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expressed in terms of number of property crimes per 1,000 households (not persons). Overall 
property crime rates (i.e., burglary + motor vehicle theft + property crime) in 2012 were esti-
mated at 155.8 per 1,000 households (Figure 2.7).76 Property crime, like personal crime, has 
seen dramatic declines in recent years, although a slight increase was measured between 2011 
and 2012. The 2012 rate of 155.8 property crimes per 1,000 households represents a 12.3% 
increase from the 2011 rate of 138.7.77 Further, the 2012 rate of 155.8 was 10.1% lower than 
the 2003 property crime rate of 173.4 per 1,000 households.78

The most common form of property crime measured by the NCVS is property theft. 
In 2012, the property theft rate was estimated at 120.9 per 1,000 households.79 This rep-
resents a 30.3% decrease from the 2003 rate of 132.4 property thefts per 1,000 households.80 
The second most common form of property crime is burglary. In 2012, there were an estimated 
29.9 burglaries per 1,000 households, which is similar to the 2003 rate of 32.0 per 1,000.81 
Finally, motor vehicle theft is the least common form of property crime measured by the NCVS. 
In 2012, the rate was 5.0 motor vehicle thefts per 1,000 households.82 In contrast, in 2003, the 
motor vehicle theft rate was 9.0 per 1,000 households.83 Over this time period, motor vehicle 
theft declined a whopping 44.4%.84

Although the specific number of crimes and the percentage declines are not perfectly equiv-
alent between the NCVS and UCR Program, the story regarding violent and property crime from 
the two data collection systems is similar. There are many good reasons to expect the NCVS and 
UCR statistics to differ.85 The most obvious reason is that the NCVS includes crimes not reported 
to the police and the UCR includes only those that are reported to the police. Another reason 
is that that UCR SRS crime numbers do not include simple assault, while the NCVS finds that 
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Figure 2.5  n  Total and Serious Violent Victimizations, 1993–2012

Source: Truman, J., & Planty, M. (2012). Criminal victimization, 2011; and Truman, J., Langton, L., & Planty, M. (2013). Criminal 
victimization, 2012. Bureau of Justice Statistics, Office of Justice Programs, U.S. Department of Justice.

The total and serious violent crime rates have plummeted from the early 1990s. Why might that be? What 
policies do you think may have been responsible, if any, for this decrease? 




