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spouses after a longer exposure of women to German norms 
and values concerning gender equality” (p. 88).

It is also notable that the World Health Organization (2004) 
estimated annual economic costs in the United States due 
to intimate partner violence at about $13 billion. One bit of 
good news is that intimate partner violence has dropped sig-
nificantly in the United States in recent years (see Figure 9.4), 
showing a 72% drop between 1994 and 2011.

THINK ABOUT IT:

1. Why do you think that regions of the world with more per-
missive attitudes regarding females have higher rates of
intimate violence toward them?

2. How do you think such societies with more liberating
policies toward women could reduce the increase in their
rates of domestic victimization?

Sources: Bureau of Justice Statistics. (2013). Intimate partner violence, 1993–2011. Washington, DC: U.S. Department of Justice; Van Dijk, J. (2008). 
The world of crime. Thousand Oaks, CA: SAGE; World Health Organization. (2004). The economic dimensions of interpersonal violence. Geneva, 
Switzerland: Author.
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FIGURE 9.4

Note: Estimates based on two-year rolling averages beginning in 1993. Includes rape or sexual assault, robbery, 
aggravated assault, and simple assault committed by current or former spouses, boyfriends, or girlfriends.

* Due to methodological changes, use caution when comparing 2006 NCVS criminal victimization estimates
to other years. See Criminal Victimization, 2007, NCJ 224390, BJS website, December 2008, for more
information. Source: Bureau of Justice Statistics, National Crime Victimization Survey, 1993–2010.

Consistent with previous research, a recent study conducted in the United Kingdom found 
that extreme disadvantage had more of a predictive effect of crime rates for black commu-
nities, but not for white or South Asian communities/boroughs. This supports the idea of 
subcultural influence, even among similarly deprived groups.23 This is also seen on the other 
side of the fence regarding victims of crime, in which there is a consistently seen greater 
prevalence of intraracial crime (e.g., blacks violating blacks) compared to interracial crime 
(e.g., white violating blacks). Specifically, a recent study using the National Incident-Based 
Reporting System (NIBRS) for 2009 and 2010 for aggravated assault rates found that as 




