A suggested analysis for making decisions, in most jurisdictions
For reduction or denial of claim, the victim must:
A. Do one of the following:
1. Commit a wrongful act; or

2. Substantially provoke the assailant;

AND –
B. That act or provocation must substantially cause the crime that resulted in the victim’s injury or death; or in some jurisdictions, that act or provocation must cause the victim’s death or injury.

Recommended process to follow in analyzing cases for potential denial or reduction:
1. Did the victim commit a wrongful act?

     If yes, go to question number 3.
2. If the victim did not commit a wrongful act, was there substantial provocation of the assailant by the victim?

     If yes, go to question number 3.
     If no (and if no to question number 1), end inquiry.  Claim is eligible.

3.Did the wrongful act or provocation cause the victim’s death or injury?

     If yes, go to question number 4

     If no, end inquiry.  Claim is eligible.

4.Was the victim’s conduct a substantial cause, or an insubstantial cause, of the death or injury?

     If substantial, grounds exist for denial or reduction. 
     If insubstantial, claim is eligible.
NOTE: In some jurisdictions, but by no means all, criminal conduct alone is sufficient for denial or reduction.  But in most states, criminal conduct alone is NOT enough; that criminal conduct must be connected as a cause of the victimization. Make sure to check your own law carefully!
Example cases involving questions of denial for substantial contributory conduct
Apply the analysis described above to make decisions in these cases:
1. Person with drugs in his system (shown by toxicology reports), or in his possession, is injured and robbed of cash (not drugs).  There is no evidence that the perpetrator knew that the person had drugs in his system or in his possession.

2. Person with drugs in her system, or in her possession, is raped.

3. Victim, who is driving with a blood-alcohol level above the legal limit, is hit and killed by another drunk driver who crossed the center line and hit the victim.  There is no evidence that the victim violated any other traffic law or could have evaded the crash.
4. Victim steals $20 from a customer handing the bill to a cashier in a store; store owner pulls out a gun and shoots victim in the back as he flees.

5. Victim invites a prostitute to his home.  The two have been drinking, and in addition, the prostitute takes some heroin at the house.  In the middle of the night, the prostitute pulls out a knife and kills the man.
6. Victim meets two women in bar.  They freely show him their tattoos.  He willingly goes with them when they invite him to drive to another bar for dancing.  All of them have been drinking.  The women drive halfway to the other bar (the victim is a passenger), stop in an empty parking lot, and stab and rob the victim.
7. Passenger in a vehicle fails to wear a seatbelt, and when hit by a drunk driver, suffers injuries that might not have occurred if a seatbelt had been worn.

8. Passenger enters a vehicle knowing that the driver is drunk.  Driver runs off the road, severely injuring the passenger.

9. Two men argue in a bar.  They mutually agree to go out back and fight it out.  Once outside, one of the men pulls a gun and shoots the other man.
