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In Understanding Crime Statistics, Lynch and Addington draw on the work of leading experts on U.S. crime statistics to provide
much-needed research on appropriate use of this data. Specifically, the contributors explore the issues surrounding divergence in the
Unifarm Crime Reports (LUCR) and the Mational Crime victimization Survey (NCWS), which have been the two major indicators of the level
and of the change in level of crime in the United States for the past 30 years. This book examines recent changes in the UCR and the
MNCWS and assesses the effect these have had on divergence. By focusing on divergence, the authors encourage readers to think about
how these data systems filker the reality of crime. Understanding Crime Statistics builds on this discussion of divergence to explain how
the two data systems can be used as they were intended - in complementary rather than competitive ways.,
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INTRODUCTION

user disinterest and the defensiveness and poverty of statistical agen-
cies perpetuates ignorance of the social organization of statistical sys-
tems necessary to use these data appropriately and in a complementary
fashion. We hope our book will enlighten readers about the important
aspects of these statistical systems that affect the data they produce.

OVERVIEW OF THE VOLUME

Understanding Crime Statistics addresses the general ignorance of the
NCVS and UCR that impedes understanding these systems and using
their data appropriately. To begin the volume, the first two chapters
provide detailed, but focused, information on these two systems that
identifies those aspects of the social organization of both series that
are likely to have a major effect on the divergence of the resulting
trends. Using the information from these chapters as a foundation,
our book turns to crime- specific and issue-specific discussions. These
chapters examine specific aspects of the social organization of the UCR
and NCVS systems and assess empirically whether particular factors
contribute to divergence. Finally, our book concludes with a discussion
of the lessons learned and suggestions for how to utilize the UCR and
NCVS in complementary ways. The following provides a more detailed
summary of the chapters included in this volume.

In Chapter 2, Callie Rennison and Michael Rand provide a descrip-
tion of the purpose and design of the NCVS. The NCVS gathers infor-
mation on the incidence of criminal victimization for households and
household members aged 12 and older from a nationally representa-
tive sample of households. Specific types of victimization counted in
the NCVS include completed and attempted rapes and sexual assaults,
robberies, aggravated and simple assaults, burglaries, thefts, and car
thefts. This chapter concerns not only the current design but also the
substantial redesign of the crime survey that occurred in 19g2.

In Chapter g, Cynthia Barnett-Ryan provides an overview of the
UCR. The Uniform Crime Reporting System is administered by the
Federal Bureau of Investigation and collects crime data from state
and local police departments. The UCR includes information on mur-
der, forcible rape, robbery, aggravated assault, burglary, theft, motor
vehicle theft, and arson. In addition to crimes known to police, the
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UCR also collects arrest information. Under its traditional “summary
system,” the UCR collected aggregate-level data from agencies and
used specific classification and counting rules to facilitate accurate
counting of crime events. This chapter describes those rules and pro-
cedures, some of which are discussed in subsequent chapters as sources
of divergence. This summary system is in the process of changing to
an incident-based system, the NIBRS. This chapter addresses both the
traditional way in which the UCR collected crime statistics as well as
the changes instituted with NIBRS.,

The volume then turns to the issue of investigating divergence and
assessing what is currently known about it. David McDowall and Colin
Loftin, in Chapter 4, introduce the topic of divergence (and conver-
gence) and consider the definitions and measures of divergence. Lit-
erature in this area is summarized with an eye to evaluate critically
the definitions proposed by previous researchers and to examine how
these definitions have been used to evaluate divergence in the UCR
and NCVS. The chapter focuses on four of these definitions that range
from more to less demanding requirements for finding divergence.
Under the strictest or most demanding definitions, the data systems
show little evidence that they converge. Under broader criteria, sup-
portfor convergence (and against divergence) is stronger. The authors
also explore an important complicating factor that divergence itself
may have changed over time.

The next two sections of the volume concern specific sources of
divergence, first with a view to sources from the NCVS and then
with a focus on the UCR. In Chapter 5, Shannan Catalano focuses
on how changes from the 1992 massive redesign of the NCVS may
have affected divergence between the NCVS and UCR. Specifically,
this chapter focuses on the effect of particular aspects of the redesign
(new instrument, increased use of computer-assisted telephone inter-
viewing) as well as other changes in the crime survey over time (reduc-
tion in sample size, declining response rates). The chapter addresses
how these changes in the NCVS could contribute to divergence in the
two series with regard to estimates of violent crimes such as aggravated
assault and robbery.

Mike Planty examines in Chapter 6 the effect of series victimization
reporting in the NCVS on divergence. Some individuals experience
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