates for each crime. The state with the
lowest rate was ranked the best, or number one, for that crime, the
next lowest state number two, and so on. This of course resulted
in the state with the highest rate for a crime being ranked the
worst, or fiftieth, at the bottom of the column for that crime.

The table appended at the end of this paper shows the resulting
rank order of each state for each offense, as well as the rank of
each state for two different subtotals. One subtotal shows the
aggregated rates of the four crimes against persons while the other
subtotal shows the total of the rates of the three crimes against
broperty. The rank order of nine regions of the United States
(See. Footnote 1 below) are also shown.

A review of the regional rankings on this table indicates that
the New England area still has the lowest rates for the crimes of mur-
der, forcible rape and aggravated assault. It is second from lowest
in robbery. With three firsts and one second in the group of four
violent crimes,New England has the lowest total rate for these crimes
against persons.

Footnote 1
Region States Included
1. New England ' Conn., Maine, Mass., N.H., R.I., Vt.
2. Middle Atlantic ' N.J., N.Y., Penn. ' :
3. East North Central Il1l., Ind., Mich., Ohio, Wisc.
4, West North Central Iowa, Kans., Minn., Mo., Neb., N. & S. Dakota,
5. South Atlantic Del., Fla., Ga., Md., N. & S. Car., Vva.,
' ‘ W. Va. .
6. East South Central Ala., Ky., Miss., Tenn.
7. West South Central Ark., La., Okla, Texas
8. Mountain Ariz., Colo., Idaho, Mont., Nev., N.Mex.,
Utah, Wyo. '

9. Pacific Alaska, Calif., Hawaii, Ore., Wash.




However, with regard to property crimes, New England does not
fare as well. Among the nine regions New England ranks sixth in
burglary, fourth in larceny and ninth in auto theft. If we look
at the more rural New England states of Maine, Vermont and New
Hampshire, we find that even in regard to property crimes these
states still have low crime rates. However, the more urban states
of Connecticut, Rhode Island and Massachusetts all have high rates
for property crimes and drag the New England area down to sixth place
in the ranking of the totals of property crime rates.

- Turning to examine the individual ranking of Massachusetts and
locking first at crimes against the person we find that the average
ranking of Massachusetts for these four violent crimes comes close
to the country wide median. More precisely the ranking for the total
of these four crimes is twenty-three, a change of three from the pre-
vious better ranking of twenty. For the individual offense of murder
Massachusetts ranks sixteenth, the same as the previous year. For the
offense of rape it ranks thirteenth, an improvement of three places
above the previous ranking of sixteen. However, for robbery there was
a change of three places, from thirtieth to a poorer ranking of thirty-
third. For aggravated assault there was an improvement of one place
from a ranking of eighteenth last year to seventeenth in 1969.

Changing from a rank order comparison to a comparison with national
averageszthe picture also changes somewhat. For the violent crimes
Massachusetts has a lower rate than the average for all of the United
States for each offense. However, we know that an average {contrary to
a median} is affected by extremely high and extremely low values. For
example, five southern states with excessively high murder rates of
eleven to thirteen per 100,000 have undue effect in increasing the
national average rate for murder to 7.2; whereas the more typical and
more acceptable figure is the median (midpoint) rate of 5.85. In other
words, we should not become smug because the rates for violent crimes in
Massachusetts are better than the national average because an average
can be unduly increased by a few extremely high rate states.

Comparing the ranking of Massachusetts with the ranking of the
other states in regard to 1969 rates of property crimes as differen-
tiated from violent crimes is an unhappy exercise. For the crime of

Footnote 2
National averages are listed at the top of the table of rates appended
at the end of this paper.




burglary Massachusetts changed three places from thirty-third to a
poorer ranking of thirty-sixth. In regard to larceny, there was an
improvement from its twenty-ninth ranking the previous year to twenty-
seventh place. However, for auto thefts we still are the worst state
in the country. Having the very worst ranking of all fifty states for
auto theft is a dubious distinction we have suffered for at least the
fifth straight year. Massachusetts is consistently the least efficient
state in regard to contrel of this offense!

With the poorest rate in the country for auto theft combined with
high rates for both larceny and burglary, Massachusetts ranks thirty-
‘eighth out of fifty states when the total of all property crime rates
are added together. Nor does it help much to use national averages
(instead of rankings) for a comparison of property crime rates. Con-
trary to the situation with regard to crimes against persons, Massachu-
setts, for two out of three property offenses, has higher crime rates
than the country wide average. Only for larceny are we slightly bet-
ter than the national average.

Pointing out the relative standing of Massachusetts as compared with
either national medians or averages does not disclose the fact that the
entire country, as well as our own state, is sinking deeper into a morass
of crime. The national rates for every crime were higher in 1969 than
they were the previous year. Although in Massachusetts the murder rate
remained the same, the rates of all other crimes increased. What we
learn from comparing Massachusetts with other states is that for some
offenses we are sinking more slowly into the guicksand while for other
cffenses we are sinking faster and deeper than the rest of the country.
From the retrospective view it appears that for not a single offense
are we improving our position or even getting a toehold on a more stable
foundation to assist us out of the crime swamp.

Even in regard to comparative rates of crime, Massachusetts has
little to brag about. For three out of seven offenses we rank worse
than half of the states. Our very best ranking is only thirteenth
(for rape) and our worst ranking is as bad as it could be - fiftieth
(for auto theft). Although there has been increased effort in recent .
years to try to improve law enforcéement and correctional administra-
tion it appears that the slide towards more crime has not been halted.
If it is desired that Massachusetts have less rather than more crime,
then the legislature and other elected officials must give much greater
support to the following areas: (1) Crime prevention (2) Measures
which will result in more effective law enforcement and (3) Better
programs for correction and treatment of criminals.

Nelscon N. Cochrane
Supervisor of Research
September 1970
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