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Massachusetts continues to have crime rates lower than the
natioﬁal averages for five of the seven offenses which make up the
Crime Index of the Uniform Crime Reports published by the Federal
Bureau of Investigation. Although for the crime of robbery it is
only slightly lower than the national average,Méssachusetts is
appreciably ldwer in regard to the crimes of murder, rape, aggravated
assault and larceny. The Cgmmonwealth has a higher crime rate than

the national average for the offense of burglary. In regard to the

crime of auto theft Massachusetts has the highest rate in the country -

far above the national average. It has held this disgraceful position
for at least six years.

If, instead of comparing Massachusetts with national average
rates, we compare the Commonwealth with the specific crime rate of
each of the other forty nine states we find that Massachusetts ranks
better than the median in regard to the four crimes of murder, rape,

aggravated assault and larceny, but worse than the median in regard to

the three crimes of robbery, burglary and auto theft., Further details

.méfémérovided in the subsequent text and tables.

The Uniform Crime Reports 1973 issued September 6, 1974 by the
Federal Bureau of Investigation published (as one 6f many tables) the
rates per hundred thousand inhabitants of every state as well as of
nine regions of.the country for the following selected crimes: murder

(including non-negligent manslaughter), forcible rape, robbery,

'aggravated assault, burglary, larceny (this yeér all larcenies are

included in this category, not merely larcenies of fifty dollars and

over - as in previous years) and auto theft (including both unauthorized

- -use and stealing for resale).
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Tt has been the Federal practice to add together the rates of
all of these seven crimes for any area to establish its "Crime Index".
This index is alleged to show the amount of "serious” crime within the
area. According to the F.B.I. the seven selected crimes " .. are
all sericus crimes either by their very nature or due to the volumé
in which they occur."l

We have consistently disagreed with the notion that because an
offense occurs in high volume it should be considered a serious crime.
If this were really true then many minor traffic law violations would be
considered serious crimes. It seems more éensible to regard crimes which
occur in high volume as creating serious social problems, but not that
high volume makes serious crimes out of comparatively minor offenses.

In our previous "Place of Massachusetts ..." annual monographs -
we have discussed in detail why the Crime Index of the F.B.I. is not
a satisfactory measure of serious crime. In essence this is because
the Index has always been overweighted by large numbers of comparatively

less serious offenses. This resulted in inflated Crime Indices for

“dtates with comparatively few ‘serious violent crimes like murder and-

rape but with much more numerous minor property crimes. These numerous
minor offenses ballooned their total indices to speciqus high figures.
The 1973 total index is further distorted because all petty
larcenies are now included by the F.B.If'under the "larceny" category.
In previous years only larcenies of fifty dollars and over were counted.
Now the addition of all reported petty larcenies impropérly inflafes
the total index with at least double the number of larcenies. Conse-

quently the 1973 total Crime Index is an even more inaccurate indication

1 For the F.B.I. definition of a "serious" crime see page one paragraph,
one of the 1973 Uniform Crime Report.
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of the amount of serious crime than it formerly was. Therefore there
'is now more reason for us to continue our policy of not using the
overall F.B.i. Crime Index figure.

Since 1967, while continuing to publish its overall index the
F.B.I. has broken down-this single total into two separate sub-indices -
one limited to the four violent crimes against persons and the other
including the three less serious property crimes. This practice limits
the inflationary impact of the numerous property crimes. However
within the two separate categories the crimes still occur in unequal
ratios (for example, about 20 times more robberies than murders occur
Withiﬁ the crimes against the person category). Nevertheless, this
'lis much better than lumping together over 4 million larcenies with
.less than 20 thousand murders - a lépsided ratio of 200 to 1. Becausé
dividing the overall Crime Index into two sub-indices minimizes the
"overweighting” problem, we do include these sub-indices in our
statistical tables. | | |

To obtain a comparison of Massachusetts with all other states

we-rank-order-all -states-according to their-rates for each crime and

according to the total rate for each sub-index. ‘The state with the
lowest rate in each column is ranked number one at the top of the list.
This method, of course, results in the staterwith highest rate for
any offense, or group of offenses, beiﬁg ranked fiftieth at the bottom
of the column.

Table 1 shows the resulting rank order for 1973 of each state
"for each crime and for each of the two sub-indices, as well as providing
the rank 6rder for each of the nine regiohsz(See Footnote on following

page) for each crime and sub-index.




Table 2 shows the trends in national average rates for each
crime and each sub~index for each year frém 1968 through 1973.

Table 3 shows the vearly fluctuations in crime rates and rankings
©f the New England region for the same six year period.

Table 4 provides similar listings of Massachusetts crime rateé
and rankings for each crime and sub-index for each year from 1968
£hrough 1973.

Inspection of the regional rankings. at the top of Table 1 shows
that in regard to the four crimes against persons the New England area
has the lowest rates of murder and rape, the second lowest rate for
aggravated assault and the third lowest rate for robbery. In regard to
the sub-index of the total of all four crimes against persons, New England
;anks second best éf all nine regions of the country.

In regard to the three property crimes New England ranked fifth
in burglary, third in larceny and ninth in auto theft. These rankings
resulted in an overall rank of sixth when the three property crimes

are combined into one total. When we consider the extremely bad-

. ..j?_-.ankj_ng.s .of..each of. the -more.urban ...New.....England.. atates.as. .regards....auto....... e

theft it becomes clear that these more heavily populated states are

fesponsible for the poor showing of the New England area for this

2 Region States Included
" 1., New England Connecticut, Maine, Massachusetts,
- New Hampshire, Rhode Island, Vermont
2. Middle Atlantic New Jersey, New York, Pennslyvania
3. East North Central Illinois, Indiana, Michigan, Ohio,
‘Wisconsin .
4, West North Central Towa, Kansas, Minnesota, Missouri,
Nebraska, North and South Dakota
5. South Atlantic Delaware, Florida, Georgia,

Maryland, North and South Carolina,
Virginia, West Virginia

&. East South Central Alabama, Kentucky, Mississippi,
Tennessee
7. West South Central Arkansas, Louisiana, Oklahoma, Texas
- 8, Mountain : .Arizona, Colorado, Idaho, Montana,
Nevada, New Mexico, Utah, Wyoming
9. Pacific o Alaska, Hawaii, California, Oregon,

Washington




offense.

The lower section of Table 1 listing state rankings shows that,
in regard to violent crimes against personé, Massachusetts, among the
50 states, is ranked fifteenth in murder, eighteenth in rape, forty-
first in robbery ana twenty-second in agg;avated assault. For the'
total ofithe four crimes against persons it ranks thirty-first.

In regard to property crimes Massachusetts ranks fortieth in
burglary, nineteenth in larceny and fiftieth —-as usual - in auto
theft. These poor rankings result in a rank of thir£y~seventh for
£he total of the three crimes against property.

Examining Table 2, which shows trends in national average crime
rates, we find‘that, although there had been some slacKening off in
;972, in 1973 all individual crime rates as well as all total rates of
crimes against persons and crimes against property increased. The
huge jump in the national average rate of larceny is, of course, due
to the new inclusion of all larcenies under $50 to this category.

Table 3 listing the rates and rankings of the New England region

“f'showsmthat;'in"regard”tO“crimeS"against“persons}“New England -maintained:

the same good rankings it had last year. Although the rates increased
for.each offenée because of similar increases' in the other regions
New Eﬁgland maintained the same rankings for crimes against persons.

in regard to property crimes, New England continued its poor
record of ranking ninth in‘auto thefts. However it showéd improﬁement
over last year in regard to larceny‘as well as for the sub-index of the
total of all three property crimes. The rate of larceny inéreaséd
(because of the expansion of this category to include.all petty
larcenieé) but it ihcfeased so much less in New England than in other

regions of the country that New England moved up from fifth to fourth
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rank for larceny. But in regard to the crime of burglary the New
England rate increased enough to drop the area's rank from fourth to
fifth. However, the figure for the total of all three property
crimes moved New England up from seventh to sixth rank for this sub-
index.

Table 4 compares Massachusetts rates and rankings for 1973 with
each of the previous five years. This table shows that in regard to
crimes against persons the Commonﬁealth increased its rates for each
of these four crimes as well as.dropping Massachusetts in rank for all
but one of them. It dropped two ranks in murder, six ranks in rape,
one rank in robbery and held the same rank in aggravated assault.

In total crimes against persons it dropped from twenty-fifth to thirty-
first rank. It is noted that Massachusetts, in regard to its murder
rate, had remained under 4 per hundred thousand for over five years, but
 in 1973 increased to 4.4. However, the national average is 9.3 and

the Massachusetts rate for murder is still better than thirty five

cther states.

'”Mih'fégard"témfhémﬁhféé”prdﬁéréy”éfiﬁéé:mdé;ﬁité”iﬁs vory poorm”m
record in auto theft, Massachusetts improved from forty-third to
thirty-seventh rank for the overall property crime sub-index. This
seems due to the new inclusion of petty larcenies in the larceny offense
category. Although the local rate did increase, the rate in most other
states increased so much mdre,with petty larcenies being counted for the
first time, that Massachusetts moved up to nineteenth from thirty-
second rank in larceny. However, for burglary the Commonwealth dropped
from thirty-eighth to fortieth rank. In auto theft Massachusetts
continues to be the worst state in the country being ranked fiftieth

in 1973 as well as ranking fiftieth for each of the previous five

vears.
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To briefly summarize the place of Massachusetts in national
crime rates we can re?ort that the Commonwealth compares favorably
in regard to fhe most serious violent crimes against persons of
murder, rape and aggravated assault. In regard to robbery, which is
also classified as a crime against the person, but which does have
elements of a property crime, it depends on what method of comparison
is used. Méssachusetts has a robbery rate almost identical with the
natioﬁal average but when we look at the ranking of the rate of each
state we find that there are forty states which have a lower énd better
robbery rate.

In regard to the regularly classified property crimes Massachusetts
generally compares unfavorably although the new inclusion of petty
larceny in the larceny category does make the Commonwealth look
comparatively better for this particular offense. However the extremely
poor record of Massachuéetts with regard to auto theft continues. If
the law makers or law enforcers of the state are taking any steps

to reduce the ‘frequencyof this crime the statistics indicate that

suChstQPShad ]_lttle success;_n PP

&
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