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~Thc APPLICATION OE VICTIMIZATION SURVEY- RESULTS' Pro- .
ject is funded by the Statistics Division of the Nhtional Criminal¢Justice
Information and Statistics Service of the Law Enforcement Assistance:
Administration. This research project he a? its aim the analysis of thé
data generated by the Natiohal Crime 'Survey studies of criminal -
victimization undertaken for LEAA by United States Burcau of the -
Census. Mare specifically, this research’’ project, as-its title suggests,
encourages the use of(thc National Crime Survey data to examine 1ssueg
that have particular relevance for applicatiods to the lmmcdlate.nebds of
operatnonal cnm‘ﬁ’ialjustkc programs. 4
Z&his aim is pursued in two ways. Fingt, the pl‘OjéCt_Staff has conducted a’ o
series of rcglonal seminars @n the history, nature, uses, and llnntatlons~9f\
the National Crime Survey victimization data. JThese seminars, attended ¢
“ by cnmmal justice planners, rxmelznalysts research and operating
N agency pemonncl have servej as a useful exchangeogr disseminating .
« o < information about the LEAA/Census victimization surveys and for-
EEEEEC soliciting from attendees suggestions for topics that they would like to see
, ‘ explored wntX the avattable victimizgtion survey data. Second, based on .
: o ) these suggesflons and on topics generated by the project staff at the
v . - Criminal Justice Research Center, the project staff has undertaken a series
' of analytic ‘reportg -that give special aftention to applications. of the
victimization survey results to questions of interest to operational cnmmal .
- Justice programs.-This,report is one in the analytlc series. _ f
The Nutional Crime Survey victimization data provide a wealth of A
-important information about attitudes towartb the police, fear of criminal
'\ victimization; characteristics of victims, the nature of vu,tnmxzauons the
o : “cohsequédnces of crimes to’ victims, characteristic foffenders, the failure °
| of victims to report crimes to the police, reasons §jven by victims for not
‘- . . 7 notifying the police, and differences between Ihose lctlmlzatlons that are
+ * - and those that are not reported fo the police. .~
5 . ' The National Crime Survey results make dvailable systematic informa-
tion he sc0pe and depth of whnch has not heretotorc been avmlable These
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data constitute a vast store of infgrmation that can be a substantial utility

“to the criminal justice community. Kndwledge about characteristics of
victimized persons, Houscholds, and commercial establishments and about
when and where victimizatiops occur have particular relevance for public

education programs, police patral strategies, and énvironmertal engineer- -

ing. Information on the'nature and extent of injury and loss in criminal
victimization can provide data necessary for determining the feasibility of,
~or planning for. programs for restitution and compensation to victims of
crime. Information about the level of property recovery after burglaries
and larcenigy is useful tor assessihg ‘the need for property identification
programs. Knowledge about the leyels of nonreporting to the police and
about the kinds of victimizations that are disproportionately not reported
to the police give an indication of the nature and extent of biases in police
data on offenges khown. -~ _ . ¢ -

These are only a few of the ageas in which results of viktimization
survey data have the potegtial for informing decisionmaking and shaping
public policy. It is the aim of ‘this series of-analytjc reports to explore
some of the potential applications of the victimizatioft survey results and

to stimulate discussion about both the utility and limitations of such’

applications. e
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Highlj'g_hts of the Findings .
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Victimizafion survey data from 26 cities are used in this report {o examine rape
and attempted rape. The victimizations described are those that involved female
rapo and tempted rape victims who were attacked by offenders they did not know.
In additiom to éxamining rape victim and incident characteristics, the survey'd:t‘a
are used to look at characteristics of the offenders as Perceived by their victims.
Some highlights of this analysis include:

. Characteristics of Vietims: Rates of rape and attempted rate victimization

within victim age, race, marital statys, major activity (for example working, keeping -

house, in school) and income categaries are reported. The survey data indicate that

rates of rape and: attempted rape in the 26 cities were higher for young women '

(compared with dider w_qmén), black and other racial minority women (compared
with white women), aad women whe were never married or were divorced or

ae;urated (coyi‘quedf with those Who were married or widowed). In addition, .

women whose majot activities took them awa'y from the homeand those with lower

faim}y-ipcqén s had higher rates of rape and attempted rape victimization than did

women whb pent mast of their time at homewnd those with higher family incomes.

2.- Charactetistiés 'of Vietims in Conjunction with Characteristics of Offenders::

The age and race cx‘lahcicﬁ;lﬁcs,of rape and attempted rape victims are looked at

together with the nmt‘chi&cter_ia\ics of their offenders, The data indicate that .

victim:"_in allage categories were most oftenattacked by offenders pérceived tobe 21
oY older, although when more than ori¢ offender was involved both the victim and
the offender were younger: The rvey data also show that rape and attempted rape
in the 26 cities were highly intra-racial, although less intra-racial when the victim

was white. . P

3. Some Elements of Victifnlntioq: SuNcy data irc used to examine elements
of rape-and attompted rapg victimizations—including time, place, number of

qffenders and number of victims, theft and weapon use. More rapes and attempted
rapes occurred in the evening and nighttime hours than during the day, and more.

took plade in ad open public area such as a ‘street or a park than in any other
location. Most attacks were committed by one offender and. the vast majority
involved one victim. Theft was an element in only a small minonty of the
victimizations. Although wespons were used in less than half of the victimizations,
weapon use appeared to be effective as a means of intimidation—that is,

proportionately more attacks werecompleted when the offender wasetnied. Knives

were the most common weapons used in rape and attempted rape.

v

' 4. Some Consequences of Victimintion:'h‘nly,' this report looks at some

consequences of rape and attempted rape attacks, such as the use of self-protective

measures, injury, and reporting the offense to' the police. Most victims in the 26

cities surveyed did something to protect themsglves. The survey data show that
when a woman did something to defend herself, she increased the chanices that the
rape attack woukd not be completed; however, she also increased the likelihood that
she would receive additiongl (noh-rape) injuries. Most often the.injuries resulting
from rape and atterapted ripe vistimization were eitfer injuries that were directly
associated with the physical act of rape itself, or minor additional injuties such as
bruises, quts, and scratches. The data also indicate that only slightly over hatf of the

- women who reported rape and attempted rape victimization to survey interviewers

said that the incident had been reported to the police. Victims who failed to report

- most often said either that they considered the incident to be a private or personal
matter or that they thought nothing could be done, that there was a lack of proof.
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Rape Vicﬁimization- in 26 Amerlc_an‘ Cities

lnt'rodu'ctign' .

A COMBINATION of factors, ranging from an
upward trend inurban violence to the growth of the
women’s movement to the current concern with the
treatment of victims of crime, has brgtight increased
attention to the crime of forcible rape.! The Federal
Bureau of Investigations_ Uniform Crime Reports
(UCR) for 1975 indicates that forcible rape makes up
only I percent of the total crime index and perceht of
- the violent crime index. However. the seriousness of

rape s determined not by its volume but by its nature.

Throughout history rape has been viewed as one of the
most vile and atrocious crimes.

The study of forcible rape has traditionally focused

on the offender and‘on the crime itself, not ;)n the
victim. Much of what is known about rape is the result
of research using either data on crimes reported to the
police or data gathered from interviewing convicted
rape offenders. Together, thése studies-have reported
patterps in rape that include factors such as temporal
-and spatial patterns, offender characteristics and
motives, modus opdandi, and to a limited extent,

characteristics of vidims and victim-offender rela-

tionships.

In addition to failing to focus on the victim,
attempts to describe and explain rape that are based
entirely on police file data or data gathered from
samples of convicted rapists have other shortcomings.
The major problem with using police data on rape is

that the offense is notoriously underreported,

aithough the degree of underreporting has been a
matter of dispute. Rescarchers using police files have

'Forcible rape 13 genarally defined as the carnal knowladge
of @ woman by a man, forcibly and against her will. Carnal
knowledge here means sexual jntercourse It is not necessary
that the penetration of the vagina ba complete and saxual
emission need not occur -

L 2N
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estimated that the rape cases reported to the police
represent anywhere’from 5 to 50 percent of the actial
number of rapes committed .in a given year (Amir,

1971:27). Another probRrmp with®using data drawn

from police files is the major differences that exist
among police departments in the classification and
recording of rape incidents. (Chappell, 1975)

Studies using data gathered from samples of
convicted rape offenders are also often limited.

. Generalization from these studies is hampered by

" small unrepresentative samples. Only a fraction of

~left by traditional data sources. For e

N

rapes reported to the police result ip arrest. Of those
arrested and charged, an even smaller proportion are
ultimately convicted and incerceratedfor this offense.
Forexample, a recent study in Seattle indicated that of
the 315 rapes reported to the police in 1978 only 6 -
cases resulted in a conviction for rape or attempted

rape (Chappell and James, 1976.' ), .

In this report, victimization s\rvey data will ‘be
used to examinedfipe and attempted rape. Because the
victimization survey data are not subject to the
shortcomings meéntioned above; 'l_hcy’cgn {ill in gaps.
a good
deal of information on victimand incident characteris-
tics can be obtained because of the types of Juestions
asked. Thesurvey data can also provide an indication
both of thé extent of and the reasons for victims not
reporting rape to the police. Finally, consistency in
classification ®nd recording is possiblé because the
data are collected by a single aggncy ul’mg standard
definitions, collection techniques. and data classifi--
cations. , ’

\ _
‘.#

éity Data |

The rape data in this report are the result of 26 city
victimization surveys conducted in 1974 apd 1975 by -
the Bureau of the Census for the Law Enforgement

L4 .
i
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Assistance Administration (LEAA).? Interviews were
comducted with representative samples of -roughly’
10,000 households (22,000 individuals) in each of the
26 ciues. Y

Estimlated rates of rape based on city surveys do
not reflect the rape rate nationally. The rape rates in
this report (based on representative city samples)
tannot be used to estimate the extent of rape across the
natmrQ however, they can be used to describe rape in
urban arcas where it is & more merious crime probtem.
The F:B.l's Uniform Crime Reports far - 1975
indicated thatwrdan areas have much higher rates of
rape. According to the UCR, in 1975 the rape rate in
urban areas was 61 victims per 100,000 females, Cities
outside metropolitan areas experienced a rate of 26 per
100,000 fefhales; rural areas, a rate of 23 per 100,000
females (Kelley, 1976:22).

TR
Femaie Victims

The victimization surveys obtained information
from both men and women on victimizations that were
classified as rape and attempted rape. Victimizations
werg classified as rape or attempted rape onthe basis of
information that was obtained by survey qucsnons on

. threats, attacks. and injury.’ However, the small
number pf cases in which the victim was a male
severely limits what can be said about these incidents.
In addition, the crime of rape is generally, both legally
and socnall) considered a crime against women. For
these reasons, this report will deal only with the
victimization data in which the rape victims were
w_?mcn.

*

Limitations of Vicﬂmiz‘atlon
Survey Data on Rape

Vnct:m\umon survey data on rape have limitations.
First, there is a general problem. faced in all

iThe citias are Atianta Baltumore Boston, Butfalo, Chicago.
Cincinnat, Creveland Daiias. Daryer. Datroit. Houston, Los
Angeles. Miami. Miwaukee Minnsapolis, New Orleans,
Newark. Naw York QOakiand. Philadelphia,  Pittsburgh.
- . Portignd. San Diego. San Francisco. St Louwis. and Washing-
tan See An Introduction Po 1e Nauonal Crime Survey
Analytic-Report SO-VAD-4 Garotalo. James and thdel\ang.
Michae!l J Law Enforcement Assistance Administration,
National Cniminat Justice Information and Stauistics Service.
washmqton DC Govornm.m Printing Office, 1978

Nictims who were threatenad. attacked, of injured ware
asked about the nature of tha threal. attack. of injury. A

victimization was classified as arapa if raps was the method of '

attack or the type of injury A victimization was classified as an
attempted rape ! there wss verbal threat of rape. or if

atternpted rape was the mathod of attack or if thers wera .

sttempted rape snjuries
. LY
Q ‘ ‘g
A

victimization survey interviews, of victims being
unable or unwilling to report the incident to the survey
interviewer. In addition, there are special problems
mvol»cd when a rape yiclim is interviewed.

The general problcm of victims not reflorting
incidents 10 survey interviewers occurs for sevesal
reasons. The victim may have simply forgotten the

incident or may for some reason Qe unwilling to report.

it to the interviewer. Fqr exd#mple. rape victims who

know their attackers may be less willing to report the

offense than those who are raped by strangers. Victims
‘of known and unknown assailants may be unwilling to

report the attack to the interviewer because of

embarrassmént or because itis difficultand anpleasant
for them to discuss it.

There are special problems when & rape victim is
interviewed. The major difficulties with the survey
interview procedure designed to elicit rape victimiza-
tions result from both the content of the survey
questions and from the manner in which the interview
is conducted. First, survey intervidwers do not ask
vietims directly if they have . been raped. Rather,
respondents are asked if they have-been assaulied. If
they respond affirmatively, there is further inquiry into
the nature of the assault to determine if it can be
classified as a rape. Because the assault question is
asked first, the survey instrument may fail to detect
rapc victimizations or may misclassify them as
assaults. The second problem is that the interview may
be conducted in the presence of other household
members. In these situations,- the victim may be
reluctan€to report to the interviewer certain types of
attacks, such as those not known to other houschold
members or those committed by family members.

These problems were examined by the San Jose
Methods Test of Known Crime Victims, a feasibility
study conducted by the Bureau of the Census for
LEAA (LEAA, 1972). Thereverse record check design
tested whether the survey instruments could suc-
cessfully elicit mention of certain victimizatidns from

~victims known to the police. The San Jose study

indicated that of those rape victiths known to the

- police and for whom it was possible to obtain.an

ipterview, two-thirds reported the incident .to survey

interviewers. The study also suggested that the extent

of not_reporting was influenced by whether or not the
attacker was known to the victim. Eighty-four percent

of ‘the rape attacks by strangers were reported to

interviewers, compared with only 54 pcrccn\of the
rape attacks by known assailants. :

_The report of the San Jose study also noted that 5
(out of 30) of the known rape victims méntioned the
incident in the interview but reported to interviewers
the kind of detals that caused thagvent to be olassified

\ 14
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as an assault in the survey. On the basis of information
given by the victims, there was no wa‘yyfdctcrminmg if
these cases were misclassified as rapes by the policesor
as assaults by the survey. _

the results of the San Jose study have scveral
implications for the analysis in"this report. First, the
survey data in‘this report provide information on all
rape and attempted rape victims who reported the
incident to the interviewer, both those who reported it
to the police and those who failed to do so. However.
the survey data do not.contain information on two
groups of victims: those who reported the incident to

‘the police but not to the interviewers and those who did

not report it to either the police or thé interviewers.
Fhe San Jose study provided an indication of the |
proportion of victims who repart the incident to the
pelice: but fail to report to survey interviewers,
However, neither the survey data nor the reverse

record check method can be used to estimate what 4 classified asa“nonstran

proportion of victims do not report the incident to the
police or to the interviewers.

A second cauffon.of the San Jose study is that the
Surveys nﬂr_vm detetted some rape victimizations'
but pucked up details which caused them to be

~musclassified as assaults. 1f some of the rapes in the 26

cities were classified
that the datain this r
rape .
Finally, because of the low rate of reporting by rape
victims  of Xr‘mwn assatlants, caution should be
exercifed in uMerpreting the victimization survey data
on rapes comnutted by attackers known to the victim.
The body of this report will deal only with those rape
attacks that involved unknown assailants: however.

assaults, this would also imply
rt underestimate the extent of

. 4 _
Appendix © A presents some  data - on mpe, by
nonstrangers.

/ -

Rapes Coﬁmi'ttod by Strangers

AN
+

The' relationship between the rape victim and -

- offender can vary from a close personal relationship to
. one in-which the us_sailan\is unknown to the victim.

Survey interviewers'asked rape victims if the attacker
was someone_known or if he svas a stranger. (See
Appc)pdix B, source codes 140 and 147. The source”
cod¥s. are the circled numbers to the left of the
questions.) The data obtained in responsc to this
question are given in.¥able 1. In the analysis used jn
this table, the offender was classified as a “stranger"§f
the “victim Teported that hé was a stranger or was,
known by sight only, or if the victim didn know
whether or not she kpew him. The offender was

&r“ in cades inwhich he was a
casual acquaintance or well known tq the victim. The
latter includes Eags in which he was a relative.

The data show an estimated 39,310 rape and
attempted rape victimizations occarred in the 26 cities,
More than four out of five (82 percent) were
committed by strangers. However, this probablv does
not refléct the actual proportion of rapes involving
strangers. The results of the San Jose reverse record
check showed that only 54 percent of rapes committed

by nonstrangers were reported to survev intarviewers,
by known victims. compared with 84 percent of the
rapes committed by strangers. This difference in
reporting suggests that thg rape data from the 26 cities
surveyed ‘Tay be biased by undercounting the
nONSranger rapes toa greaterextent than the stranger-

\" '. Y

___‘_4 [ 4 - i ) _...‘,_,,I.N ._‘_w....__ﬁ_m_‘m_ﬂ_,_,,,,*_,
TABLE 1 Estimated percentages of stranger and nonstranger rape and attempted
rape victimization, 26 cities aggregate®
\_ _______ - ol
,", Type of victimizatidm
Victim-otfender ) - Attempted Estimated number
relationship Rape rape * - Of victimizations
‘Stranger 329%P 88% (32,180)
- 80%°C 83% - 82%
Nonstranger ‘ ; 37% 63% (7.130)
20% 17% _ 18%
‘Estimated number. of victinWeations 33% . 87% o 100%
' N . {12,970) 1 (26.,340) (39,310)
aEE)u:ledn vict.imnzmon of mp!és. ‘_ ' ' ,
Row percentage _ . /
. Columrj percentage _ . _ 1

Q .

ERIC ~ - -

Aruitoxt provided by Eic: ) , - ~ e . Lo [
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to-stranger rapes. Applying weighting factors derived
frotn/the San Jose resQits may give a more accurate
tsti'imtc of the proportions of stranger and nonstran-
gc;/rapc When the weighting tactors arc apphied to the
data in Table I, it can be estimated that 74 percent of
thc total rapes and attempted rapes in the 26 citics
jurveyed were committed by strangers and 26 pcrccm
by offenders known to the victims.

Because of the probable undcrwumh\g of

nonstranger rapcs in the victilnization surveys from

whijch the data in this reportare derived, only stranger-
to-stranger rapes, that is, those victimizations in which
the attacker was not known to the victim, will be
considered in the body of this report. Appendix A will
briefly highlight some of the findings in the
nonstranger rape data,

Analytic Format

The victimization susvey d will be used'to
examine rape victim, offender, affl incident character-
istics. First, rates of rape and attempted rape
victimization within age, race, marital status, major
activity and income categories will berepoyed. Then
age and race characyeristics of the victim will be looked
gt in conjunction with the same characteristics of their
offenders. Next, elements’ of rape victimizations -
including time. place.
number of victims, theft and weapon use-- will be
reported. Lastly, this report will look at some
consequences of rape attacks, such as the use of self-
protcctwc measures, injury, and reporting the offense
to the police. '

Victim Characteristics

Thig section of the report will examine age, race,
marita?status. major activity, and incomecharacteris-
tics of victims of rape and attempted rape. Victim
chatacteristics will be described in terms of rates of
rape and attempted rape per 100,000 femsles 12 years
of age or older. Because the rates are dmputed by
dividing nx number of rape and attempted rape
victimizatiohs by the estimated number of women 12
years of age or older in the 26 cities, they can be used as
one estimate of the risk of being the victim of a rape
attack ¢ For example, the rate data will suggest

— .

‘The rates of rape and attempted rape victimization are
arrivpd at by dividing the humber. .0f tape and attempted rape
victizdtions by the 8stimated numbsr bf women 12 years of
age or older in tha 26 ciuies. Because the numerator used is
victimizations  rathar than victims, these rates probably

overastimate the risk of being the victim of a rape attack This -
overestimatian will occur because some victims may have

reported more than one rape victimization

 4 R

number of offenders and

) i . - .’
answers {0 questionssuch as whéther the risk of rapeas
higher for younger, or fdr older wamen, for single or
marmmed women, or, for white women or Ymmcn of

© IOty rates. '!

In addition, ratcs of rape and attcmptcd rape for

_victims in different catcgoncs of these demographic or

characteristic vanablcs wnﬂ be examined using an
index that compares Tates of rape with ratgs of
attempted rape. This will give an indication of the
relative - risk of bcm‘g the victim of & more Serious,
completel rape atdnck The index is obtained by
dividing the rate of rape by the rate of attempted rape.*

The resulting ratio ‘\can be considered a completion
ratio because.it comparcsthc risk of being the victim of
a completed rape attack (a fape) with the risk of being
the victim of a rape ttwck hich is not completed (an
attempted rape). For ¢xample, for any given category.
of sictims when the completion ratio is .50 the risk of
being a victim of an attempted rape, regardless of the
total risk in tHat category. When the completion ratio
is 1,00, the risk of being a victim of rape is cqual to the
risk of being a victim of attempted rape. When the
completion ratio is 2,00, the risk of being a victim of,

rape is twice the risk of being a victim of attempted

rape. Mqre simply, the Higher the ratio is, the greateris-

the ﬁ(lativc risk of being the victim of a completed rape
atta The completion ratio will be useful in

“comparing the victimization experience of victims in
different categories of variables sucj as age and race.\

For example, if the risk ‘of being the victim of a rape
attack is tuch higher for younger women compared
with older women, it will be useful to know if younger

women also haye a relatively greater risk of being

victims of completed rape attacks, or if older women,
who have a much lower overall risk, have a relatively
greater nsk of being vncums of completed rape attacks.

In thns section of thc report and in the sections that
follow, the analysis will be restricted at times by the
small pumber of victimizationsin given categories. For.
example, comparatively fey rape and attcmptcd rape
vncnmlatnons were reported to survey: interviewers by
clderly women. Estimates based on about 50 or fewer
sample cases may.be statistically unreliable. In the
tables that follow, where the base upon which rates or
percentages are calculated contains about 50 or fewer
sample cases; this problem will be indicated by a
footnote. y

SLater in ;hus report this index wiil ba obtained by dividing
4he proportion of rapes by the propartion of attempted rapas,
rather thanby dividing the rate of rape by the rate ot attemptad
rape. Aithough the ratio will be calculated using proportions
rather than rates. the interpretation of the ratio 1s simiar

16
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Generally, young women eXperience the greatest
nsk of heing vigtims of rape attigks. Rescarch stadics
that. have used police data report that most rape’
vicims ate in their late teens or early twenties { Amir,
1971; MacDonxld, 1971). The victimization survey
data also indicate that the lioqroups thatexperienced
the highest risk of rape attackswere those including
victims raRging from 16 to 19 and from 20 to 24 years
old. The risk of rape and attdm ted Yape victimization
then decreased dramatically as the women got older.

qu

“ )' g
i

" The rates of rape dnd attempted rape victimizatioh
for victims of different ages are illustrated in Figure'l,
The rate of rl:pc was highest among womcn bétwéen [6
and 19 years old (244 per 100,000); it declined only
slightly fof women between 20 #nd 24 years old (224,

“per 100,000). The fate of rape thenshowed substantial
decreases g3 women got older, although it was slightly\,.
higher for!Womcn 65 or older than for women %0 to 64
years ¥d. The rate of attempted rape was higher thyn
the rate of rape for women in every age group except
the oldest (65 and over). In attempted rapg
victimizationsy t## data show a similar pattern in the

FIGURE 1 Estimated rates (per 100,000 females 12 ydars of age or_/6lder) of rape and

]

Estimated number of famaies in the p‘mton in given age categories.

attempted rape,victimization, by age of victim, 26 cities aggregate® ’
Rate - )
500 r—n.--~-~ T Tt s T TR — — A~-__ - - - B oI CESP,
. | 4881 '
( - | T ' €
a00f T A I T . ST ""‘“““‘
\ | s . Rape .
S # v r] Attempted rape
- 214 |
200 P e — e e -—“ n B -»—-——7»«195~ ----------------
|
1007 il
' b
140
ol - _ . ﬁ:::]... ]
Age: 1215  .18-1% 20-24 | 28-34 35-49 50-84 65-99
_ Population base®: 1039522 1,059,850 1,480,446 2202277 2419101 2‘510,61 1 1.938,380 -
RExcludes rape and Al}'ftemptod rape vactamnzati&*by honstrangers and vich‘mizat?on of males.- '
bEstimate.-basod on about 50 or fewer sample ckses, may be statisticaliy unreliable N

l?z -~ | | 5
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TABLE 2 Eatimatod ratn {per 100,000 hmaln 12 yun ‘of age or oldor) and per-
contagn of rape and attompud rapo victimization, byuace of wctm iQ\cmel
aqgﬂ'ogato ) :

= . l
- RAace of victin ki .
¢ | Typeot vk:tlmtuﬂon , . Whits L ' Black/other ¢ ‘I . Totai
F ¢ %
tRape [ 30%P 36% N% |5
] v .l 87%.. . 115 82 yo-
’ { TN ‘.

Attempthd rape ‘61-3% ' 5% 88%

AN 213 - - ° 173 .

Estimated number of Mictimizations (19,363) (12827 (32,180)

Population base®. 8,756,860 3,902,316 12,668,176

Y . ——t T ‘(1 . -

i bExcludn rape and momptod tape vecmmunon by nonstrangers and wdhmrzauon of males. N .
Column percent. . Y,
8Emmnod rate per 100,000 famales 12 yeats of I?O or older in given race categgrias. .
Estimated number of females 12 vears of age or older in given race categories.

\

rates as the victim gets older. As Figure 1 illustrates,
“\the rate of attempted rape was highest gmong women

between the ages of 20 and 24 (488 per 100,000).
The raté data indicate that the risk of rape and
attempted rape attacks 18 hlghesl for young women
~ and that as women get older their chances of being
“attacked decline substantially. When, these rate data
for rape and attempted rape are converted into

completion ratios some interesting resylts emerge. Nla

Although the ratés of rape and attempted rape were
quite low for elderly women (&5 or over), the -
completion ratige is highest ‘for this group (1.07).
Compared with Women in all other age groups, elderly
women experienced the
victims of rape attacks thaWwere completed. The data
also show thatthe eategory of women between the ages
of 25 and 34 experienced much lower rates of rape and

~ atismnpted rape than women from 160 19. and from20 .
to 24 years old; however, their completion ratio (.58) is.

about the same as that of 16 to 19 yearold women(.57)
and slightly higher than that of 20 to 24 year old -

women (.46). 4

‘These results suggest that for clderly women and
for women between the ages of 25 and 3 the
victimization experience in scxual assault is not
adequately described by rates of rape and attempted
rape alone. The completion ratios show that although
thess women experienced Tower rates of rape and
attempted rape than young women, their rélative risk
of being victims of rape attacks that were completed
was squal to or greater than the risk experienoed by
young women. Because rape is a more serious assault
than attempted rape, sthese results luuelt that while

ha

e e

atest relativg risk of being.

the-rate of victimization for elderly women and women
between the ages of 25 and 34 may be lower than that
for young women; the v1ct1mlzauons suffered may bc'
more Serious. :
\
Race oy
Rescarchers using police data have reported thas
ck and-other minority women have a much greater
risk of being raped than do white women (Amir, 1971;
MacDonald, 1971). The victimization data also
indicate that the rates of rape and attempted rape in the
26 cities werd substantially higher for black and other
minority women than for white women.®

Table 2.indicates the rate of rape for black and
other minority women #vas 1.7 tirhes the rate for white
women, (115 compared with 67 per 100,000). In

“atiempted rape victimization, the rate for minonity
womgen was | .4 times the rate for whites(213 compared
with 154 per 100,000).

The survey data alo show that rape attacks?nay be
raore denous, in terms 0a greater likelihood of their
bemg completed, when victims are black or other
minority race members. Compleuon ratios calculated

—p—

sBacause races other than black and white confitute 100
small a proportion of the populmon inthe 26 cihes to permit -
| separate analysiva in this’ report\"bther” race vighms are
grouped with biack yictims and are referredto as black and
- other minotity victims” or at tlmor!mmorlty victims.” It is
IMPOrtant tO note that the term “minority” a3 used hera relates
to minority races and not minority groups For example.
llthough orientsi victima sre included in the "black snd other
minority” radte category, white Splmih speaking pcople are
\m(‘,ludod in the white race cdugory :

hd

"
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' scr'iou.'rapc\victim*mﬁons; thht s, they,

. . Age and Race

from the rate data in Table 2 thdicate that she relative
risk of beimg the victim of a coniplewd rape attack was

slightly higher for minority womer than for white -
‘women (.54 compared with ¢4). The relatively higher )
risk of rape Wttgcks beimg completed § r. minority

wgmen gould suggest thag.their sexual Ssaujts are
more semous; however, it should be noted that this
finding couid be ' result of repotting differences.
Because of cultural differerices bl'a'ckv_and other
r:)ingfi;); womgn may tend to rcport'o'nlr{, the mote
ay simply
attempted rape attacks to §ur\'c_v

not report

- interviewers as often as white women do.

”

When the data for rape and attempted ripc; are
examined ‘while jointly controlling the vietim's race
and age. 1t i3 scen that the rates of victimization were

-

nos always higher for minority women than they were
for white women. Figure 2 indicates that th rite of
rape was higher for blacksand other grinority women
than it was for white women in every age category.
However, therate of attempted rape victimization was
not ¢onsistently higher for black and other mynority
women across dge categories. Young white women (12
to 19 yagr oldsi,cxpcricnccd a muck greater risk of
being victins attemp _

minority 'v{omcn. (386 compamed: with 270 'p‘Cr \
100,000). However, in the victim age caiegorics 20 to

34 and 35 gnd older blatk and other minog'ty\womc‘n

had highcr rates of attempted rape than did whitet
women. ' '

Thus, the rate data for rape and attempted rape
victimizations in the 26 ciies indicate thatalthough the
risk of being a victim of attempted rape was generally
higher for minority women than for white women, 1t
was not high\cr for throse women under the age of 20.

FIGURE 2 Estimated rates (per 100,000 feméleg 12 years of.age or older) of rape and
attempted rape victimization,’by race and dge of victim, 26 citles aggregate®

)

Rate
400 |

300

200

100
, 0 ' o
- Age: 1210 19
White population base:¢ 1,264,505
Black-other .
834 867

population base:©

) }

. W\hite rape

71 White
- attempted rape

ey

Bilack/other

L} gape "
4 Black/other
S

attempted rape

rape than did-'young Lo

90
)
7
b [~ g
“"::: N
20 to 34 35 an older
’ 2444078 5047277
1248645 1.818.804 -
: .

a-Exciudes rape and attempted rape victimization by nonstrangers_and victinnza_tuon o! males
.Estimate. based on about 50 or fewer sample cases, may be statistically unreliable
“Estimated nurpber of famales in the papulation in given race and age cétegories
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ratcog! rape to the rateof attempted rape, these ratiod

are slightly higher for’\cvcr marticd and divorcédd or

**

’ o .

Fytimated mﬁ of rape and attenmpted rape  separated women (49 and S1. respectively) than they
victim'ﬁati_on; by marital status of yictim, dte givenin are for married .and’ widowed womcn)().‘ and .34,
Table 3. The data in his' table show that in the cities . respectively). This suggests that in addition to the

, surveyed women who were never married, followed by finding that the risks of rape and attempted rape
divosced or separdfted women, had the highest rates of ~ victimization were, higher for never_ married and
rape (163 and 135 per 108,000); these groups also had divorced or separated wemen, these groups also had &

N /ihc'highw rates of ammptc‘d.ric (332 and 265 per . relatively higher risk of being victims of completed

- W0000). Compgred with thele p&ro'ups, married rape attacks. . : . _
wotken ang widows had much fower rates.of rape and Thus, in the 26 cities surveyed, women who were
T awutempted rapc.‘fhcsc survey findings are consistent never married or were divorokd or beparated
with studies using police data. studies that report that experienced both gfeater risk of being victims of rape
the majority of rape victims are unmarried. . and attempted rape and greater relative.risk of being

However, when rates of rape and attempted rape victims of completed rape attgcks than their maryied ot

. are examined controtling for the age of the victim, widowed counterparts. It is suggested that their hjgher
some differences emerge. Among the 12 to 19 year old rates of victimization may be related to their lifestyles
women, the highest rates of rape and attempted tape - and to their patterns of daily activities. This leads toan
are found among the divorced ‘separated, followed by _swexamination of the major activities of rape victims.
the married, and then the never marned womoen. : ’

Among the 20 to 34 year olds. the highest rates of rape Major Activity
and attempted rape are .found among the never A . ) )
married, followed closely by the divorced: separated The major activit) of rgs ondents over 16 years

' : ST old was determined by asking them what they were
and then the married women. Finally, among women . . . ,

: ‘ doing most of the time duting the week preceding the
35 or older, the highest rates of rape and attempted . : . . iy -
! L s interview.” Responses fell into eight categonies, as
rape victimization are found among the divorced; R x - :
_ , ; shown in Table 4. It can be seen from the data in this
separated, followed by the never married, ang then the CoL :
, . table that the.major activities of women over 16 years
married women. Generally, then, the highest rates of . ¢
of age with high rates of rape and attempted. rape
rdpe and attempted rape were found among ) : :
. : e included going to schoo}, looking for work, with a job
divorced; separated or never married women. This S o .

_ : _ : ) but not at work, and othér majoractivity. Women with
may suggest that the particular style of life or major . . : ‘

7 . L comparatively lower rates of rape and attempted rape
activities of bdth married and divorced or separated L :

) 4 : : s . ~ were women who were keeping house, unable to work, -
women 1s related to their Rreater risk of being victims » .
or retired.
of rape agtacks. r—~ T

When the rape and attempted rape rate data from "The major activity of respondents betwaen the ages of 12
Table 3 arc used in completion ratios. comparing the and 16 was not obtained in the survey interview

TABLE 3 Estimated rates (per 100,000 females 12 years or older) of rape and

- ah.mptod rape victimization, by maritsl status of victim, 26 cities aggrégate?
. .
’ N . g ‘ L
AN - _
Moarital status of victim N
) ' Never Divorced/ .  Not _

Ty_po of victimizstion Married married separsted Widowed asoertained ' Tota_l

Population base® 5,786,740 3,738.860 1,385453 1,691,086 56067 12,658,176

Rape 37 163 135 13€ 0 .82

. Attempted rape 86 332 ' 285 38°  206¢ 173
) 3 . \ ’ : 7 -
3¢ iciudes rape and attempted rape victimization by nonstrangers and victimization of males.
stimated number of females 12 years of age or okder in the population in given marital status categoxies.
°lw_mm, based on about 80 or fgwer sample cases, may be statistically unreliable. . -
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TABLE 4 Estimated rates (per 100,000 females 12 y¥an of age or older} of rapd and attempted rape victimjza- .-
e tion, by major activity of victim, 26 cities aggrege ef . ‘ - o \-." . -~ YU
o L - - a /- N .
Lt o N ' : N Y
.. | | Major activity of vietim\ ' o » .
Type of Under18 - With job/  Looking . Keepl In  Unable . :
victimization ‘years oid®  Working nom'&m for work house. h School  towork Retired Other Total
Poriation baseC 1,099,622 4.264,444 132,868 177014 4759,872 903696 366,184 690,392 243,640 11528110
Rape e0d 38 1509 1069, 71 \tag?  109d < od  214¢ 82
Attempted rape 214 203 3039 3279. 123° 19 1039 od 32689 . 173
_ . , AN
SExciudes rupo‘ and attempﬁd rip‘ victimization by n(;nltrangeri and victimization of males. ) 2
2Tho major activity of respondents under 16 yesrs bf age was not obtained in the survey interview.
-dEn@mntod numbdr of females 12 years of age or older in the population, in given major activity categories. ’
Estimate. hased on about 80 or fewer cases, may be statistically unreliable. o .
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 The survey results of the major activity of rape
victims are congrugnt with what the age and marital
status rate data suggested. In addition to the findings
_that womén who haveé a high risk of being vittims of
rape and atlempted rape were young women and
“women who were single or divorced or,separated, the

survey results suggest that women with high rates of

rape and attempted rape victimization were women
wh(Qc major activities took them out of the home more
often. .

Income A X

~

YNT [

Police departments generally do not record the
income or occupation of victims of crime. For this
reason, research using police files has relied on

-

) - 5 )

_indjcators such asrace or neighborhood of residence to

make inferences about the income or social class of
rape victums (Amir, 1971).

Victitnization survey interviewers record the total
family income for each household interviewed, and

~ thus permit an analysi of the income of rape victims.

Because the income dath obtained in the suryey
nterview are total fumsly income.rather than income of
individual household members, she income tables in
this report may or may not reflect the personalincome
of the rape victim. How&Vet, in light of the number of
VActims who reparted being unemployed, keeping
house. or going to'schoo], family income is probably a
better indicator of the income of rape victims than
would be their personal incomes.

The survey findings in Figure 3 indicate an inverse
relationship between family income and rewfs of rape

FIGURE 3 Estimated rates..(pe%r 100,000 females 12 years of age or older) of rape and
attempted rape victimization, by family income of victim, 26 cities aggregate?®
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and attémpted rape. Women with the highest risk of
being victimg of rape (rate of 172 per 100,000) have
incomes of less than $3,000¢ The rate of rape for these

evomen is 15.6 times the rate of women in the highegt -

income category, $25,000 and over (11 per 100,000).

The pattern bf decreasing risk with increasing family

income is similar in attempted raet‘\ Again, women
“ with incomes less than $3,000 have the highest rate.of

_attempted rape (331 per 100,000). This rate is 2.5 times_

the rate of women with incopws $25.000 and over
(130 per 100.000). o

Thus, in the 26 ities surveyed, the woman_ with the

- grca!c?! chance of being Victims of rape and attempted

Jrape  werc women on the’ lower end of the

socioecanomic scale, as measured by family income. In

+* addition, the higher on the income scale # woman was,

* the lower her risk of being attacked. Because race is a

-k - . .
correlate” of income, the gquestion of Whether this
inverse relationship remains when contr, Iling for race

Income and Race

. higher the woman

A4 .

When the rates of rape and attempted rape are
considered separately for white women and for black
and other minority women, the general pattern of
decreasing risk of rape with increasing family income is
altered. (See Figure 4.) The relationship between
income and rates of rape and attempted rape for white
women reflects the ag@regate pattern noted above. The
income, the lower her chances of
being the victim ol\a rape or attempted tape attack.
However, for black™nd other minority, womef, the
relationship between ifcome and rates of rape and
attempted rape is not consistent with the chncral,
pattern,

As Figure 4 illustrates, the rate of rapc{o_r black
and other minority women was about the sama for
those with incomes less than $7,500 and those with

incomes between $7,500 and $14,999 (127 and 129 per

18 raised. \ : 100,000 respectively); it then decreased 20‘2’2%
. N (A

FIGURE 4 Estimated rates (per 100,000 females 12 years of age or older) of rape and

attempted rape victimization, by rage and tamily income of victim, 26 citleg

. aggregate® ;
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100,000 for those with incomes of $18.000 and over.
,Among black and other minority women the'rate of
attempted rape decreased from 237 to 185 per 100,000
from the lowest to the highest: income category. It
should be noted that the surprisingly high rafe of
attempted - rape (185 per 100,000) found among
mynority women in the highest ificome category may
be statistically unrcli&l)lc because of the small number
of sample cases and”the small number of black and
. other minority' women in the 26 cities with farhily
income® of $15.000 and over. L

. ‘ .
Summary: Victim Characteristics
v L~ L 4 T~
The survey resulty from' the 26 cities indicate that
rates of rape and attempted rape victimization varied
across categories of age, race, marital status, major
activity, and income. Rates of rape and attempted rape

were higher for voung wémen {compared with older -

- women), hlack and other minority women {compared
with white women), and women who were never
married, divorced or separated (compared with those
who were married or widowed). In addition, women
whose major activities took them dway from the k. oyme
tended to have higher rates of rape and attempted rape.
Finally, the lower the family income of the woman, the
greater her chances were of being the victim of a rgpe

ot attempted rape attack. In order to explore, more
fully the characteristics of victims of rape and
attempted rape. the following section will look at age
and race charcteristics of victims in conjunction with
the same characteristics of their attackers.

¢ -

'Characteristics of the Victim

‘in Relation to the Offender

In addition to ti®.findings that women with certain -
characteristics (for example, those who are young or
black) bave higher risks of being victims of rape, the
literature on rape suggests patterns in the relationship
between these victim characteristics and characteristics
of their offenders. Studies of rape that have used police
data (see, for example, Amir, 1971) have brought
attention §b some relationships that can be examined

- with victifmization survey data. For instance, if the vast
.majority of rape victims in the 26 cities were between
the ages of 1§ and 24, how old were theirattackers? Are
older and yownger offenders equally likely to choose
young .victims™\Are rape and attempted rape victims
more likely to be'attacked by an offender of their own
race? These questions will be dealt with by considering

_first, the relationship between the age of the victimand
the perceived age of the offepder, and second, thé
relationship between the race 05 the victim and the
perceived race of the offender..

Val

Age of Victim by Age of'bﬂendér

AY

The literature on rape reveals that generally the
crime is committed against young women by youmg
men. A study of 646 victims and 1,892 offendersdrawn
from police files in Philadeiphia found that the
majority of both victims and offenders came from the
same age groups (ages 15 to 24), although the victims
tended to be somewhat vounger than their assailants
(Amir, 1971:54).

Victimization survey inteviewers asked victims
how old they thought the attacker was. Rasing age
divisions on those used in the survey thstrument, the
analysis here willconsider two age groups of offenders:

the vounger offenders (those perceived to be under21),

and the older offenders (those perceived to be 21 or
older).} ' -

Lone Offenders ",

The data in Table 5 indicate that victims in all age
categories who were attacked by lope offenders were
most often attacked by offenders they perceivedto be
21 or older: 86 percent of the rapes and 74 percent of
the attempted rapes by lone offenders were committed
by offenders in this. older age category. These data
suggest that the age of the lone offender'may be related
to whether or not the attack is a rape or an attempted
rape. In attempted rape there were twice as many lone
offenders under 21 as there were in completed rape
(23 ferccnt compared with 11" percent). .
...If attacks by lone offenders..most. often we
committed by offenders perceived to be 21 or older,
how old were the victims of lone offenders? More than
half of the victims of lone offenders were between the
ages of 20 and 34 (63 percent of rape and 53 percent of
attempted rape victims). Approximftely one-quarter
were.between 12 and 19 years old (26 percent of rape
and 29 percent of attempted rape victims). Less than
one-fifth of the victims of lone offenders were 35 or
older (11 percent of rape and 18 percent of attempted
rape victims).

$The survey instrumant uses the following categories for the

" perceived age of offenders undar 12, 121,14, 151017, 1810

20, 21 or over Because the number of cffenders in the age
categorias under 21 are too smeli to permit separate anslysis,
these catagories have been grouped together.

|
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TABLE 8 Relationship n age of victim and perceived age of lone omndor in
X.po and -mmph&npo vioﬂmlntlon 26 cities aggregate®
o " Age of ions oﬂondu
- Loss then 21 years old Dont Eatimated numbar
Age of victim - - 21 years old or older _know of victimizations
Rape: Ty ¢ ) N
1219 Y joxd 88% | 2% {2,003¢
0 23%C 27% 18% 26%
2036, s 119 86% - 3% (4,749)
b = 80% ° 62% .81% . 83%
|35 o oider 17% 83% 0% (834)¢
18% 11% 0% 11%
Estimated numbar 1% " 86% 3%, 100%
oLvictimizations {867) - (6,619) 210)% . (7,685)
jA\t'iMp'ted rape: ' _
12-19 ) 27%P 71% 2% (4,949) .
. 34%° 28% 20% 29%
20-34 17% 79% 3% (8,846)
| 38% 656% 56% 53%
36 or older 34 62% 4% {3,041)
| X 27 15}j 24% 18%
Estimated number 23% 74% 3%d 100%
of victimizations (3,917) (12,410)"  (610) (16,838)
;Excludn rape and attempted rape victimizatibn by nomgrlngou and victimization of males.
Row percentage., ’
dCo!umn porcomaoo \.
Estimate, based on about 50 or fewer sample cases, may bo lmlmcally unreliable. o

Muitiple Offenders
In.Amir'’s (1971:202) Philadelphia study of rape
using police files, it was found that in significant pro-

portions the older the offender; the leas tikely he wasto

pamcnpatc 1n group rape. Victimization survey results
are in agreement with what was found wjth the police

data. In those rapes committed by more than one |

offender, both the victims and the offenders were
younger than they were in rapes committed by lone
offenders, as shown by comparing thc data in leles
-with the data m Table 6. '

Roughly one-quarter of the victims of lone
offenders were between 12 and 19 years old, however,
almost one-half (47 percent) of the victims of multiple

offenders were in this age range. Similarly, inrapesand -

atiempted rapes committed. by more t one
offender, the attackers were also younger. rty-three
percent of the total rape and attempted rape victim-
izatiens committed by multiple offenders involved
offenders perceived to be under 21 years old. As noted

L )

. above, when lone offenders wéte involved, only 1 | per-

to bc under 2l years old

]

| Age of Victim

- cent of the rapes and 23 percent of the attempted rapes
| were cpmmlttcd by offenders pcrccwcd by their victims

The relationship between the victim's age and the

~——

" offender age can be analyzed from the perspective of «
the offender’s choice of victim. Previous analysis of
“victimization survey data fot total personal victimiza-
tion" showed that data for both lone and muluple.

offenders were consistent in suggesting that there is

tcndency for offenders to have assauitive viclence

unters (not involving theft) disproportionate

ly

n..

persons from their own age group; in

victimizations-involving theft, younger offendm a
~ slightly more likely to victimize older perso whereas
older offenders only rarely victimize youl rsona
'{mndeun., 1976 m) On the basis of thew Provious
13
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TABLE 6 Rohtlomhlp between age of victim .nd perceived ages of multiplo offend-
- ers in rape and attempted rape victimization, 26 cities aggregate®

Ages of multiple otfenders

Age of rape o; : Less than

21 years Don‘t Estimated numbaer

attempted rape victim - .21 years old or oider know I of victimizations
12-19 - 46%P Y 42%° 12% (2,163)
49%° 49% 37% 47%
20-34 - 39% .41% 20% (2,120)
42% 47% 58% 46%
35 or older ™ © 60% 26% 14% (294)9
o 9% 4% 5% 8%
Estimated number 43% 41% - 16%, 100%
of victimizations (1,985). . (1,887) (725) (4,577)

cRo percentage. .
dCo mn parcentage

bExcludn rape and attempted rape victimization by nonurangers and victimization of males.

Estimate, Based on about 50 or fewer sample cases.,may be statistically unrohabla

» \

findings, it could be hy.pothcsizcd that in rape and -

attempted rape victimization older offenders would be
less likely than younger offenders to choose young
victims. '

Rcfcrring again to Table 5, the data indicate that in
rape victimization lone offenders upder 21 were
slightly less likely to have raped a woman under 20
than were older offenders. Twenty-three percent of

: the victims of young offenders were young, comparcdg

‘and attempted rape attacks by mo
both fwe victims and the assailgnts were younger.

with 27 percent of the victims of older offenders. In -
attempted rape, youpger lone offenders were slightly
more likely to choose young victims. Thirty-four
percent of the victims of younger lone/ offenders,
compared with 28 percent of the victims ¢f older lone
offenders, ware young.

The data in Table 6 indicate simil tterns when
more than one offender is involved? although ir rape

Y ounger multiple offenders were as likely to choose

" young victima a3 older multiple offenders. For both the

" younger and the older multiple offenders, about one~

choose young ' victims,

" half of the victims were between the ages of 12 and 19

ars old. Thus, the victimization survey results do not
nd support to the hypgthesis that in rape and
ammpted rape older offenders would be léas likely

* then younget offenders to chooss yougg victitk. Older
" offenders were about & likely as younger offenders to
_ This may be due to the
i difference between rape victimization and other
'mulnve vnoloncc That i is, ‘because the violent crime -

‘;. ) /

than one offender

of rape has a sexual element, unlike other crimes of
assaultive violence, it might be expected that young

. women woild be the primary targets of rapists, rcgardf
+ less of the gc of the attacker.

1

Racg of Victim by Race of Qffender

The literature on rape shows that, like violent crime
in general, rapeis a highly intra-racial event; thatis, the
victim and the attacker are generally of the same race.
The studies that have used incidents drawn from police

files generally agree with this, but disagree on the extent

to which. rape is intra-racial. For example, Amir
(1971:44) reported that 93 percent of the rapes in
Philadelphia were intra-racial, 3 percent involved a
black offender and white victim, 4 percent involved a-
white offender and a black victim. On the other hand,
MacDonald’s (1971 51) study of 200 rapes in Denver
suggested that rape was far less intra-racial, at least for
white victims. He reported that black offenders in
Denver were more hkcly to attack white women than
black women.

One possible explamnon for this difference is that

"~ the task of es?xmatmg the extent of intra-racial rape

from police data .is confounded by police recording

bias i inthese'data. It has been suggested that blacksand: -

other minority women encounter difficulties in
reporting rape to the police because police do not
accord them the same legal rights as the rest of
saciety (Mlcxcllar 1975) It has also becnnluwted 3

kY
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TABLE 7 Reiationship between race of victim and perceived race of Ionn offender
» inrape and attempted rape viotimization, 26 cities aggregate®
’ . ' Rave of lone oﬂondup
) ‘ T - ‘
Blogh/ Don't Satimated ber
Reoe of viotim . White othar koW of vmknlzn:tm}om
Rape: ;‘I
White 42%P 57% 1% (4.871)
80%° 52% 37% 63%
Black/other . ' 8% 91% 2% (2.844)
NG , 10% 48% / 63% 37%
Estimated number + *29% 70% 1% 100%
of victimizations - (2,244 (6,331) (878 {7.662)
-Attempted rape:
White 54%> 41% 5% © {10,229)
. 84%C 39% 95% * 80%
Black/other ' 5% 96% 0% (6,714)
8% 81% 5% 40%
Estimated number 34% 63% 3% 100%
of victimizations (6,721) (10,603) (519)d (16,744)
gxcludos raps and attempted rape victimization by nonstrangers and victimization of males,
Ow percentage. - ¢
Column percentage. :
Estimate, bn}d on sbout 60 or fewer umpio cases, may be statistically unreliable.

that because of fear of disbelief black women hesitate
1o report to the police rape attacks by white men
(Curus, 1976).

; Victimization survey data can be used toaddress the
duestion of the extent to which rape is intra-racial,
Rape victims were asked about the race of their
attackers. Victimization surveys are not hindered by
* police recordihg bias; however, the extent to which

black and other minority women are more reluctant in

survey interviews to report inter-racial rapes than they
are to report intra-racial rapes remains an open
question.

C

The survey data indicate that aithough rape was
more often an intra-racial incident, there were
important exceptions to this pattern. Generally, rape
and attempted rape attacks committed by lone
offenders were more often’ intra-racial than those
attacks committed by more than one offender. Rape
and attempted rape victimizations were also more
frequently intra-racial for black and other mmomy
vicmm than for white victims.

Rape and attempted rape vnctimnuuom. by ione
and multiple offenders were overwhelmingly intra-

A
racial for blacks and othcr minority victims. The data
in Table 7 show the relationship between the race of
tone offenders and the race of victims/ As shown by the
data in this table, when a lone offender was involved, 9!
percent of the rapes and 95 percent of the attempted
rapes against minority race women were committed by
minority offenders.

The comparable figures for rapes and ‘attempted
rapes commitied by more than one offender (given in
Table 8) are 90 percent apd 71 percent. Thus, the.
survey data indicate that very low proportions of
minority women were victims of white attackers. kor
white victims, rape and attempted rape were
considerably less intra-racial. As the data in Table 7
indicate, when a lone offgnder was involved, only 42

_percent of rapes and 54 percant of attempted rapes

against white victims were committed by white
offenders. When more than one offender was involved

. (see Table 8), only 30 percent of the rapes and 48 -

percent of the attempted rapes involving white victims
were intra-racial. The survey data show that although

the vast majority of black and other minority women
were atucked by memben of the:r own race, white

s




TABLE 8 Relationship between age of -victim and perosived reces of multiple of-
- fenders in rape and attempted rape victimization, 28 cities aggregate®
- ' Py ﬂ;oujof multiple offenders _
' Mixed - Extimated number
Raoe of viotim White  Blaok/other reciel groups \Don’t Rnow of viatimizations
Rape: ’ ' h
WHite 30%° 48% 22% 0% (950)9
100%° - - 25% 87% 0% 38%
.Black/other 0% 80% 2% 8% (1,528)9
0% 75% 13% 100% . 82%
Estimated number 12% q 74% 10%d S%d -~ 100%
_of victimizations (290) (1,823) (238) (127) (12,478)
Attempted rape:
White ¢ 48%D 40% 13% 0% (3,260)
, 88%° 60% 74% 0% / 72%
Black/other 9% 71% 12% - 8% " (1,2400
6% 40% 26% 100% 28%
Estimated number 37% 48% 12%d Z%d 100%
of victimizations (1,858) (2,179) (680Q) (140) (4,601)
;Excludu rape and sttempted rape victimization by nonstrangers and victimization of males.
Row percentage.
dCoiumn percentage. :
Estimate, based on !bout 50 or tewer umplo casas, may be staustically unreliable.

women were attacked by black and othcr minority
“offenders about as often as thcy were by white
offenders.

It should be notcd (from Table8) that 10 percent of
‘the tape and 12 percent of the attempted rape
victimizations were committed by mixed racial groups.
" White women were victims of mixed racial groups
more often than were black and other minority
women. . v

Race of Victim _ ;

The relationship between the victim's tace and the
offender's race can also be analyzed from the
perspective of the offender and his choice of victim.
Genefally, both white and minority offenders were
" more likely to choose as victims women-of their own
race. White offenders chose white victims the vast
majority of the time; however, minority offgaders were
somewhat less intra-racial in their choice®8f. victims,
~ Thedata in Table 7 indicate that whena white lone.
offenders were involved in rape or attempted rape, 9

-

groups..

out of 10 victim,s were also white. The women chosen

by black and other minority offenders were not as
likely to be of the same race as their attacker. Of the
minority lone offenders, those who committed

. attempted rape attacks chose minority victims roughly

three out of five times. However, in the completed rape
attacks by minority lone offcrlders. the victim was

about as likely to be a white woman as she wastobea
~ minority woman. -

~ As shown by the data in Tablc 8, in rapes
committed by more than one offender, the pattern of
victim chpice was more complex. Again, groips.
containing anly white offenders overwhelmingly chose
white women as victims; all of thcnpel involved white
women; as did 9 out of 10 of the attempted rapes. For
black and other mindrity offenders who committed
rape in groups, three out of four victims of rape were
minority women. However, in attempted rapes by

~ minority multiple offenders, the victim was of the same

race in only two out of five victimizations. The victim
was white in 87 percent of the rape and 74 pemem of
the attempted - rape victimizations by mixod racial -

\
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TABLE 9 Time of occurrence of rape and attempted rape victimlu_tlon, 28 cities

Time of ooou":cm '

Vet Now M BEEY Gy tmeesn
Rape 38% 41% 19% 1% (10,330)
Attempted rape 39% -,  45% 16% 0% (21,820)
Total 39% 44% 17% 0% (32,150)

Includes those r
what time of the night.
A

;Exc!uo.o rape and attempted rape 'victimlntlon by nonstrangers and victimization of males.
ndents who answered “don’'t know™ as well a8 those who answered “at night” but d;ti not know

The above findings concerning the relationship
between the race of the offehder and the race of the
victim are generally consistent with what has been
suggested by the previous literature in this area. Rape
i¢ highly intra-racial for black and other minority
victims: only a small proportion of these women
reported that their attacker was white. Rape is also
highly intra-racial if-the attacker is white: the data

_contain few instances of white offenders choosing

nonwhite women as victims. The inter-racia! comr
ponent of rape and attempted rape victimization
shown by'the survey data consists primarily of rape
attacks committed black and other minority
-offenders on white women, and this trend is more in
evidence when there are groups of two or more
offenders.

Elements ot Rape and
Attempted Rape
Victimizations

Time and Place of Oocurnngc

Time
K Y

-Previous studies of rape have shown that it is

primarily & nocturnal event. It is believed that the
evening and nighttime hours are the most dangerous
hours for potential rape victims because of the social
activities that bring men and women together at this
time (Amir, 1971:89). o -

The victimization survey dawa indicate that the
b?lk of rape attacks in the 26 cities oocurred at night,
T

L)

*_

e reported time of.occurrence of rape and attemnpted -

rah given by the data‘ in Table 9. As this table
illustrates, although three out of five of the rapes and
attempted rapes occurred in the I12-hour period

. between 6 p.m. and 6 a.m., only about two out of five
occurred during the day in the 12-hour period between
6.a.m. and 6 p.m. Furthermore, 44 percent of all the
rape attacks occurred between 6 p.m. and midnight, a
period of only 6 hougs. It is clear that the evening and
nighttime hours were the high-risk hours for women in

~ the cities surveyed. : '

Place

) *j.ctims of rape and attempted rape were asked
where the incident took place. More rapes were
reported to have occurred in outdoor, publiclocations
than in any other locations in the 26 cities. The data in
Table 10 indicate that slightly less than one-half (47
percent) of the rapes and attempted rapes took place
outside on a street, park, field, playground, school
ground, or parking lot. The victims own home, or
close to her home, was the next moat frequent location
‘for rape and attempted rape. Eighteen percent of all
rape attacks occurred in the victim’s own home; an
additional 14 percent occurred near her home, that is,
in a yard, sidewalk, driveway, carport, or apartment -
hall. These findings are fairly consistent with ganorts of
previous research that have stressed that x is not
always a dark aliey, outdoor crjehe. Both Amir'y study

 in Philadelphia (1971:145) and MacDonald ¥ study in

Denver (1971:32) indicated that shightly over one-half

'See Appondm_é s0urce code 108. The survey instrument
uses the following cetegories for time of occurrence: the 12.

hour period between 8 a.m. and 8 p.m: the 8-hour period

betwaen 8 p m. and midnight. and the 8-hour period between -
midnight and 6 a.m ' .

Y



» Table Il. Compared wit

o ‘
of the‘rnpcl took place in either the victim's residence
or the'offender's residence.

Although the victimization survey results on rape
and dttempted rape show that these attacks occurred
more often ¥n outdoor locations than in the victim's
home, there is an indication that the attacks that
occlltred in the victim's home were more serious, that
is, more of them were completed. When the
completion ratio is used to compare the proportion of
rapes with the proportion of attempted rapes in the
two locations (victim's home versus outdoor location),
the data indicate thatthe completion ratiois 1.53 wign

~the victimization, occurs in the victim's own home,

compared with .80 when it occurs outdoors in a public
location. Thus, although proportionately fewer rape
and attempted rape victimizations occurred in the
woman's home, the relative proportion of completed
rape attacks in this location is substantially greater.
The high completion ratio.for rape attacks that oocur
inside the victim's home may be dueto less chance for
observation or interruption, or less chance for
someone to hear screams. It may also be due in partto
the ‘high percentage of weapon use in these
victimizations. This will be discussed later in this
report (see page 20).

Number of OffendeYs and
Number of Victims

Official police statistics; suclf as those published by
the FBI, do not classify scparately rapes that involve
more than one offender. Amir's (1971:200) study in
Philadelphia using police case files of victim’s
complaints indicated almost one-half of the cases
involved more than one offender. Of 646 victims of
forcible rape, 57 percent were viclims of single

" offenders. 16 percent were victims of pairs of

offenders, and 27 percent were victims of three or more
offenders. : S :
 The perceived number of offendes in rape and
atternpted rape victignization is given by the data in
Amir's study in Phila-
delphia, the victimization survey results in this table
show a Pghcr proportion of rape and attempted rape
attacks (8Kt involved single offenders. Approximately
three-fourths of the attacks (74 percent of rapesand 77
percent of attempted rapes) involved one offender.
Much of the literature on rape describes rape

.committed by more than one offender as a more

frightening, traumatic experience for women than rape
committed by single offendens. This, together with the
suggestion that the woman expefiences greater
powerlessness when more than one offender is

f

s

involved, leads to the hypothesis that in atiacks by

groups of two or moreffenders there would be a
relatively higher proportion of completed rapes thanin
attacks by single offenders. The daw lend some
support to this hypothesis. Completion ratios
calculated from the column proportions in Table 11
(see footnote(S) reveal that the relative proportion of
completed rape attacks committed by . multiple
offenders was slightly .greater than the relative
proportion of completed rape attacks by~ lone
offenders (.52 compared with 45).

The survey data in Table 11 also show that the vast
majority of rape attacks involved ‘one victim. In 9 out
of 10 of the rapes and attempted rapes, only one victim
was attacked. Seven percent of the total rape attacks
involved two victims, and 2 percent involved more
than two victims. ~ ‘

Thus, the victimization survey datd show that most
rape and attempted rapes involve only two partici-
pants. the victim and the offender. Incidents that
involved more than two participants more often
involved multiple offenders than multiple victims. This
is not surprising. Although previous studies bf rape
have suggested that rape commigted by more than one
offender is relatively common Within certain cultural

anf age groups, the evidence indicates that rape

attacks involving more than one vicfim are rare.

Weapons )

The means used by the rapist to accomplish hisend
may vary from*nonphysical force in the form of threats
to intimidation ,with a weapon to brutal beatings.
Poliee files that contain the victim's account of the
incident can include detailed information on the use of
physical or nonphysical force in rapes (Amir, 1971).

It is'not. feasible in the victimization survey to
collect certain information about rape and attempted
rape victimizations, For example, it is unlikely that a
victim- survey &ould obtain details on the violent
encounter df the vigtim and her attacker or on the

" modus operandi of the offender. They do, however,

collect information on weapon use by the rapist. In the
26 cities, survey interviewers-asked victims whether or
not the offender had a weapon (either & gun or & knife)
or something he was using asa weapon(forexample, a
bottle or wrench). -
The data suggest three general characteristics of

weapon use in rape and attempted rape victimization.

First, the likelihood of sompleting the rape attack was
greater if the attacker was armed. Second, in terms of
both the proportion of victimizations in which
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TABLE 10 Place qf occurrence of rape and attomptod rape victimization, 26 cities gdgre\gate"

4 | :
o . Place of oocurrence '
Type of _ On street, in pak,  Atorin  Nesr Ineide v Inside Vaocation home, Other  gEstimated number |
victimization . Plavground, atg b ‘own homs home commaerclal building®  office, taotory  hotel or motel Sochoo! place  of victimizations
Rape 40% 23%  16% 3% 0% 2% 1% 18% |\ (10,298)
Attempted rape 60% 16%  14%, 12% 1% 0% is 6%  (21,835)
Total: 47% 18% 14% 9)6 1% 1% 1 .9% (32.145)
;Excluo.s rape and attempted rape victimization nonstrangers and victimization of mates. e
includes on the street, in » park, field, playground, school grou or parking lot.

Cincludes inside commercie) building such as a store,-restaurant, jank, gas station.

>

TABLE 11 Perceived nymber of offenders and number of vi‘ctiml in rape and attomptéd rape victimization,

28 cities' aggregate® o

., Perosived number of offenders Number of victims
Type of ‘ More Don't Estimated number ' * Three Estimated number
victimization One then one know . of victimizations . One Two ormore  ef victimizations
Rape ‘ 7a%d  24% 2% (10,3300  9o%P 7% 3% (10,330)
_ -, 31%° 34% 48% 32% ~ 32%° 31% 37% 32% .
Attempted rape 77% 22% 1% © (21,880) 81% 7% 2% . (21,860)
e 69% 86% 62%  €8%  88% - 69% 63% 68%

Estimated aumber P 76% 23% 1%, 100% . 91% 7% 2%, . 100%.
' of victimizations ' (24,580) (7.287) (2239 (32,180)  (29,146)  (2,282)  (742) 1(32,180)

4

'Exeludu rape and mimm.a rape victimization by nonstrangers and victimization of males.
pLiciv

cow percentage.

dColumn peroent

Eatimate! based on abdut 8O or fewer sample cases, Mmay be statistioally unreliable.

e
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zation, 26 cities aggregate®

TABLE 12 Estimated pommuq“ of weapon use in rape and attamptod rape victimi-

v

Weepon uese

) Don’t - !uimiud number
Type of victimization Yeoe . No know of victimizations
Rape - 8I%P 22% 11% (10,330)

| 53% 15% 27% 32%
Attempted rape 29% ) 58% 16% {21,850)
47% 85% 73% 88%
Estimated number 40% 46% . 14% 100% -
of victimizations (12.967)  (14,881) (4,362) (32,180)

cRow percentage.
Column porcomnqo

b“xcludu rape and attempted rape victimization by nonstrangers and vnctamnullon ot males.

weapons were used and tl’ie type of weapon used (gun,
. knife, or other), rape was more serious than attempted
rape. Third, rapists used knives more often than any
other weapon.

Weapon “ug in rtape and a!tempted rape
victimization is given by the data in Table 12. These
data show that the offender used a weapon in
approximately two out of five of the total rape and
attempted rape victimizations. When the column

proportions in Table 12 areused to obtain completion

ratios, the data illustrate the first gencral characteristic
of weapon use noted above. If the attacker had a

~ weapon, the rape attack was more likely to be |

compl ted than attempted (ratio of 1.17). When there
‘Was ho weapon involved, the rape attack was much less
likely to be completed (ratio of .18). Thus, the data
suggest that in terms of the relative proportion of rape
attacks that are completed, victimizations are miore
serious when the rapist is armed.

 Victims of rape were confronted by armod
attackers much more often than were victims of
attempted rape. Two-thirds of the rape victims

- reported that the offender had a weapon. The

proportionate ‘amount of weapon use in attethpted
" rape was considerably less: only about one-quarter of
_ the attempted rapes involved weapons.

. The third general characteristic of weapon use in

- rape and attempted rape victimiztion is that when the

rapist was armed, the weapon most often used in both -

ﬂ]?I and attempted rape was & knife. The data in Table
- 13 ind

‘ icate that knives were used in rape and attempted
. rape twice as often &3 guns (60 peroent compared with

.~ 30 peroent). Weapons other than guns or knives were
. used in only 13 percent of all the instances that

involved weapons.

If the probability of the rape attack being
completed is related to whether or not the offender is
armed, it might also be related to the type of weapon
used. The types of weapons used (gun, knife, and
other) can be compared on the basis of the relative
proportions of rape and attempted rape when they
were used. Completion ratios calculated from the data
in Table 13 indicate that rape attacks have the greatest
relative  probability of being completed when the
weapon is a gun (ratio of 2.00). By contrast, when the
offender used & knife or ather weapon, the completion
ratios dropped to 1.06 gnd .92, respectively. Thus, the
relative proportien of completed rape attacks'is much
greater when the offender used a gun than when he
used a knife or other weapon.

Weapon Use by Place of Occurrence
o, )

Previous. research has shown that the means used -

by the rapist may be related to wherethe incidegt takes
place. The rosults of Amir's (1971:48) Philadelphia -
study indicate a significant association between the
place of the rape and the use of force: physical force

_ was used much more gften in rapes that,occurred

indoors, intide the ps nt's residence; compared
with those that occurred in outdoor, public locations.

Earlier in this report it was notad that there was a
higher completion ratio for rapes that oocurred in the

~ home. The data from the 26 cities indicate that rape

victims were more likely to face an armed. astacker if -
the incident oocurred in or near their own home thanif
it occurred in an open, public fooation, It oan beseen in
Table 14 that87-paroentof the rapes! that occurred near
the victim" hm m{ W p‘foint of thon that dcourred
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TABLE 13 Type of weapon used in tape and attempted rape victimization, 26 cities
’ sggregate® ' -
Yype of Wupon unrb . )
Type of ) : Esfimated numbaer
vigtimization Qun Knite Other of victimizatione |)
A
Rape ’ 37%¢ 57% 12% (6,936) .
87%%. 52% 48% 53%
Attempted /apa ) 21% 82% 15% (8,031)
33% . 48% 52% 4796
Estimated number 30% 60% 13% 100%
of victimizations (3.864) - - (7,735) {1,722) (12,987)
$Exciu rapi and attampted rape victimization by nomtrangc‘n and victimization of males. Excludes NON-weapon
pYictimizations and those in which the victim didn't know if'the offender had & weapon. ‘ _
. cSubcatoqoﬂu mMay total over 100 percenggbecause the offender may have used more than one type ob weapon,
dRow percentags. k
Column percentage. y .

TABLE 14 Estimated percentages of-'wupon use by place of occurrence in rape
"~ and att}mbtod rape victimization, 26 cities aggregate® .

Plaoe of ocourrence

On street. in perk,

Atorin Near

Weapon usage playground, etc. own home home _Other©
Weapons in rape: N
Yes 64% - 80% 87% 47%
No - - 22% 11% 9% ¢ 40%
Don’t know- _ ; ! P 14% 9% 4% 13%
Estimated number B | S
/ of victimizations _ (4,170) (2,373) {] ,538)d (2217
Weapons in attempted rape: , _ ' )
Yes $26% 33% 43% 18%
No 57% 56%  52%  64%
Don’t know 17% 1% 5% 18%
Estimated number | '
of victimizations

$Exciudes rape and attempted rape victimization
:}ncluou on the street, in a park, fiekd, playgrou

nonstrangers and victimization of mlﬁ K . _
rc school grounds or parking lot. S . e
ncludes inside commercial buliding, inside offioe or factory, vacation home or hot‘l/motol, school #nd “‘other”

dﬂnimc}o; bn«_i on about B8O or fewer sampie caves, May be sinink:a!i_y unrejisble.

(11,028) - (3,348)  (2,838)  (4,522)
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in the vicim's home, igvolved weapon use. By
contrast, 64 percent of the rapes that occurredin an
open area outdoors, an ares such as a street or park.
involved weapon use The same pettern holds tn
attempted rape victimizations, although the propor-
tion of mcidents involving weapons is substantially
smaller. In 43 percent of the attempted rapes that
occurred near the victim's home and in 33 percent of
those that occurred in the victim's home, the offender
used a weapon; whéreas in attempted rape in an
outdoor location, weapons were used in only 26
percent of the vichimizations. '

The survey data show that weapon use in rape and
attempted rape victimization 18 related to where the
incident took place. Both rape and attempted rape
vicims were more likely to confront an armed
assailantif the attack took place in or near their homes
than if 1t occprred in an outdoor location.

‘Weapop_l‘se by Raceeof Victim (

When weapon use in rapg¢ and attempted rape
victimization is examined in light of the race of the
victim, somgg interesting patterns emerge. There were
diffcrcncc%twccn white and minority victims in the
frequency of weapon use in attempted rape but not in
rape. There were also differences in the type of weapon
used against white victims and minority victims.

Table 15 shows the frequency of weapon use and
the type of weapon used in attempted rape and rape
involving white and minority victims. These data show
that the offender used a weapon in approximately
two-thirds of the rape attacks that were completed . amd
there was only a small difference between white and
black and other minority victims in the proportion of
the rapes in which theattacker was armed. However,
the pattern of weapon use in attempted rape was not
similar todhe pattern of weapon use in rape. A greater
proportion of minority victims were involved in
attempted rapes in which the attacker was armed.
Forty percent of the black and other minority victims
of altempted rape, compared with 20 percent of the
white victims, were involved in incidents in which the
attacker was armed. This is consistent with the finding
of Amir (1971:154) in Philadelphia that intimidation
with a weapon was found more often when the
offender and victim were black than when they were

white. -
Because the data indicate a higher proportion of

weapor use in attemptged rape for minority victims, it )

would appear that in terms of weapon use, attempted

*

FEPC VICUIMIZRUONS were more senous for black and
other minority victims than they were for white
victims. However, when completion ratios are
calculated from the proportions of rape and attempted
rape victimizgtions when rhe offender is armed, the
data can be given a different interpretation. When the
offender is armed, the completion ratio is 1.50 for
white victims, compared with .86 for black and other
minority victims. Thus, because black and other
minority victims were involved in a higher proportion
of attempted rape attacks by an armed assailant, the
completion ratio for minority victims is not as high as
it is for white victims. .

As shown by the data in Table 15, when the rapist
did have a weapon, there were differences in the type of

weapon used against white and against black and other

minority victims. For white victims, the weapon most
frequently encountered was a knife, which the offender
used in 7 out of 10 of the rapes and in half of the
attempted rapes. For minority victims, if the offender
had a weapon, it was a knife in three out of four
attempted rapes; however, it was a gun in three out of

five coxnplctcd rapes. /

Weapon Use by Age of Victim

The survey data in Table 16 point to a direct
relationship between the fgc of the victim and the
frequency of weapon use in rape and attempted rape
victimizations. As the age categary of the vidim
increases. the relative proportion of cases in which the
offender uses a weapon increases. This pgttern is more

“dramatic in rape than in attempted rape victimization.
In rape. the percent of victimizations in which the
attacker was armied increases from 57 percent for
victims 12 10 19 vears old to 69 percent for victims 20 to
34 years old to 82 percent for victims 35 and older. In
attempted rape the comparable figures are 24 percent,
27 percent, and 33 percent.

One possible explanation for the direct relation-
ship between the offender’ weapon use and the age of
the victim is that{with the exception of elderly women)
a8 women older they may more actively resist the
attacker; they may be more willing and more able to

fight back, or cry for help, or try to argue with him.

‘This would mean that a rape attack on an older woman
requires more force or intimidation by an offender
than an attack on a younger woman. The question of
whether the amount of resistance by the victim i3

~related to her age will be addressed in a subsequent

section of this report (see page 33).
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TABLE 18

Estimated perosntages of Weapon use and type of wupon used in rape

spd attempted rape victimization, by rece of victim, 26 cities aggragate®
: W tatee “ T\;pqof wupoﬁb
Don’t - Estimated number _ Estimated number
Raoce of viotim Yes No know . of victimisations - QGun ~ Knite  QOther of victimizations
Rape: . |
" White 69% 23% 7% {5.831) 22% 71%  11% (4,0414
Black/other - \6496 19% 168% (4,499) 58% 39% 14% (2,895)
Attempted rape: _
White 87% 13% (13.522) 27% 48% 20% (2,688)
43% 17%  (8.328) - 17% 74% 10%  (3.344)

Black/other 40%

;Excludu fape and sttempred ¢

Subcategories may totai over 1

victimization by _homtrlnoou and viotimization of males. -

‘percent bocquu the offender may have used more than one typc of weapon.

Estimated percentages of weapon

TABLE 16 use and type of weapon used in rape
' and attempted rape victimization, by age of victim, 26 cities aggregate?
Weepon usage Tvoe of b L _
) N Don’t Estimated number - vee Estimated number
Age of viatim Yes No know  of viotimizations Gun . Knlfe Qther ~ of victikmixations |
Rape: ~
12-19 57% 36% 7% (3,198) 37% 54% 12% (1,836)
20-34 69% 18% 413% (6,848) 40% 57% 8% (4,041)
35orolder 82% 4% 14% (1.286)°  24% 65% _26% {1,069)°
Attempted rape: ' - ' _ ,
1219 24% 84% 12% (6.757) 12%  65% 22% (1.641)
20-34 27% 57% 16% (11,860) = 26% 64% 10%  (3,187). -_
36 or older  38% 48% 17% (3,632) 21% B9% 18% (1,224)
a ' : gers. imi ion.of Ins. _ :
ggﬁe"."t"..&'z m‘t&m '1% v‘mm‘t‘m&mﬁm :33 mmuz:otd- mon"t‘t.\:: one type of weapon.
Estimate, based on about 80 or "‘::;W""' 08808, may be m«m_muy unreliable. _

<

There were also differences, by age of victim, in the
© type of weapon that was “'E in rape and attempted
‘rapd. As can be seen from the dita in Table 16, knives
_were used in 34 percent of the rapes against 12 to 19
Year old victims, but in 63 percent of those against
victims 35 years old or older. Other weapons were used

rape victims 35 years old or older more oftesf
were used against victims in the two younget

than t
age categories.

Weapon Uss by Race of Offender

.. Bocause black and other minority victims were
more often victims of armed attackers than were white -
victims. and because rape and attempted rape are
- generally intra-racial, it would be expected that black
and other minority offenders would be more likely to -

use weapons than would be white offenders. This

expectation is confirmed by the data in T‘abh 17

gy



TABLE 17 Enlmatod percentages of weapon use ;n rape and attempted apo vlc-

timization, by perceived race of lone and multiple offender(s), 28 cities aggregate®

Weapon usage . = _

’ . Don‘t ~ Estimated number

‘ Race of offender(s) Yee No : know L of victimizations
Lone offender: .

. Rape: | , .
White 81% 32% 7% (2,244)
Black/other 73% 18% 0% (6,331)
Don't know 17%  18% 84% (87)P

Attempted rape: Y / -
White 10%- 78% 11% (6,721)
Black/other 38% .39% 14% {10,503)

\ _
Don’t know 20%  86% 14% . (619)P
Multipie offénders: : .

Rape: -
White 45% 56% 0% (290)°
Black/other 68% 20% 13% 11,823)
Mixed racial groups 7%  10% 13% (238)°
Don't know 83% 17% . 0% (12'7)b

Attempted rape: '
White 21% 41% . 27% (1.668)
Black/other . 36% 48% 18% (2,179)
Mixed racial groups 8% 79% 12% (560)

\ Don't know | 0% 0% 100% (10#')b
bEchudﬂ rape and lnomptod rape victimization by nonstrangers and victimization of males. :
Eltiml!o based on about 50 or fewer sample cases, moy be statistically unu!lablo _ \

showmg the relationship between woapon use and the
race of the offender,

In rape by lone offenders, 73 percent of the
© victimizations by dlack and other minority offenders
compared with 61 percent of those by white o ers
invélved weapon use. dn attempted rape BY lone
offenders, 38 percent of the victinizations by minority
offenders compnpea’ﬁmh 10 percent of those by white
- offenders involved weapons..

) Similarly, in the attacks by more than one oﬁendcr '
" minority groups were more likely to use weapons than

~were white groups. Howsvar, the difference is only
wbuumhl in rape; 68 ‘percent of the rapes by biack
lnd othcr mmonty oﬁcndbn. compand with 43

peroent of the rapes by white offenders, involved
weapons.

Thus, black lnd other minority offenders, both

those who acted alone and those who actéd in groups,
were more likely to yse woeapons in rape and attempted

Mwm white offenders.

Wupon Use by Ape ot Offender

\ Tho use qf weapons in rape attacks can be
examined in light of the age of the offender in order to
- see If there are any diffmnm between the frequency

of wupon use: by younger and by oldor offandm The




data in Table 18 show the relationship between
weapon use and the age of lone and multiple offenders.
The data indicate that there were differences, in the
frequency of weapon use, by age of offender; however,
this is the case only when multiple offenders were
involved. When multiple offenders were involved in
rape and attempted rape victimization, the older
offenders used weapons roughly twice as often as the
younger ones (35 peroent compared with 28 percent).
However, in the rape and attempted rape victimiza-
tions committedbdy lone offenders, weapons were usod
by the younger offenders about as often as they were by

the older offenders (in two out of five victimizations).
Thus, the extent to which weapons were involved in

rape and attempted rape victimizations did not vary
consistently with the age of the offender. When lone
offenders were involved, younger offenders used
weapons as often as older offenders. However, when
more than one offender was involved, the older
offenders were more likely to use weapons than were
the younger offcndc;s. :

Weapons: Summary

 Some general summary statements can be made
about weapon use in rape and attempted rape
victimization in the 26 cities. First, weapon use
appeared to be an effective means of subduing victims:
the likelihood of completing the attack was groater if
the rapist was armed. Second, in terms of both the
extent of weapon use and the type of weapon used,
rape attacks that were completed were more serious
than attempted rapes. Third, knives were the most
common weapons used in these victimizations.

In addition, the extent of weapon use in rape and
attempted rape was found to be related to where the
incident took place and to victim and affender
characteristics. Victims of rape and attempted rape
~ were more likely to be attacked by an armed assailant if
the incident occurred in or near their own homes than
if it occurred in & location such as a street or park.
Black-and other minority victims of attempted rape
were more likely t5 face armed attackers than were
white. viotims, use of this pattern, armed attacks
had ‘a higher completion ratio yhen they involved
white victims. Weapon use in rape and attempted rape
had & direct relatfonship with the victim's age: as the
age category of the victims increased the relative
proportion of yictimizations that involved weapons
increased. Finafly, aithough weapon use was found to
be related to the race of the offender (black ‘and other
minority offnders were more likely to use weapons
than were white), weapon use was related to the age

of the offender only. when.twa or more #ffenders were
involved (older groups of offenders used weapons
twice as often as younger groups).

Thett and Attempted Theft
B

The information obtainéd in the victimization -
survey interview made 1t possible to determine whether
theft or attempted theft was an element in the ra‘pe
incident. However, it is not possible with the survey
data to conclude whether.theft or rape was the primary
aim of the offender. - o

A very small proportion of the reported rape and
atterripted rape victimization involved theft or
attempted theft. Only 16 percent of the total rape and
attempted rape victims reported that the attacker stole
something; an additional 4 percent reported that he
tried to steal something. "The amount of theft and
attempted theft varied with whether or not the offense
was & rape or an attempted rape, and al;o with the age

and race characteristics of the victim.
Although only 16 percent of the total rapes and

attempted rapes involved theft, there wasa substantjal
difference between the proportion of rapes involving
theft and attempted rapes involving theft. Figure §
shows the proportions of theft, attempted theft, and
theft of cash only in rape and attempted rape
victimization. It can be seen that theft was anclement
in 32 percent of the rapes, compared with9 percent of
the attempted rapes. This suggests that perhaps it is
casicr for the offender to steal something whenthe rape
is completed and the victim is less capable of offeting
resistance. - The reasons rape attacks are not
completed—reasons such- as effective resistance”
fighting or flight—may also be the reasons for the
smaller proportion of thefts in attempted rape.
Figure 5 also shows that when something was
stolen from the victimof a rape or an attempted'rape, it
was most often cash only. Almost 6 out of 10 victims of
rape and 7 out of 10 victims of attempted rape who
reported theft reported that cash only was stolen.

Theft and Victim Chancteriltics'

Theft in rape and attempted rape victimizations in

_ the 26 cities varied: to some extent with age, race, and
" income characteristics of the victims. The data in
Table 19 show the relationship between theft and the

Age of rape and attempted rape victims. As the daga in
this table indicate, in successively older victim age

categories the ‘proportion of rapes.involving theft .-

grows. Theft was an element of rape for 17 pergfht of
the. victims between the ages of 12 and 19/Tor 32
percent of the victims between the ages of 20 and 34,
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TABLE 18 Estimate

rcentages of' weapon use by paroeived ngo of lone and multiple oﬁ‘ondor(a) ln npc and -

attemp ¥pe victimization, 26 cities aggregate®
g \
‘ Ags of lone offender Agus of multiple offenders
n ‘ L : .
mm":udm :m ”mw 2‘.’:2 Total - am _21mw : '?..?&‘..‘ Total
Yos 42% a0% | 32% 40%  28% - B5B%  B1%  44%
No - BO% . 48%  34%  .48% - 57% 34% . 2%  42%
~ Don't know. | 8% 12% "33% . 12% 15% 1% 17% 14%
Estimated number = . \ ! - b | | o o
of victimizations -~ , (4} (18829) (7200 24421) (1.988) (1.866)  (725)%  (4,577)
- Exoludes Mmmm Iz
N OEgimets, '..'8‘..: on sbout 80 o e '*“mef:.*:z.um"mrm“mm ol
40 X .
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FIGURE 5 Estimated pircm_tagn_ c_;t,t_h_gﬂ, attempted theft, and cash only theft in rape and
attempted rape victimization, 26 cities aggregate* » . "
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TABLE 19 Estimated percentages of theft ln rape and attomptod rape vlotimiution.
- by age of victim, 26 cities aggregete®
Thett
Age of viotim  Bomething stelen Nothing stolen 'm
) Rape: ) T
12-19 17% 7 8% (3,198)
20-34 32% 8% (6.048)
36 or older 66% 34% (1,286)°
| Attempted rape: ¢ o :
12-19 8% 94% | (6.787)
20-34 8% 92% (11,560)
35 or older | 18% 82% (3,532)
S S T R T T

p
TABLE 20 Estimutod pcmntagu% theftin rapc and attomptod rape victimiintlon.
by race of victim, 28 cities lqgrooato
\ Thett v | |
Race of victim Somathing stolen Nothgvnohd - N ‘mm
Rape: . | S |
White 30% 70% : (5.831) \
Black/other _3596 . 88% - (4499)
Attempted rape: | | o
White 6% 84%  (13822) -
Black/other 13% 87% (8,328)
L SExclucies rape and sttempted rape victimization by n&mrunoon snd victimization of males.

* and for 66 percenmf the vncum: 38 or older. Snmnhrly,
although the frequency of theft W attemptod rape was

considerably lower than it was in completed rape, the

‘theft occurred primarily in attempts on older victims,
‘that is, victims 33 or older.

The amount of theft in rape and attcmpted repe
vicnmmuom varied to some extent with the race of

~ the victim. As the data in Table 20 show. theft was an

~ ‘elementin rape and attempted rape slightly more often
" if the victim was & black or other minority member

than if she was & white woman. In completed raps 33 .

© percent of thyf minority victims compared with 30
> peroent of the/whiw vic\imo, reported that something

was stoken. The difference i slightly groater in
attempted rape: 13 percent of the black and other

minority victims, compared with 6 percent of the white

victims, reportad theft.

If theft in rape victimizations il atall ulnud sither

tothe actual amount of money the victim has wi(h her

at the time of the incident or to the offendery
perception of hor wealth, it could be hypothesized that

theft in ra wouldincmuthovtcdmﬂnoomt
data give partial support to this

increased.
hypothuh The data in Tablke 31 indioats that the

‘proportion of rapes in which something was stolen
~ increases from rou;hly 2 out of 10 vtctlnu with an
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TABLE 21" Estimated percentages of thett in rape amz nn.'mpt«tnpo victimization,
by family income of victim, 26.cities aggregate
. _ : N . . ' , ,
Theft .
- : } Estimated number |
Family income of victim Somaething stolen Nothing stolen of victimizations
Rlpo:. v,
Less than 83,000 21% 79% (2,391)
$3,000-47,499 28% 71% {3.262)
$7,600-49,999 32% 88% (14260 |
$10,000 and over 43% 57% (1,899).
Not ascertained 41% 59% (1,362)°

Attampted rape; : 4/ | . -
Less thanl $3,000 13% 87% 4.611)
$3.000-$7,499 11% 89% (6.439)
$7.499-49,999 12% 88% (1.930)
$10.000 and over 4% 86% {7.337)
Not ascertained 10% 80% (1.633)°

;Exclddn rape and attempted rape victimization by nonstrangers and vlcﬂmiution‘bf males.

Estimate, based on about B0 or tawer sample cases, may be statistically unreliable.

~income of lesg than $3,000 to a little over 4 out of 10 of
the vigtims w‘r incomes of $10.000 and more. There is
lipde variatton in the amount of theft in attempted
r‘; however, the data show it is slightly higheg for
victimg, with incomes less than$10,000 than for victims
with incomes greater than $10,000.

Thef: S'umma'ry

Only & small proportion of rape and attemptod
rape victimizations in the 26 cities involved theft, This
suggests that the majority of these attacks were
essentially violent sexual assaults. The survey data
indicate some general characteristics of those attacks
that did involve an element of theft. First, theft is much

more likely\o occur when the rape attack is completed

than when it is attempted. This may be because the
relatively greater incabacitation of victims of com-

" pleted rape attacks makes them easior targets for theft. -

By somehow thwarting or escaping the rape, the victim
may be also preventing theft. S .
Second, although whether or not something is
stolen in the course of the incident appears to be
related only sfightly to race and moderately to income

characteristics of victims, it is highly related to their

~
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age. As rape victims get older, the proportion of rapes
involving theft increades dramatically. One possible
explanation for the strong relationship between theft
and the age of the rape victim is that theft may be an
important motivational factor in rape attacks against’
older victims, whereas the act of rape itself may be
more central when the victim is young: In addition,
older victims may be perceived to be more likelx to
have something of value to steal. _ '

‘Consequences of Rape and
Attempted Rape :
Victimizations

Seif-protective measures \

~ Previous studiey of rape suggest that the behavior
of the victim during a rape attack may influence the
outcome of the attack. The actions she takes influence .
decisions the rapist fust make, decisions such as -
whether or not he should try to complete the act andif
" 80, what amount of force is nceon‘nty to subdue her. - .

.



Whether the woman submuts tp the rapist, or resists or
fights him, can be a crucial factor both in whether or
aot the rape is completed and irf the amount of injury
the victim spffers..

The beBavior of the victim is also of legal
significance. Nonconsent is an essential element in the
crime of forcible rape. Statutes usually define forcible
rape with phrases such as “against her will” or “by
farce.” Because of satutory definitions, courts have
tended to define a&f rape only ipcidents of sexual
intercourse in which the victim' behavior clearly
manifested that the act was against her will {Amir,
1971). Thus, the victim's behavior has been considered
crucial in cstabhshmg her case.

The data collectcd in the victimizations surveys
contain mformmoﬁ on the victim's behavior during
the incident, The survey interviewer asked the vigtim if
she did anything to ptotect herself during the
incident.!® The survey results in Table 22 show that the
vast rgpjority (72 percent) of the victims did something
to protect themselves from their attackers.

One of the first issues raised by the victim's
behavior s whether her actions can prevent the
completion bf the rape. {t could be hypothesized that
among those victims who managed to do something to
defend themselves, compared with those who did not!
there would be a higher proportion of unsuccessful
attacks (attempted rapes). The data in Table 22
support this hypothesis.

Of those victimizations in which the woman tried
to protect herself, more than four out of five rape
attacks were not completed. By contrast, of, those

f-victimizations in which the woman did not use
self-protective measures, two-thirds were mmﬁlctéd
Completion ratios, comparing the proportion of rapes
: W proportion of a\tcmptcd rapes, illustrate these
ings more clearly. Victims who took some action
to protect themselves had a completion ratio of only
.23, compared with a ™tio of 2.03 for victims who did
not try to defeyd
rape attack, the victim who manages to do-something
to protect herself has a much better chance of
~_preventing the completion of the attack than the
woman who does nothing. However, it is important to
note that this finding alone is not sufficient basis for
advising potential rape victims-t
of seif-protection. As yet, the question of how best to
-prevent a rape has n gﬁnmut ansyer.

10t should be noted that the victim's use Of selfprotective
measures 1 the rape snd attempted raps victimizations
reported 10 survey interviewers should not be canfused with
the lega! slemant of nonconsent S

themselves. This suggests that ina

s¢ various methods -

Type of Self-protective Measures

Rape victims who reported trying to defend
themselves during the attack were asked what action
they took. Their responses were categorized by survey
interviewers into one or more of the® six _types of
self-protective measures given in lable 22 )

The victims who reported using JSelf-protective
measures most often reported one or both of two types
of action: almost half (48 percent) of the women
reported trying to get help, attyact attention, or scare
the offender away by screaming or calling for help;
roughly the same proportion (45 percent) of the
woman reported using or trying to use some type of
physical force, such as hitting the offender or throwing
an object at him. Roughly 3 out of 10 (29 percent) of
the victims who triod,to protect themselves reported
that they resisted without force, or used evasive action
such as running away. Approximately 2 out of 10 (22
percent) reported that they threatened. argued, ortned
to reason with their attacker.

Thus, the rape and attempted rape victims in the 26
cities tried @ number of different measures to defend
themselves. Unfortunately, because of the multi-
ple-response nature of the interview question, it is
difficult to disentangle from the survey data which
types of self-protective measures were more effective in
preventing the completion of the attack. Studies that
have addressed the question of the reiative effective-
ness of different techniques of self-defense have
produced mixed results.

In a recent study using interviews with 50 rapists
committed to & California mental hospital, Chappell
and James (1976) asked each rapist what & woman
could do to make him stop, and how she could
effectively resist him. Chappell and James noted thata
significant proportion (58 percent) of rapists admitted
not always following through with the-attack for a
variety of reasons, including crying by the victim,
evidence of the victim' altered state of health
(pregnancy or sickness), and physical resistance

{particularly in the form of attacks directed at the

offenders’ groins). However, Chappel and James
concluded that it is not known how far these findings
apply to the rapiat popuhuon atlargeand suggest that
only further ressarch drawing upon a much larger
sample of offenders can answer this question. =

Amir's (1971:166) research using police records in

“Philadelphia also looked at the victim's behavior in the

rape incident. However, Amir oategorized victim

behavior according to a scheme different from the one

used by victimization survey interviewers. He divided

victim behavior intg three types: mbm:mon(mcludmg
' 1)
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TABLE 22 !mma;od peroentages of use of seif-protective measures and tyge of salf-protective measures
used in rape and sttempted rape victimization, 26 cities aggregate : | :
© Use of seif-protective messures o | demmmdb o
Tvos of Estimated : Used or m\.ldn&oé mtogﬂ red od Resisted  Other seif
. omber . randished uee wipot  srgued, without  protective
vmntuﬂon vigtimizations No Yes  gunorknite  physiosl foroe sttention ~ reasoned - foroe T
Rape (10,330)  88%S  42% 0% . s6% 2% - 8% 3%
. 32% 67% 18% 3% 20% 22% 24% 596_ | 10% .
Attempted rape (21,850) 14% 86% 3% A0% . 46% 21% 34% 6% .
. _ 68% 33% 81% 87% 74% 78% 76% 956% 80% o
Estimated number 100% 28% 72% 2% - 48% 48% ‘ DA% 2% 5% |
of viéti_mizgtionq - {32,180) _ (8,927) (23.254k (599 L 110.390) (11,242) {6,118) (6.730) (1.278)*
;gxctudu rape snd attempted rape victimization by nonstrangets snd vidtimizations of maies. : ( ' , ”
. uboategories may total to over 100 peroent because victime may repon using more than one type of seif-protective measurs. .
JCoRIMN parcentage. - S . ‘
Estimate, based on about 5O or fewer sample 08ses. May be statistically unreliable. - X
’ »
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TABLE 23 ‘Estimated percentages of use of self-protective measures and type of self-protective
measures used in rape and attempted rape victimization, by race of victim, 28 cities
x .
lggrogatq : _
© U of seif:protective measures . - Type of seit-protective messures used® |
- - Estimated © Usedor . ‘Used or Triedto get  Thrsatened, Resisted  Other self-
Reoe of ' number of ' brandished trisd 10 use help or attract argued, or without protective
viatim : vigtimizations No . Yes gun orknife  physioal toroe attention . reasoned - forpe - Measure
- Rape: - N S . e :
, @' ; ¥ Whitq {6,831) b3% 47% 1% 88% ' 48% 33% 1% 2%
| Black/other (4499)  64%  38% 0% 53% 73% 17% % 4%
“Attempted rape: ‘ o ' ' - ' :
White (13.522)  15% 86% 1% 36% 4% - 21% a1% 7%
Black/other (8.328)  12%  88%  7%. 47% - B0% 20% 23% 4% \
Tota'l: _ _ : o ‘ : . \ ,
\ White (19,383) - 26% 74% 1% A 2% 45% ' 23% ; 36% - 8%
- Bleck/other ~ (12827)  30%. 70% 6%  48%  54% 20% < 19% 4% g»
S xcludes ubo and sttempted r:p.. victimizetion by nonstrangers and victimizations of males. .
. Bubcategories may total to over 100 percent because victims may report usihg more than one type of self-protective measure.
. . i ’ . . .
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verbal protest, expression of reluctance only, “young”
victim and “inloxicatcd"victim). resistance (including

victim screaming and; or attempting to escape), and -

fighting (victim putting up a strong fight, throwing
things, kicking, and o on). Because of this
classification of victim behavior, the victimization

survey results are not strictly comparable with Amir's

findings. The Philadelphia data show that §5 percent
of the victims displayed submissive behavior, 27

percent resisted the offender, and I8 percent put up a-

strong fight.

Self-protective Measures by Race of Victim

, Amir (1971:167) reported that in the Philadclphia'
study there was no statistically significant association

between the behavior of the victim in the rape situation
and her race. The distribution of the various types of
havior (submission, resistance, and fighting) was
imost equal for white and black victims.
The vicumization survey results indicate. how-
cver, thatin rape, but not in attempted rape, there was

a difference between white and minority victims in.

their use of self-protective measures. The data in Table
23 showsthe relationship between the race of the victim
and Her use of self-protective measures. White victims
of rape were more likely to report having taken
self-protective measures than were black and other
minority victims (47 percent compared with 36
pereent).

There were some minor differences in the type of
protective action taken by white victims and by
minority victims. Victims in both racial categories who
tried to defend themselves reported two techniques
most often: trying to get help and attract attention,
and. or using or {rying to use physical force. Black and
other minority onrtcd using these measures
slightly more often did white victims.’ White
victims were much more likely to report redisting

- without force (using evasive action) than were

minority victims, - - v

Self-protective' Measures by Age of Victim

Earlier in this report it was noted that as the age of
“the rape victim increases, the likelihood of facing an

armed’ attacker increases. Jt was suggested that one
possible explanation for this is that rapists may
perceive attacks on older women as requiring a greater

- show of force than attacks on younger women. This

raises the question of whether there is any variation in
the use of self-protective measures for victims of
different ages. ' " '

The survey data. suggest that the self-defensive
behavior of the rape victim was inflpenced to some .
degree by her age. The data in Table 24 show that the’
proportion of victims who reported doing something
to protect themselves decreased as the age category of
the victim increased. The percent of rape victims who
reported doing something to defend themselves
decreased from 55 percent for victims 12 to 19.years old
to 40 percent for victims 20 to 34 years old to 23 percent.
for victims 35 or older. Thus, the data indicate that as
women get older their use of self-protective measures
in rape declines. In attempted rape there was no
substantial variation *in the use of self-protective
measures for victims of differenppages, with a higher
proportion (86 percent) of victims of all age groups
doing something to prevent the rape.

© g There ‘was little variation by age of victim in the-
type of self-protective measure employed. (Data not
shown 1in tabular form.) Approximately half of the
rape and attempted rape victims in all age categories
reported trying to get helpand attract attentionand; or
trying to use physical force. Thus, the survey findings
indicate that although there is a strong inverse
relationship between the age of the victim and her use
of self~defensive measures, there is no real relationship
between her age and the type of measure she takes.

Self-protective Measures by Weapons

The above sections suggested that the older the
rape victim, the more likely she %as to encounter an
armed rapist and the less likely she was to try to protect
herself. These survey results suggest that in rape
victimization there may be a relationship between
whether or not the offender used a weapon and
whether or not the victim tried to defend herself. In
addition, it is a reasonable expectation that women
facing armed attackers would be less resistant than
would be those facing unarmed attackers. The survey
resuits indicate that the proportion of rape victims who
did something to protect themselves was influenced by
whether or not the asilant was armed. ¢

As the data in Table 25 indicate, in rape
victimizations the proportion of victims ‘who did
something to protect themselves was more than two
times greater in unarmed than in armed rape attacks
(68 percent compared with 31 percent). In attemptod
rape, the proportion of victims who tried to defend
themselves was also higher in those attacks in which
the offender was unarmed, although the difference is
not substantial (88 percent compared with 82 percent),

s
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TABLE 24 Ettlmaud peroenta M use of self- brotootm mouum in npo and! .

attempted rape mization, by age of victim, 28 citiea aggngm

e

Use of sell-prosective measures

Abe of vicum . | No Yeso \ ot viotimizations.
Rape: | , ; :
12419 ~. . 4B% . 55% - (3,198)
20-34 | - 60% 40%. (5,848)
36 or older - 77% 23% | (1,286)°
Attempted ‘rapo: ‘ . ’ )
12-19 15% 85% (8,767)
20-34 .y 13% 87%  (11,660)
35 or older 12% - 88% - (3,832)
Total: ‘ o
12-19 | 25% 76% (9.960)
20-34 R 29% 1% (17,408)

35 or older ‘ 29% o 71%° {4,818)

d (

;Excludn 18p® and attempted rape victimization by nonstrangers and victimization of males.

Estimate, based on about 50 or fewer sample casss, may be statistically unrolubu

TABLE 25 Estimated pcrconugos of use of ulf-protoctlvo measures in rape and
lt‘om’pt‘d rape vlctimlutlon, by offender’s wnpon use, 28 cities aggregate®

. Use of self-protective measures - .
’ ‘ : Estimated number

m.mponun | : No " Yee - of victimizations
Rapc . o
. Weapon used 69% 3% . (6,938)°
No weapon . 32% 88% o (2,227)
Don't know ‘_ T 38% 8% (1,168
A_ttomptdd rape: . ' N | o
Waeapon used | 18% 82% (8,081)
‘No weapon . 12% . 88% o {3.198) .

- Don'tknow o 14% . 86% o (3,198)

. e : . . «

:gnduqu repe md\;ttm rape vistimization by nonstrangdts and vieimiestion of males.

stimate, based on about BO or fewer semple csses. mey be Ketistioslly unreliable.
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TABLE 26 Estimated -pcrconur'u of use of self-protective measures in rape and
attempted rape victimization, by number of offenders, 28 cities aggregate®
< Use of seif-protective measures
Number of oftenders o . ' No Yoo E:,u m&‘.‘?“&;':‘
‘ Rape: o )
Lone offender | 59% 41% (7.691)
Multiple offenders CB1% o% 12,478)
Don’t know 100% 0% (181)P
Attempted rapg: . 7
Lone offender 11%. 89% (16,868)
Multiple offenders 22%. 78'% ' (4,808)
Bon’t know . 62% 38% (173)°
RExcludes rape and attampted rape victlr;c\izntion by nommnq;n and victimization of males. -
Estimate, based on about 50 or fewer sample cases, may be statistically unraliable.

Se!f—prote‘ctiv‘.e Measures by »Number of Offenders

" Given the nature and sefiousness of rape, it could
be hypothesized that there would be no difference
between. victims of lone offenders and victims of

- multiple offenders in the use of self-protective |

measurgy Alternatively, it could be hypothesized that
vicmﬁ;f:a?\'g-ch than one attacker would be more
frightened and consequently less resistant.than victims
facing single attackers. The survey datado not clearly
support either hypothesis. :

The data in Table 26 show thatin rape there was a
slight difference between the use ‘of selfprotective
measures by victims facing lone offenders and by
victims facing more than one offender (41 percent
compared with 49 percent). Rape victims of multiple
offenders were slightly more - lkely to use self-
protective measures than were rape victims. of lone
offenders. However, in attempted rape, victims of lone
offenders used self-protective measures more oftén
than did victims of more than one offender (89 percent
compared with 78 percent).

Seif-protective Measures: Summary

The victimization survey results indicate some. .

general characteristics of the use of self-protective
measures by rape and attempted rape victims. A large

4

majority (more than 7 out of 10) of the total rape and

attompted rape victims inthe 26 cities did something to

protect themselves. Most of these victims reported
screaming or crying fer help and/ or using or trying to
use physical force. Those victims who tried to defend .
themselves had a much better chance of thwarting the

- offender than women who did nothing.

-The use of self-protective measures in rape and
attempted rape was related to both victim and incident
characteristics. White victims of rape reported using
self-protective measures proportionately more often
than did black and other minority victims. Rape
victims who were older and those who faced armed
attackers were less resistant, Lastly, there was no clear
relationship between the number of offenders and the
use of self-protective measures.

The finding that women who-do something to
protect themselves have a much better chance of
preventing the completion of the attack might suggest
that physical injury to victims may be less witen they
try to defend themselves. However, previous research
indicates that thit may not be the case. For example,’
Chappell and James (1976), in their interviews with 50
rapists committed to'a mental institution, asked the
question, “What would push you to injure a victim?”

. Forty-six percent answered that struggling by the
+ victim would lead to injury and 44 percent said that

screaming would lead to injury. Theseare precisely the
tochniques: of self-protection most ‘often reported by

- victims in the 26 cities, Does the victim of rape or
attempted rape increase her chances of being injured,

wheén she uses self-protective meagures? The following

- section will deal with this and other questions relating

to injufy in rape and agtempted rape victimization. -
I | | 38
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Injury : .

There are two major components of the injury
suffered by rape victima: one iy psychological and the
other physical. The literature on rape suggests that the

psychological or emotional damage expericneed by the.

rape victim may be great; however, the victimization
survey does not attempt to obuin this information.

The information obwined in the survey does
provide a number of approaches {or examining the
physical component of injury in rape and attempted
rape victimizations. Rape and attempted rape victims
were asked if they were injured, what injuries they
received, if they were injured to the extent that they
needed medical attention after the attack, and if they
received any treatment at the hospital.

‘It should be noted that the survey findings on
hospital treatment of rape victims may be confounded

by the fact that victims of rape attacks, particularly

completed rape attacks, may receive one or both of two
types of medical attention at the hospita). First, rape
victims usually require examination ané may require
treatment of physical injuries suffered during the
assault, and this type of hospital tréatinernit may be
reported to the survey interviewer. Second; the police
usually require a medical examination in a hospital to
establish that a rape did occur. The emergency room
treatment picked up by the survey interview could
consist of this medical/ legal examination that is part
of standard hospital; police procedure for victims of

rape. The survey instrument does not distinguish these |

two types of medical attention. If a portion of the
hospital treatment reported in the survey is treatment

in the form of an examination for the purpoge of

establishing evidence of the rape, this wouid mﬂati the
survey findings on the extent of physical injury irape.

All rape and attempted rape victims who were -

attacked were asked in the survey if they received any
injuries. Tabie 27 shows e{dmatcd percentages of rape
and attempted rape victims who were injured. Note
that the victimizations in which the victim was not
attacked (those attempted rapes that were verbal
threats of rape) are excluded from ghis table. These
data show that although injury was aubstantially
higher in rape than in attempted rape, the majority of
rape and attacked attempted rape victims sustained
physical injury. Ninety-one percent of the rape victims
and 63 percent of the attacked attempted rape victims
were injured.

Although the sexual act itself may be incidental in -

the offenders motivation, rape is-a violent sexual
assault. The varieties of injury suffered by rape and
attempted rape victims can be grouped into two major

" categories: those directly associated with the act or

i

Anjurigs.

*injuries.

attempt of rape, and any additional injuries the vicum
receives. Additional injuries may be in the form of less
serious injuries such as bruises, black eyes, cuts, and so
forth, or they may be more serious injuries such as
kmfc or gunshot wounds or broken bones /Amir(1971)
and MacDonald (1971) tepotted  that 1!\( physical
harm suffered by most victims was primarily injury
associated with the act of rape itself. Although many
victims received additional injuries, a minority
suffered severe additional injuries--injuries such as
knife wounds or btoken bones - that would suggest
extremes of brutal and capricious violence, violence
beyond what was necessary to contain the victim. It is
important, then, to examine the types of injury
suffered by rape and attempted rape victims in the 26
cities,

Table 27 shows the types of injury reported by
victims -who were injured. The types of injury
percentages total to over 100 percent because some of
the injured victims rcportcd more than one-type of
injury. A large part of the injuries suffered were
directly associated with the act or attempt of rape; 92
percent of the injured rape victims reported rape
injuries and $5 percent of the injured attempted rape
victims reported attempted rape injuries. The
additional injuries reported were for the most part less
serious injuries; injuries such as bruises, black eyes,
cuts, and scratches were reported by 43 percent of the
injured rape victims and 63 percent of the injured
attempted rape victims. Few victims (less than 0
percent) reported physical injury in the form of knife
.or_gunshot wounds, broken bones, and Tnternal

Estimated percentages of rape and attempted rape
victims who sustained any additional physical injury
are given in Table 28. In thiscontext, additional injury
is defined as one or more than one type of injury other
than rape or attempted rape injury. This includes:
knife or gunshot wounds, broken bones or teeth
knocked out, .interna! injuries or knocked" uncon-
scious, bruises, black cyes, cuts, scratches, and other
Table 28 shows that about half of the
victims—48 percent of the rape victims and 46 percent
of the attacked attempted rape victims—— sustained
some physical injury that was not classified as rape or
attempted rape injury. _ :

- Briefly, most rape arid most attempted rape victims
who were attacked were u\?:md Injuries included rape
and attempted rape injuries, as well as additional
- injuries, Although a substantial proportion (about
half) of the attacked victims reported some physical
injury other than rape or attempted rape injury, most
often the additiona! jnjury was in the form of bruises,
cuts, scratches, and black eyes. These survey data on

Y
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TABLE 27 Estimated percentages of injury suftered and type of injury suffered by thoio injufdd in
rape and attempted rape victimizatipn, 26 cities aggregate® ot
> Injury . N i;,“' . “Type of injury suttered® B
¢ Estimated B A ted Knie Sroken bones  Internal . Brutess, - -

of . number of Not Total Rape “m M or.;qth or Itno‘:‘:db. black ¢ : Other

teation victimizations  jured  Injured  Injury . injury wound  knooked outt  uUNCONAORVS m?— ' N\lﬂl.
Rape | ' {10:330) 9% 91% . 92% 1% 3% 2% 6% . 43 13%
Attsmoted rape  (12,491)®  37%  63% 0%  B6% 2% 4% 7% 83% 14%

" .i;cludn rape and aWod_upo victimiuiioh by nonstrangers andd vlctimiu:ionrof males.

:E_xchmu those atterggted rape victimizations that were verbai threats of repe.
_Supcttogorén may total to over 100 percent because injured victims may ropqn more than one type of injury.
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TAIL! 28 Estlmaud poroontafu of rape md amm ted rapo victlms who sustained
dditional physioal ury. 28 cities m g
Type of victimization Yoo . No of wictimizations
Raps 48% \ B2% (10,330)
Attempted rape 46% 54% (12,491)C
. | Total 47% 58% (22,821)°
N \ f . !
bExchu repe and sttempted rape victimization by nonstrangers and victimizstion of males
Additional injury here means any injury other than rapd or attempted rape injury. This Inoludn knife or gunshot wounds,
.NJ ltz;jokm bogcp or teath knookod out, Mtuml injuries or knooked uncon 8. bruises. bam eyes, cuts, scratches and other
cixé[udn thosd :mmmod npo vtctlmkutlom that were verdal threats of rape. P

injury suggest that the element of violence in rape is the
physical force used to attempt and/ or achieve sexual
intercourse with a woman against her will. Generally,
it docs not appear to be violence in the form of

additional, capricious beatings, stabbings, and 30

forth

Medical Attention and Haspital Treatment

Another approach to examining physical injury in
rape and attempted rape is to look at the proportion of
infured victims who reported that they needed medical
attention after the attack. In this connection medical
" attention was defined as care given by a trained
medical person (such as a doctor, nurse, or medic)
ecither at the scene, at'an office, or at % hospital.:

Because by definition rape is a mbre serious sexual

~ assault than attempted rape, it can be expected that the

proportion of victims who reported necding medical

attention would be higher in rape than | in attempted,

Jape victimization. This was indeed the cdse. The
survey data (not shown in tabular form) show that 54
~ percent of the injured rape victims and 28 percent of
thé injured attempted fape victims reported that they

‘were in need of medical-attention after the attack.
Overall, 42 percent of the injured victims reported

needing medical attention.

- The raipe and attempted rape victims who said they
nesded medical attention after the attack were asked if
they received any treatment at a hosphal. The data in

. Table, 29 show the extent -of hospital treatment

* received by rape and attempted rapd victims who
- - nesded medionl attention after the incident. These data
" "show that most of the injured victims who needed
medical ammion receiveq some amount of tmtmen!

-

¥
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at the hospital; 59 percent received emergency room
treatment and 10 percent stayed overnight or longerat
the hospital. Thus, most of the ripe and attempted
rape victims who needed medical attention were taken
care of in the emergency room. As might be expected,
more attempted rape than rape victims who needed
medical attention received some medical attention but
no hospital treatment. Table 29 shrows that 40 percent
of the attempted rape victims, but only 26 percent of

_the rape victims, who needed medical attention said

they received no hospital treatment.

Thus, the data indicated that both in terms of the .

proportion of victims reporting that thby needed
medical attention. following the attack and in terms of
the amount of hospital treatment they received

‘victims of rape were more seriously injured than

victims of attempted rape. The remainder of. this
section of the report will fook athow injury in rape and

“attempted rape victimization varied with characteris.

tics of both the victim and the, incident.

Additional Inijury by Race and Age ‘of Victim

Above it was reported that about half of the rape
and attempted rape. victims who were attacked
received some additional physical injury; that i is some
injury other than rape or attempted rape mjury Most
often the addfional injuries were less serious injuries
such as bruises apd cuts, although the more severe but
less common injuries such as knife woundsand braken
bones are incidded in this catégory. The proportion of

victims reporting softe (one or more than one type of)
additional injury vari with both !he race and the age
of victims. -

Y
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. | TABLE 29 Estimated pomo:m of the ufum of hospital treatment received by
those victime who medica! attention following rape and attempted rape vic-
timizetion, 26 cities aggregate®

. Hossital treatment

' ' < Emergency Overnight Estimated ber
Type of viotimization None room only or longer of atio

, | Reve 26% 64% 10% (5,041)
Attempted rape 40% - 49% 12% (2,188)
Total | 30% 598% 10% {7,230)
*Exciudes ¢ and aﬁmnd rnﬁ: victimization by nonstrangers and victimization of mates. Excludes those victims who

Were not injured to the extent that medics! attention was necessary. .

R TABLE 30 Eatimatod-poroonugn

1}

of rape and attempted rape victims who sus- -
tained additionasl physical injury, by race of

victim, 26 cities aggregate?®

Additional injury®
Estimated number

Raoe of vigtim Yes No of victimizations
Rape:

White 54% 46% (6,831)

r' /other 41% 59% < (4.498)
Attempted rape:

White 49% 51% (7.217)¢

Black/other 43% 87% (6,274)°

;Excludn repe and attemptad rape victimization by

broken bones-or teeth knocked

out, internal injuries
injuries.

{ nonstrangers and victimization of maies.
Additionai injury hare means any injury other than rape or attempted r
of knocked unoonwﬂ:

Exciudes those amrﬁptod rape victimizations that wera verbal

injury. This Includes: knife or guashot wounds,

e
us. bruises, black eyes, guts. scratches and other

thrests of rape.

Table 30 shows estimated percentages of rape and
attempted rape victims (excluding those not attacked)
who sustained -some additional injury, by race of
victim. Additional injury was reported more often by
white rape victims than by minority rape victims (54
percent compared with 41 percent). Although the
difference is not substantial, the same pattern is found

“in attempted rape victimization. White victims
suffered injuries not directly associated with the act of
mpe or attempted rape more often than black and
other minority rape victims, I

Estimated percentages of rape agd attempted rape
victims who sustained additional injury are shown in
Table 31 by age of victim. The data indicate that non-

rape injury was greater for older victims than it was for
younger ones. The percent of rape victims gho
reported one or more than one -type of additional

-injury was much higher for victims 35 or older (66 . -
percent) than it was for victims between 12 and 19 - .
© yoars old (44 percent) or thote between 20 and 34 years
~ old (46 percent). Howevsr, in this table the estimate for .

. victims 3$ or older is based on,fewer than 50 sample

cases and may be statistically unreliable. In attempted -

. rape victimization (excluding those -not attacked)

additional injury increases only slightly with increases
in the age of the victim from 43 percent forthe 12to0 19
year olds to 48 percent for the 20 to 34 yoar olds to 5}

percent for victims 35 or older. - ' '
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TABLE 31 Estimated percen o8 of rape and attempted rape victims who sustained
additional physical injury, by age of victim, 26 cities sggregate®
Additional ingury®
Estimated number
Age of victim Yee No ot victimizatione
Rape: ¢
12-18 ‘ 44% 58% (3,188)
20-34 46% 54% (6,848)
36 or older ' 66% 34% (1,286)C
Anempted rape: . _ \
12-18 43% 7% (4,282)0
. 20-34 a8% 53k (6,167
35 or older - §1% - 48% (2,062)9
7
;Exclyg’u rape and attempted rape victimization by nonstrangers and victimization of males.
Additional injury here means any injury other than rape or attem od rape injury. This includes: knife or gunshot wounds,
m;m:.bonu or teeth knocked out, internal injuries or knocked unconscious. bruises, black eyes. cuta. soratches and other
giatimni, based on about 50 or fewer sample cases, mdy be statistically unroliiblo.
Excludes those attempted rape victimizations that were verbal threats of rape.

v

Injury and Self-protection \

As seen above, when victims.in the 26 cities did

something to try to ward off their attackers, it appears

that they increased the probability that the rape would
not be completed. Among those victims who used
self-pratective measures, more than four out of five
rapes wers not completed, compared with two out of
five among victims who did not use self-protective

asures. Because victims of completed Yape reported
_ injMy &nd the need for medical attention more often
than victims of attempted rape, this difference in
completion between victims who used and did not use

self-protective measures suggests that injury is less in-

victimizations in which the victim tries somehow to

protect herseif. : -
However, when injury is judged in terms of the

proportion of victims receiving additional injury,

different picture emerges. The survey data suggest that

physical injury may not be less when the victim does’

something to try to protect hersel{.
" Table 32 shows the relationship between the use of

self-protective measures and additional injury in rape -

and attempied rape victimization. The proportion of
victims reporting one or more than one type of
additional injury was much greateramong victims who

tried somehow to protect themselves. Among the -

U“)- :

victims of rape, additional injury was reported by 34

‘percent of the victims who didn't use seif-protective

measures, but 66 percent of the victims who did use
self-protective measures. The cotgparable figures in
attempted rape victimization are 29 percent and 49

-petcent. Thus, victims who did something to try to

protect themselves were much more {ikely to report
types of injury not directly related to the act of rape.

These survey findings indicate tha\_whc'thcr there is
more or less physical igjury resulting from rape attacks
in which the victim tries to protect herself depends on
how injury is measured. By trying to protect herself the
victim increases the likelihood that the rape will not be

. completed: however, the likelihood that the attacked

vietim will receive some physical injury not classified
as rape or attempted rape injury is also increased.’
] ' _

Injury gnd’Nu:h'b‘_er of Offenders

" The results of Amir's(1971:218) Philadeiphia study
indicated that ¥iolenoe, especially in its extreme forms,

was signifitantly associated with group rape. It would
seem reasonable, then, to expect that additional
injuries (injuries such as bruises, cuts, broken bones,
knife wounds, and other non-rape injuries) would be

reported more often by victims of pairs or groups of
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TABLE 32 !tﬁnﬂuud perosntages of rape and attempted rape victims who sustained
 additional physios injury, by use of seit-protective measures, 28 cities aggregate®
S .

. Additional injury®
Use of Estimated number
alf-protective measures Yee No of victimizations
Rape: * . N

Did not use seif-protective . :

© mMeasures 34% 868% - (6.948)

Did use self-protective ‘
measures 68% 34% , (4.385)

‘ Attempted rape:

Did not use seif-protective . c.d
_measures _ 28% T 71% (1,454)%

Did use self-pretective ’ p
measures \ 49% 51% {(11,037)

BExciudes rape and attempted rape victimization by n
Additional injury here means any injury other than ra

injuries.

rangers and victimization of males.
sttempted ru&o in;&ry.
broken bones or testh knocked out, internal injuries or knocked unconscioy

dEltlmm, based on about 80 or fewer sample canes. may be statistically unreliable. ‘
Excludes those sttempted rape victimizationg that were verbal threats of rape. A ™ .

N
This includes: knife or gunshot wounds,

8, bruises, black eyes, cuts, scratches and othes

3

offenders than by victims of lone offeriders. The

victimization xup'ey data do not support this
expectation. :

Table 33 shows the relationship between the

number of offenders and the proportion of rape and

L attempted rape victims who sustained additional

o physical injury. There was no difference betwsen the

percent df additional injury reported by rape victims of

lone *offenders and that reported by rape victims of

multiple offenders. Inattempted rape victimization, 48

percent of the victins sustained additional injury when

lone offenders were involved and 40 percent sustained

additidnal injury when multiple offenders were

- involved, Overall, additional physical injury was not

substantially related to the number of offenders
involved in the rape or attempted rape.

Injury and Weapon Use

Two competing hypotheses suggest relationships
between the rapist's use of weapons and the physical

_ injury suffered by the victim of a rape or attempted
rape. On the one hand, it could be hypothesized that
injury to the victim would be less if the offender had a

L

his victim. For example, research indicates that injury
to the victim is less in armed than in unarmed robbery
because the robber uses his weapon to intimidate_his
victims, not to harm them (Conklin, 1972). If the same
pattern exists in rape, it would be-expected that
additional injury to victims would be less in rapes and
attempted rapes in which a weapon was present.
The competing hypothesis is that when the
offender is armed, there is greater potential for injuty
to the victim, and this potential is realized often

-enough for proportionately greater injury to occur.

For example, the presence of a weapon may make the
crucial difference in turning an assault into a homicide.
The victimization survey daw in Table 34 indicate
that the relationship between additional injury and
weapon use depends to some extent on whether the
rape was completed or attempted. Among the victima
of completed rape attacks, additional injury to the .
victim was more likely when the rapist did not have a
weapon than when he did (58 percent compared with
44 percent). However, if the rape attack was not
completed, additional injury was more likely if the
rapist was armed. Seventy percent of the attempted -
pe victims suffered additional injury in armed
attacks.

¢ weapon. This would be true if the attacker relied on the - One expunut'ion for these apparently contradic-
mere presence of a weapon, rather than on a show of  tory findings is that the above hypotheses should be
physical force such asa beating, to frighten and subdue considered together in an explanation of the
°o IR E - ¥
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TABLE 33 Estimated percen of rape and attempted rape victims who sustained
~ additional physical _njury. by number of offenders, 26 cities aggregate?

b .
Number of oitenders z‘ Yos MNO lm
Rape: - -
Lone offender - 49% 519% {7,691)
Multiple offenders 48% . 62% - (2,478)
. Don't know 0% . 100% (161)°
Attempted rape: ‘ |
Lone offender - 48% 62% " (9.985)
Mui\tiﬁle offenders b 40% 60% . (2.441)d
Don't know _, 28% 72% (85)°-

2 4

;Excludn rape and attempted rape victimization by nonstrangers and victimization of males.

Additional injury here means any injury other than rape or altempted rate injury. This inciudes: knite or gunshot wounds,
lbrokon bones or teeth knockad out, intgrnal injuries of knocked UNOONSCIOUS, brulsss, Diack ayee, cuts, scratches and other
njuries. . - .

gEstimaty, based on about 80 or fewsr sample cases, may be statistically unreilgblg. -
Exciudes those attempted rape victimizations that were verbal threats of rape.

y

TABLE 34 Estimated percentages of rape and attempted rape victims who sustained
additional physical injury, by offender’s weapon use, 26 cities aggregate

. b. _
Additional i _
ey - Rstimated number

«| Uss of weapons . . " Yes a No of victimizations

Rape: oo _ . .
Weapon used - 44% 58% (6,9386)
No weapon s 58% A% (2,227)
Don't know ' 8% 44% | (1,168)°

Ammptod rape: ) \ _ .

 Weapon used 70% 30% (2,804
No weapon ' wix / Be% (7.7779

Don't know O 33% 67% (1,821)4

% gudes rape and sttempted rape victimization by nonatrengers and vloiimtmtgo of meles. '
\dditionel Injury here means any injury other than rape or attempted injuty. This includes: knite or gunshot wounds,
?rdun bores or teeth knooked out, internal injuries of knooked unoonxun, ulees, biack eyes, outs, scratches and other
njuties. Z : o
SEatimate. based on about 80 or fewsr sample cases, May be statistioally unrelisble.
"!M.thon sttempted repe victimizations that were verbal thrests 90 rape.
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relationship between weapon use and additional injury
in rape and attempted rape. Following the first
hypothesis, it is possible that the rapist who is armed
does not intend to use the weapon to injure his victim.
He has the weapon because its very presenoe and his
threat of using it is a way of forcing his victim into
submission. As seen in a previous section, when the
offender is armed proportionately more rape ajtacks
are completed than when he is unarmed. However, it
could be that if for some reason the rapist does not
succeed in completing the rape, he uses the weapon to
beat, stab, or otherwise infliot additional injury on the
victim. Following the secdf hypothesis above. if a
weapon is present the potential for additional injury is
greater. Thus, there is greater additional injury to
attempted rape victims in armed, as opposed. to
unarmed attacks.

Injury: Summary |
a

The information collected in the victimization
survey interview provides a number of ways of looking
at the physical injury suffered by victims of rape and
attempted rape. These indicators suggest some general
patterns in the nature and extent of physical harm
experienced by victims in the 26 cities surveyed.
Although injury was reported more often by rape than
by attempted rape victims, the majority of all victims

who were attacked were injured. Of. the injured

victims, rape victims were injured to the extent that
medical attention was necessary more often than were
attempted rape victims.

The types of injury reposted by rape and attemptc‘
rape victims were analyzed as fau.ix(int_o two major

categories, rape or atterapted  rape injuries and
additional injuries. Ninety-two percent of the injured
rape victims reported rape injuries and 55 percent of
the injured attempted rape victims reported attempted
rape injuries. :

About half of all attacked victims said they
received additional injuries, injuries such as bruises,

cuts, scratches, internal injuries, broken bones, €nife
or gunshot wounds, and other non-rape injuries. -
Additional injuries were reported more ofteri by white

than by black and other minority race women, and
more often by old¥r womeh than by younger women.
The sutvey data on the use of self-protective measures
and injury present a dilemma for those who would
advise women on rape prevention: although the use of
self-protective measures increased the likelihood that
the rape attack would not be completed, additional
injury was reported much more dften by bothrape and
attempted rape victims who tried somehow to protect
themselves. '

. _60-. |
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Although the additional injury sustained by
victims who were attacked was not related to the
number of offenders involved in the attack, it was

related to whether or not the offender was armed.

Among the victims of completed rape attacks,
additional injury was sustained more often in unarmed
attacks. However, among the victims of attempted
rape, additional injury was sustained more often when
the offender was armed. '

Intorming the Police

Researchers who have used police files have noted
that for a variety of reasons, many victims delay
reporting rapes to the police, Amir(1971:290) reported
that reasons for failure in_promptly reporting the

-incident to the police varied from fear of the offender
* or of parental reaction to the victim's initial inability to

report because of drunkenness or shock. MacDonald
(1971:93) adds that many victims delay reporting until
they have spoken to their husbands, boyfriends or
physicians. Some rape victims fear newspaper

publicity or courtroom appearances.

Because these research studies are based on rapes
reported to.the police, they can suggest reasons for
delay in reporting to the police, but they . cannot

Id

address the question of why many victims do not

inform the police at all. Estimates of the percent of
rapes actually reported to the police vary from § to 30
percent of the actual rapes committed (Amir, 1971:27).
Victimization survey data provide one measure of
victims' failure to report to the police: the data can
indicate the extent to which victims who report rape
attacks to survey interviewers have reported the
incident to the police. Survey interviewers asked
victimms if the police were informed of the incident in
any way, either by the victim or by someone eise, The

victims who did not report the incident to the police

were asked why it was not reported. Hence, inaddition

to providing & measure of the .proportion of rape
attacks that go unreported, the survey data lends
insight to the reasons why victims do not report rapes
and attempted rapes to the police. I

Generally, among those rape and atterhpted rape

 victims who reported an attack to survey interviewers,

the proportion who had also reported it to the police
was not high. As the data in Table 3$ show, in only 56

percent of the total Phpe and attempted rape attacks

that were reported in the survey were the police

informed. As would be expected, informing the police

wad greater in rape than in attempted rape. ghly
two-thirds (68 gercent) of the rapes were reportdd to
the police.compared with one-half (51 percent) of the
attempted rapes.

43
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TABLE 38 Estimated percentages of victims informing the police and reasons for not lnforminu tho | .
pollco in rape and attempted rape vlctlmlution 286 cities aggrogate’ .
. Reasons for not informing the potice®
Informing the police v . -
' Polics  Didn’'t went Private Dida't m:omd

m“of Estimated Police Nothing Not would not t0 take or  want Afrsid to .

iza- . number of Don’t not could Important wenttobe time: too personsl to m of re-. someone Other *

\ vietimizations lMocmod “know  informed be dorie  enough  bothersd = inconvenient matter WONS | wiss  resson

. \ nouen _ .
Rape (10.330)  68% 1% - 31% 23% 4% 14% 1% . 53% 14% 19% 7% 1%
Attempted ' : . -
~ rape (21,880) 51% 0%  49% 49% 15% 7% 4% 18% 6% 10% 12% 14%
Total (32,180) - B66% 0% 43% - . 43% 12% 8% 4% 27% 8% 12% 11%  13%

)

Ae xcludes rapo and amm.ptod npo victimization by nonstrangers and vicumtxmon of mates. . - o
dSubcategories may toul to over 100 poroom because nonreporting victims may report more than om Wiw the potice.
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TABLE 38 Estimated percentages of informing the police in rape and attempted rape
victimization, by race of victim, 26 cities aoqng-‘ e
informing the police
: Police Don’ Polio Retimated number
i Race of victim E informed Rnow ...m of victimizatione -
R.p., i ' . (/}/ - Y | e
White 62% 0% 37% (5.831)
Black/other - 76% 1% 24% (4,499)
Attempted rape:
White | 47% 0% 63% - (13.522)
Black/other 58% 1% 42% (8.328)
| Totat:
White 52% 0% 48%. (19.354)
Black/other. 84% 1% 35% - {12,829)
, X _ _
'Exc!udu 'rapo and attempted rape victimization by hommnoon and victimization of males.
TABLE 37 Estimated porcontagu‘of informing the police in rape and atf.mptod rape
- victimization, by age of victim, 286 cities aggregate®
N ) lnﬁw‘ the police
o Poloe Don't Police not Katimated number
Age of victim ! informed know informed of victimizations
Rape: o 3 |
- 12-19 69% 1% 40% (3.199)
20-34 70% 0% 30% (5,847)
36 or older 84% 0%  16% (1,286)P
Attempted rape: : - | | .
. 1219 - 49% 0% B1% - (6,768)
20-34 BO% . 1% 49% {11,560
. 36 or oldet - B8% 0% 42% (3,632)
Total: wﬁr _ |
12-19. . 2% 0% 48% (9.957)
20-34 . 8% 1% 43% (17,397
36 or older 85% - 0% - 35% (_4.81.8)
et rape cstrangers and vit o,
Fscites ape 47 atempted e ph e
RG-S e e
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* than three-fourths (76 percent) of the black &

Rape victims who did not report the incident to the
police were asked why they failed to do so. The
response given by the victim was recorded by the
survey interviewer as one or more of nine different
reasons for notinforming the police. The reasons given
by rape and attempted rape victims for failure to report
to the police are shown in Table 35. The reasons given
by Victims did not vary substantiaily for vigtims of
differeht ruces or ages. (Data not presented in tabular
form.) However, as might be anuczpatcd there was &
considerable difference between victims of completed
rape and victims of attempted rape in the reasons for
not informing the police.

I'he reason cited by more than half (53 pcrccm) of
the rape victims for not informing the police was that
they considered the incident to be a private or personal
datter. The second most frequently given reason for
not reporting completed rape was that the vietim felt
nothing could be done, there was a lack of proof.
Almost one-quarter (23 percent) of the rape victims
gave this as the reason for not reporting. ’

Considering the nature of attempted rape, it is not
surprising that the major reason given for not
reporting the attack to the police was that the victim
felt nothing could be done, there was a lack of proof.
Almost half (49 percent) of the nonreporting victimg of
attempted rape felt that nothing could be done. In
attempted rape. the second most common reason for
not reporting was that the victim considered the
incident a private or personal matter. Almost one-fifthy

(19 percent) of the nonreporting vxcnms of attempted

rape gave this response.

Thus, both the proportion of victims who failed to -

teport tn;/mudent to the potice and the reasons for
fallure” to,report are different for rape victims and
attempted rape victims, Reporting to the police also
varied to some extent with victim and incident
characteristics.

lnfonﬁin; the Police by Victim Characteristics

It could be hypothesized that for varioud teasons
victims of different races, ages, and marital statuses
would be more or less likely to report rape and
attempted rape attacks to the police. Thus, it is
worthwhile to examine the survey findings on the
relationships between informing the police and race,
age, and marital status characteristics of victima,

The survey data suggest that black and other
minority victims of rape and attempted rape report to
the police more often than white victims. As the data in
Table 36 show, in rape victimizations slightly more

.vé other

respectively), .

minority victims, compared with less than two-thirds
(62 percent) of the white victims, reported the incident
to the police. Similarly, inattempted rape, 58 percent
of the minority victims,compared with 47 percent of
the white victims informed the police.

In both rape and attempted rape, informing the
police increased as the age of the victim increased. The
data in Table 37 show that in rape victimizations 6 out

“of 10 victims in the 12 to 19 year old category informed
the police, compared with 7 out of 10 victims in the 20
to 34 year old category and more than 8 out of 10
victims in the 35 year old or older category. Fhe data tor
attempted rape indicate a similar but less dramatic
increase in reporting to the police as the victim's age
increases. The 12 to 19 year old victims and the 20 t0 34
year old victims have almost the same proportions
reporting to the police (49 percent and 30 percent,

compared with a slightly higher
proportion {58 percent) of victims 35 years old or older
who reported attempted rape attacks to the police.

Reporting of the rape or attempted rape incidents
to the police also varied to some extent with the marital
status of the victim. The survey findings show that
victims who were never married reported rape and
attempted rape to the pelice less often than did victims
who were married, divorced/ separated, or widowed.
As the data in Table 38 indicate, among the victims
who were never married, 59 percent of the rapes and 45
percent of the attempted rapes were reported to the
police. Comparable figures were 81 percent and 63
percent for divorced/ separated women and 82 percent
and 58 percent for married women.

Thus, the survey data indicate that informing the
police of rape and attempted rape attacks was
somewhat related to victim characteristics. Black and
other minority women, older women, and women who
were married (or had been previously marned) were

more likely to inform the police than were white,

younger, and never married women.

. lpfdrmlng the Police and Injury

It could be hypothesized that the more severely the
victim is injured, the more likely she isto report the
rape tosthe police. Above it was noted that victims of
rape were more likely to inform the police than were
victims of attempted rape. However, there is no real
relationship between additional physncal injury and
reporting to the police.

As the data in Table 39 indicate, victims who

sustained additional injury in rape attacks were about -

as hkel’ to inform the police as victims who did not
sustain Addmonal injury. In a\tempted rape. victims
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TABLE 38 Estimated poroontoouoﬂnformhg’ Ving thopollooinupund nmmmd rape |
. victimization, by maritel status of victim, 28 cities aggregate® = .
| Informing the potios

Marital statue of viotim N ' . informed m . ln’ovm':' a ‘wmmm;

Rape: o : . |
Never married : 59% 1% 40% . . (6.112)
Married B2% 0% 18% (2,133)
Divorced/separated B 111 0% 18% (1.869)
Widowed . 76% 0% 24% . @2

Attempted rape: - ' “ ' i
Never married A% 0% 55% (12,414
Married ¥ : 58% 0% 42% {4,997)
Divorced/separated ' 83% 1% 35% ' (3.674) - &
Widowed a8% 0% B4%. (851)
Not ascertained o B8%_ 0% 4B% (115)P

S, e e T R o 1 ot sngars and et of s /)
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TABLE 39 Estimated percentages of lhforming the pollccfhy rap’cv and attempted
rape v'ictiml._ by additionai physical injury, 26 cltiu_aogrogato_a '

{ - N
_Informing the police - | L
: Police Don’ Polics not ' Estimated ber
Additionsl injury® : informed know _informed « . of victimizations
Rape: , o _ | _ o
Additional injury ~ 70% 1% 29% ' {4,972)
No additional injury : 87% 0% . 33% ~ (5.389)
Ammptod rape: v - a
Additional injury 56% 0% 44% (5799)°¢

No additional injury o 83% 0% 37% - (6,892)°

bixoludes rape and sttemeted rape victimization by nonstrangers and victimization of males. ' -

Additionat-injury here means any injury othet than rape or attempted r lnwah Inoludn.'kor:g: o‘; g:mhot.mn’?:r.'

m’uon_m or teath knooked out, internal injuries or knooked u
“Exiudes thoss attempted repe victimizstions that were verbal threats of rape.

-
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who sustained additional physical injury wete slightly
less likely to inform the police than those who didnY
(56 percent compared with 63 percent). Thus, it
appears that additional (non-rape) injury was not
rolated to the likelihood that the police would be
informed.

Informing the Police: Summary

The victimization survey data indicate that slightly
over half of the women who reported rape and
attempted rape victimizations tp survey interviewers
said that the incident had been reported to the police.
Victims of rape who failed to inform the police most

. often said they considered the incident to be a private

or personal matter. The feeling that nothing could be
done or that there was & lack of proof was the reason
for not informing the police most often given by
victims of attempted rape.

~ The survey data also indicate that whether or not
the police were informed was related to characteristics
of the victim. Black and, other minority victims

reported more often than did white victims. Informing’

the police increased with the age of the victim. Women
who were never married had lower rates of reporting
than did any other marital status group.

Informing the police was not felated to whether or
not the victim sustained additional physical injury.

~

“Summary and Conclusions
» K4 .
In this report, victimization survey data from 26

cities were used to. examine the nature of rape and
attempted rape victimizations by strangers. The survey
results suggest a few general conclusions about
characteristics of rape and attempted rape victims and
their attackers, and about some elements and
consequences of rape attacks.

Generally, women who had a high risk of being
attacked were young women, women between the ages
of 16 and 24. They were most often not married (never
married, divorced, or separated), and their major

lcuvmes. like working or going to school, probably

took them awa'y from home a good deal of the time.

Finally, women with high risks of being rape or

attempted rape victims were more often from the lower
income levels. It appears that these women were in
high risk situations more often than higher income,
older, married o widowed women, or those who were
keeping house g retired.

‘The most dangerous hours for potential rape and -,

attempted rape victims were between 6:00 p.m. and
midnight. The dangerous jocations were open publxc
areas, such ns streets or. parks

Rgpe and attempted rape victims were usually
victims of men of their own race, and men perceiyed to
be 21 years old or older. The majority of the offenders
were alone and chose lone victima. More often than
not, the rapist was unarmed. Howayer, when hedid use

> 4 weapon it was an effective means of intimidation: the””™ . -

rapc was generally comblctcd if tho offender was
armed.

Although the survey data cannot be used toaddress .
the question of whether the rape is primarily violence
or sex in the minds of the offenders, some insight into
the naturc of rape attacks is given by the survey results
on-injury and theft in rape and attempted rape
victimizations. More rape than attempted rape victims
reported injury, and of the injured victims, rape
victims needed medical attention more often than did
attempted rape victims. Additional injury, injury not

- classified as rape or attempted rape injury, was mostly

in the form of less severe injuries such as bruises, cuts,
and scratches. Few injured victims reported broken
bones, knife wounds, or other injuries that would have
suggested more brutal physical assaults. In addition, -
theft was an element in only a small minority of rape
and attempted rape victimizations. When something
was stolen, it was most often cash and most often
stolen from victims of completed rape attacks. This ~
suggests that theft may be secondary in most rape

_attacks.

Most victims wecsd not submissive. The vast
majority of the victims did something to protect
themselves: usually they fought back or cried for help.
The victim's use of self-protective measures appeared
to be effective in preventing the completion of the
attack. However, victims who used self-protective
measures received additional injuries more often than
did those who didnt use self-protective measures.

The survey findings also suggest that a low
.proportion of rape and attempted rape victims re
the incident to the police. Although rape attackffh
were completed were reported to the police much more
often than attempted rapes, overall, only about
one-haif of the total rape and attempted rape
victimizations were reported. Most often rape victims
‘who failed to inform the police said they felt that
‘nothing could be done or that the incident was a
private or personal matter. '

" 'Some of the major elements in rage victimization
were related to the victim’s age and race. Most victims
were young, and as the woman's age increased, her risk
of being raped declined markedly. However; although
women 35 years old or older experiericed a lower risk.
of being victims of rape atiacks, if attacked, they were
more often victims of armed offenders and-appeared to
be more seriously injured. Victims 35 or older leu
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often usod self-protective measures and more oﬁZ
informed the police. They also experienced theft in
' rape victimizations *more often than did younger
victims; this suggests that the rape may be secondary to
the theft when older women are attacked.

Black™Nand other minority women generally
experienced a higher risk, of being raped. However,
white women between the ages of 12 and 19 had a
higher rate of attempted rape than did black and other
minority race women in the same age group. Black and
other minority women were more often involved in
atiacks in which the offender used a weapon:.and also
experienced theft slightly more often than d
victims. White victims reported the incident to the
police less often.

Moest victims whodid not report the attack to the
polive said cither that they feit it wasa personal matter
or that they felt nothing could be done. Perhaps those
rape prevention programs that encourage greater and
more prompt reporting by victims should deal with
these isswes. In addition, the indication that many
non-reporting victims felt that nothing could be donk,
that there was a lack of proof, may also say something
abouf the rape victim's perception of the police and
their treatment of rape cases.

The survey findings have implications for rape
prevention. Some are more obvious than others, A
young woman, alone inan open public area at night iy
in a potentially dangerous situation. Because few rape
victimizations involve more than one victim, one
suggestion (perhaps upresdistic in many circum-
stances) is that young women should avoid being out at
night alone. h :

\szﬂy_hjtc ’

’

Other findings are less obvious. The survey data

indicated a relationship between the victim' use of -

self-protective megsures and the amount of injury she
sustained. This relationship has implications for those,
who would advise potential rape victims on techniques
of seclf-defense. When a woman did something to

protect herself (including things like screaming,

funning away, fighting back), although she apparently
increased. the pWlbability that the rape would not be
completed,. she also apparently increased her chances
of receiving ional (non-rape) injuries, injuries

such as bruises, cuts, broken bones, and so forth. These
survey findings might be interpreted by some to’

suggest that in order to lessen the physical injury in
rape attacks, women need training in better, more
effective means of self-defense. However, it should be
stressed that the isue is not that clear-gut.

There are constraints on the amount and nature of
informatton that it is feasible to collect in large-scale
surveys such as the victimization surveys conducted in
the 26 cities. As a result, there are many questions
about rape that it was not possible to address with
victimization survey data. For example, the profile of
rape offenders given by the survey data is limited to
characteristics that can be perceived by viclims,
characteristics such as age, race and number of
offenders. Similarly, in this report the analysis of the
means used by offenders was restricted to an
examination of the extent of weapon use and type of
weapon use. Quly further study can answer the m#W
rmaining questidms gbout the crime of rape, rape
offenders, and their victims. There is a special need for
a much closer examination of the relatianship between
the victim’s use of self-protective measures and the

injury she suffers.
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The interpersonal relationship between the rape
victim and offender has been the subject of Fuch
concernin rape research. Partof this concern is related
to the suggestion that the rape victim may have a role
in‘precipitating the rape event. (See Amir, 1971 JMore
often, the ‘focus is an attempt 1o understand the
offender’s motivations or choice of victim, to study
vichm proneness or vulnerability, or to identify

potentially dangerous relationships or situations.

- The results _of Amir's (1971:243) research in
Philadelphia indicated that roughly 42 percent of the
rapes involved offenders who were complete strangers
to phe victim; an additional 10.percent involved
offenders of whom the victim had only general
knowledge. Thus; slightly over half of the rapes studied
were attacks by strangers. The remaining 48 peércent of

“the incidents involved acquaintances (14 percent),

close neighbors (19. percent), friends or boviriends (I}
percent), or relatives {2 percent). By comparison,
MacDonald’s {1971:78) study of rape in Denver
revealed that 60 percent of the victims were raped by
strangers, 17 percent by casual acquaintances, 12
pergent by friends, and 10 percent by relatives,
employers, or other nonstrangers. -

The survey data from the 26 cities revealed that 82
percent of the rapes reported to survey interviewers
involved strangers, attackers who were either complete
strangers or known by sight only. The remaining 18
percent of the reported rapes tnvolved offenders who
wete cither casual acquainznccs of the victim or well
known, the latter including relatives.

The victimization sutvey results probably under-
estimate the proportion of rapes that were committed :

by nonstrangers. The results of the San Jose feasibility
study conducted by thd Bureau of the Census for
LEAA indicated that in survey interviews, kriown
victims (victims who had reported rape attacks to the
police) reported rape by strangers ~ to  survey
interviewers much more ofter than rape by non-
strangers. Eighty-four percent of thy known rapes
committed byaetrangers, compared with 54 percent of
those cammitted by nonstrangers, were reported to

survey 'inverviewers. When weighting factors derived’

from these reporting percentages are applied to the
rape data from the 26 cities, the results suggest that 74
percent of the rapes in the cjtids surveyed arc rapes by
strangers and 26 percent are rapes by known
Assailants. However, nothing is known about those

/
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APPENDIX A Rape Involving Nonstrangers

rapes reported neither to the police or to the survey
interviewers. ' ¥

Becguse of the extent of nonreporting of rapes
committed by nonstrangers and the problem of small
numbers and resultant unreliability in the nonstranger
rape data, the bulk of this report dealt only with those
rapes committed by offenders who were strangers to
the victim. This appendix will briefly highlight the
survey findings on rape by nonstrangers.

Intra-racial Rape .

Rapes that involved nonstrangers were much more
highly intra-racial than were stranger-to-stranger
rapes. This was true for rape victimizations by lone
offenders and by more than one offender and Jor
victims of both racial categories. Black and other
minority victims of rapes committed by nonstrangers
were always the victims of offenders of the same racial
category. ' '

Place

Most victims of nonstran‘gcrs were raped in their
own homes. Compared- with stranger-to-stranger,
victims of honstrangers were raped more than twice as _
often in their own hames and less than one-half as_.
often in open, public locations such as streats or parks.

Number of Participants

Rapes by nonstrangers more often involved single
attackers than did stra nger-to-stranger rapes and aiso
more often involved only one victim.

Weapons

Victims of rapes nitted by nonstrangers were
less often.involved in iN@Hents in which the attacker
used a weapon than were victims of gtrangers. Victims
of nomstrangers were raped by armed attackers less ..

. than half as often as were victims of strangers.

Self-protective Mehsures
Rape victims of nohstrangers did something to
protect themselves as often as did stranger-to-stranger.
victims. Roughly seven-tenths of*toth ty{m of victims
" 7 | 51
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Yeported using some type of‘lf protomvc measure.
Victims of rapes committed by nonstrangers also took

the same actions to prevent the completion of the-

attack, Most victims either screamed or called for help,
or tried to use physical force of some kind.

injury

When physical injury is measured in terms of the
proportion of completed rapes compared with the
proportion of attempted rapes, there is no difference
between injury suffered by victims of strangers and
injury suffered by victims of nonstrangers. Roughly
one-third of the attacks were rapesand two-thirds were
attempted rapes for both victims of strangers and of
nonstrangers.

However, when phys:cal injury is measured in
terms of the propmrtion -of victims who reported
needing medical attention following the attack, there

- was less injury in rape attacks by nonsmngers l\

_should be noted that the smaller proportion of victims
of nonstrangers receiving medical attention following
the attack ‘possibly has nothing to do with actual
physical injury. Because they may be more refuctant to
inform the police, rape victims of nonstrangers may
less often undergq medical examinations for legal
reasons. This would result in nonstranger victims
having a smaller proportion reportiTig that they needed
medical attention following the attack. >

informing the Police

Victims raped by noffstrangers informed the police
" of the dttack less often than did victims of strangers.
The ‘proportion of victims of nonstrangers who
* reported the rape attack to the police was about
one-fifth less than the proportion of victims of
strangers who reported.

Fhe indication that victimsof nonstrangers report -

rapes to the police less often than victims of strangers is
congruent with their lower rate of reporting ta survey
interviewers. Thia finding also lends some support to
the above suggestion that victims of nonstrangers may
Igsd often receive thedical/legal examinations follow-
ing the rape attack.

very different from t

Rape victims of nonstrangers, compared with
victims of strangers, more often gave as the reason for
not reporting the incident to the police that it was a
private or pcnoml matter.

)

Thett
vJ ’

Theft was not often an eclement in the rape
victimizations by strangers; it waseven lessoftena part
of those by nonstrangers. Something was stolen from
the victim in roughly one-twelfth of the rapes by
nonstrangers, comparod with one-sixth of the rapes by
strangers.

The survey findings on thc differences between
stranger and nonstranger rape support the view that
the relationship betwoen the victim and the offender is
a critical element in rape victimizations. Victims who
are raped by men they know are more often raped by
lone offenders and members of their own race; they are
more often attacked in their own homes; and they are
less likely to be threateried by weapons or-to have

* something stolen from them.

Although it ight be suggested that victims of

. _nonstrangers wollld be less resistant than victims of

strangers, the survey results do not support this

‘hypothesis. Victimssof nonstrangers were about as -

likely to use self-protgctive measures as victims of
strangers. Amirs (1991:246) study of rape, using

incidents from police files in Philadelphia, also -

suggested that the behavior of the victim is similar in
stranger and nonstranger rape. The victimization

~survey results are in agreement with other findings

from Amir's (1971:243, 248) research, for example,
that single attackers are more common in nonstranger
rape and that intimidation with @ weapon was less
hkcly when the offender was known to the victim.’
As woyld be anticipated, victims who were raped

by nonstrangers mforjned the police less frequently
and more often consi ered the mcndem a private or

personal matter.

“Togethes these ﬁndmss suggest that rap_e attacks
involving participants known to each othér may be
involving strangers. Thus,
the study of thy victim-offender mlatlbnshnp is crucml

in undemapdmg rape,
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N 1. Yes .- Layo! li;
Noven Zy
]
’
.
\ -
’
>
«
3
"
[ 3 -
~N
v - .
& . . !
.
k4
RS Poge l ¢




Q

“-ERIC

Aruitoxt provided by Eic: 5 .

C b i g WOULIMOLD ICHETN QUTSTIONS [T T
2. Mow I'd like %o ook some wottions shoyt e n--: 32, Did enyone teke somethin hl&'ln CUIYer Mew maa
trime. They rater only so the lost 12 meaths . et 0 you 07 %0 ony mombes o’oﬁu hovaeheld, : Ymas?
+ . ) irem o '!.‘g. whero you ot they wore EEREE™™
AT oA rerily shaying, sueh os o-frisnd's o X
"h""' T | | refafive’s ‘mo :‘“oi o motel, or ‘
Outing the lest 12 manths, did sayene bresk | , 0 yotetion heme?
inte or somshow illegally got inte you: - . + SRy
{eportment home), gurege, o/ snether building T T T 33 What was the iatel aumber of meter . @’)
on your prepurty? vohlieles (cots, trvoks, otc.) owned by :
- . 87 ony ather member of this howsohold .0 Nong -
X. (Other thea the ingidear(s) jvet mentioned) HO1Yes  ew masy m.. the lea? 12 menthy? | SXIP o 38
O1d you find o 4602 [immied, o teeh lorced, . L 1 . -
&1 ey ether 1igay ot on ATTENPYRD e PR
breek (a? . * RN
RIS
. . ) ) 141400 mote
o 34. Did sayene sieal, TRY te treal, or woe TV Now ey
31, Was saything ot ol srolen et iy bept 1 Eves - vew aey (1t/eny of them) withaut permission? ;, . time el
Sutside your hame, or happenad 1o be lokt ) Hepe? \ e
out, uc{ s 8 biaycie, o gardon hase, or 1 - : e
lowa furnityre? (ﬂ‘u hen apy incidents : 3. Did eayene steal o TRY to sronl port T Yes . Hew many b
olreedy mentioned) of (it sy of them), sveh o1 ¢ bettery, , tmas?
N T hebeops, topu-daek, ote.? . L TRe
] * 1
T T R INDIVIDUAL, SCRERN QUEITIONT R
3. The letlewing questions refer only 1o things TTIYes - ew mony | 46, O4d you tind say evidenco thet semoens U TYes New many
thet hepponed 1o you during the loss 1) menths - theee) TEMPYRO to stoal something thet . Hmee?
. 14 N
borwoon LT __ead 197 ke 3 :.h‘m'.!,l:;d;.*" than say ineidents [ ime
0:d you heve your fpackot piched Puree /5 :
hod)? . !
saetchod) R G NN : e
3. Ord snyone tehe semething {olse) directiy Tivey - wewmaag | 47. Did yav ¢ ice duting the legs 12 ! 5
tram you by vsing forco, sueh o3 by e X e ? monthy te thing thet heppened ' -
ttickvp, mugging or threat? . you whieh pht wos » crime? o
o e aoh count aaY <otls made o the '
: oggeming the incideats you - .
‘ el d me obeyt.) ! I
M. D1d enyene TRY 1o reb you by viing ferce vey D ["1No - SKIP 10«4 : .
o threstoning to harm you® (other then e .I
ony rncionty olroedy montioned) FIYer - Whet heppened? Z
3. 0id enyane beot You vp, stteck yav or hit AN N : . : [:._'.[._J
ov, with semething, such o3 o rochk o : TEITTIT s e e Cot [y
other than ony incidents oliesdy mort Mo ! L___l__]
. T - _.1/ )
. . A S SR )
40. Wore you knifed, thet o, o1 e with \) Y08 - wow many Look at 47, Was HH member 1ver wew neny
seme other woepon by eny thee : timee? i N ! timea? ,
" them ey iaeideniy olreedy m b . 2+ attacked or theaatoned, or .' N
1 1ne . CHECK wax something stolen of an o
‘ itamc Attempt made 1o steal tomething | W {
) e that belonged 1o him? X ! N
41. 0id enysne THREATEN 1o beoot you vp er Lo Ives - e wany .. A . -
THRBATEN you with o knite, .;m, o seme : thoes? » . | T
. other wespan, NOT taelvding telnphone e | | <
theeuts? (athe: thea ony incidents ofrnedy . P “. ?;‘.;:::: :, '“'.:’Y:: ’:“"::"'“"":" :“:,}l::' :
mentiened) ; bt Hd NOT report tu the petice! tother '
. e TN then ey incidents olresdy montioned) v
42. Did enyene TRY t4 ottack You in seme L IYeE - Wew . P !
other woy? {other then eny incidenty elreedy ! !M’w [ No.— 3KIP to Check Item E,
mentioned) ik 1 71Y03 '~ What happoned? ;
0 . . H
_ . . . N S ) h T ;@l"[‘j ~
“43. During the tesr 12 menths, did anyone sted) 17| veq . tew ey » A X L_"j pr— .
things thet holonged te you fram inside ony tor . thwee? T . T r ’ . <
ot truek, 1uth o5 pacheges ot tlothing? T ime L N ‘f'- B . ' L._._b oo, :
| et e
— R : . v : w
44. Yay enything stelen frem yay while you TTINS - Mew maey Look at 48, Wat HH membér T |t L : -
wete owey fram home, for Mstence of wark, in thoee! 12+ attacked or thre 0d, o ) . LI .
o theoter or testevrnnt, or while treveling? L CHECK wat semething stolen ‘o pn N LIRS
[T 1me ITEIM D Sctempt made 1o tiaal agmething |1 i .
! ‘ ) that detonged to him? . ! -
» " . v : “
K} ’} ‘ : A b ’
43. (Other then eny ineidents you've elready Do of the screen quettions centain sy ontries : :
montinned) weos anything (olse) ot oli fQr JMuw many timesy?” . ‘
shelen from you ‘buring the st 12 menthe? P OTND <~ Interview next MM member,
- ‘ 34 ] ’ End interview if lost respondent, )
' X N ‘!hd hit vtem £3 on cover, .
. Lo ve . L1 YRR El Crime tncident Reports, , -
SeOmMNEL S g PR [TE] . \ .
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Arunrext provided by eric [N

@ o Yey - SKIP 1o Chedh ltem &
V. Whore 4id you live on April 1, 19707 (S1ate, lareign country,
u.s. pertestien, ote.)

11 | No

N »
Stete, 0tC. _ =Koty

(. 0id you Vive rmuids e S
@D Vi i No .:m‘.v..,
I T T 0 0 W A N

6. Wera you 1n the Armed Ferces on April 1, 19709 A4

. T N
mits of o city, tawn, villege, ote.?
Nome of city, town, v:lioge, ou.’

ot " . " i " I atsts e ad
SRR it 2 _ PERIONAL CHARACTRRISTICS A v o I A NG S IS
1 18 ' . . n. ) . . ”.‘na ;::.“uwu
nANE YR OF € {ASLA [ WAMTALL RACE 1 DRME] SKX [ ] - e yoo
’ INTERVIRY :‘é‘ Yg nocim- ‘”v TATEY ' mu Aokt 30 Move drof seupiate
HLAR - i WO A| thentes? Wl poae?
KLYRR - SA4IN . sAY . \
waU ReCOM | e Liecc @13 e 1 Jiveih (06 b Jise injce ) SR {84 20
piebuetuirintalfNY (NSRRI oo }
i ®© . @ |09 ™ (@ 6w [e) [¢ )
1P Yeitreep Vi e UL KRN B s [bafr1 Ives| ool mever smneed 17 Yos
_ o e seteese | i jwmiewnesd | Laiwe Latimean el vkl ime o Rinde geciee TR
Pust. S e - Preay 1, ' OwathiM e 1o : . o ENema Ay (O1--OF
4] Tel - Progy 6 Othe tetative o | e N % BT 2Nt
WL V[ Hencoiative o0 e . e Cotnge (21-200)
Looh ot item 4 on Cover page. 13 this the same M4 Hove you bown losking bor work during the pest 4 weeds?
ICTNI.MC: househald es lest enumeretion’® (Box | morked) vl Yes No ""\‘." did you lesy werk? »
D Yes o 3KIP 1o Check liem B [ 1No 1 jLesrthen § years age— SKiPio Me
. ${ 715 o move yonrs age X
Tou. Did you lve in Wors hewee an Apeil 1, 19707 ) SKIP 10 %

4. s 1 Other - Sp.(z[y?

K X {1 Never worked — SKNP (0 )b

a{ ] Never worked
3. 15 Mete uny recien why you -ul‘:un&o o job TAY WIS
@ 11 T Ne Yoz — 1 '] Already hos & job
3 [} Temporary iilnass

o[ jGoing to school

‘/17
~Le did you (lesr) work? (Nome of company,
a Brgonizotion or othet employer)
N . Y .

(5-(7). Vo Yes 2 " No
CHECK 13 this pesson 14 yess a'd or older’ ind of business oc industry is tin? (For exomple: TY
QLR [No - $KIP 1o M4 ) Yes 1o mfg.. reter! show store, State Loboc Dest., farm)

200, Whe! wore you do1ag mast of LART WREK - (werking,
Yoeping house, going e sohes!) or tomething slse?

(o;.) v - Working ~ $KIP o 280 .. fMWWl~W(
1 with o ;ob but not at work 2 Retired

y - Looking for wotk e 0Othe - §

.

k]

" Keeping house
Gorng to yhoo!

. : ot abou! unpdid work.)

(M) 0 TNo Yoy - Mew meny Mewrs?

¢ Did you Nave o (ob o buninesy brom whie
tomporerily ebsent or on layeH LAY WEE

¢ Were you -

1] A pn:l':ru of ¢ PRIVATE compony, butiness o
Indivi for wages, salery o1 ¢ Iasions?

1077 A GOVERNMENT employee (Feders!, State, enunty,
or locel)? '

30 ) SELF-EMPLOYERD In OWN business, prefessione!
prectice o form?

o[ ] Werking WITHOUT PAY in temily business o1 tarm?

é. What Kind of werk were you doing? (For exomple: eibctricel
enginees, stock clerk, typist, former)

Netweer' 1, 197__end " \T__. Did | M
you have your {packet piched purse sndtched)?

N o1 wWere your Seet lmportent ectivitios ot duties? (For
@w) vt "No 2: ' Yes - Absent/ P (o 280 exompie’ typing, keeping occount books, selling cors, olc.}
- yiolYes - Leyeft TN :
o TINDIVIDUAL SCREEN QUESTIONS | =~ ~ . .. . _
136, The tellewing questions reder saly %o m@"&y 11 7] Yoo ~ Wew aany M. Did find eny ovidensa et somven :j] Yes - Mew meny
happened te you during the leat 12 meaths - ' thoves? ATTEMPYED to stes! something thet ' times?

belonged te you? {(ether thon eny »

e
ineidonts oiready mentioned) :

7. D1d snysns tehe somathing (elne) dirently "

47. Did you coll the palice during the lost 13 meaths te repert

1] Yes - Wow naay something thet hoppaned 1o you whick you hovght wes @
o yeu by vting loree, uch ov by e atickes, 0 et  arime? (Do net covat ony eolls made 1o the police
e e A - + =t @ contorning the incidents you have just told me ehovt.)
, | § D;iﬂym‘i‘ nhyv:(hni foree l['r']“‘h:‘:u?" ({]No - sKip tq‘. . )
o4 thisatening ™ Yo ‘*" &Ry Tt : 7 Yot ~ Whet heppuand?
inesdents olr L : _ :

’{'/Dvld wnyone Poet yeu vp, ettsek you ar hit you 7 :

L1 Yes ~ Mow many
with vomething, sueh on g rech or bettle? L thmest
{other then iy aigynts elready mentioned) R A —
40. Wle you tnile tot, o arteched with | Yer - Wow many
vame gohor wotiglia by sayene of olli? (other e theee?
ingidents olitendy mentioned) e
T4t Oid anyone THREATEN to baut-you vp o¢ T{ 1Yo -~ Mew meay
THREATEN you with o hnite, qun, or some N
ether weapen, NOT inaluding relophane thrwets? * !
L {eshes-than any incidents olready mentionsd) .
47, Did enyane TRY 1o ortach yau in 1ome GRS
i other wey® (other Hhan eny ineidents Lo Vhos?
1 elreedy mentigned) “: (TN

ITEM C

thing stalen or a0 altempt made to (I Me
stusl semething thetdelonged to him)

: Look &t 47 — Was HH member 12+ '~ p. ‘
CHECK . attecked or threatened, or was some-) -1 ¥ m"'

-Bid onything te you during the 1839 12 ment

@ vt t wes o erime, but did ‘GOT tepert tu the pelie
oot hen any inaidents oirendy mentioned)

[5) Ne — SKIP 10 Chock item £

(71 Yer - Whet heppened?

o?

43. During the lost 12 menths, did onyons sreel (i Yes - ow aaeg
things he) belonged te you from inside sny eur | | thes?
*- 00 weal, vueh o8 pocheges of tlothing? 1

Cook a1 40 - Was KN member 12+ (7] veu -
#tachad or threatendd, or was some:!
thing S1616R o 80 AUEMPL MBSL 10 [Ny

CHECK
R

el

4

44. You_snything stolon frém you while you were
Ausy from hpme, W7 instence ot wark, in ¢

. v o1 restevront, ot while traveling? -
'Y z&: Yhon Suy ingidents you've elreedy

" Suationed) Was saythimg (else) ot oil srelon
faos you during the {n41 12 moathe? o

steel semething that balonged w himh
g
Do any of the screen questient contdin sny ehwies b
for ""How many times?"’ . - B
[TINe - interview next MM member, Kod interview
T of tost respondent, ond fill item [ o Cever,
7] Yeu — Eill Coime (ntident Reporis,

cnie|

LTI R Y

58

L4




’ . Perm Appraved: O.M.B. Me. 412441
Netes 3 T4 J7™ 1opert (0 1ha Contut Bursdu if econtideniie) by iaw |

KeYER - / (Publia Luw 93.8)). All dencilinble informalien wiil W u.xymly »
PaCsens engaged In and fi 1he srpones of the uivey. and ‘not e
| B0 MEw racorn R
Line numper renu NCS.4

TS U.b. DRPARYRENT OF COMMANCE

SOCIALC AND QLONOMIC $TAYAMTICY ADOMINIGTINA ! (ON
BPURBaW 0P I TENEUL

RCTiMB 4B COLLRETING AGRNT SR THE

S(MONNQ}JO—N&M\ nwb;v ’ 7 NAW ENPORCCUENT ABJIDY ANE I AWIN‘.‘}‘Y‘Q‘C
. . VA DEPARYUENT OF JusTiCe c
@- S CRIME INCIDENT REPORT
lacident numper NATIONAL CRWE SURVRY s
10 CENTRAL CITIES $AMPLE '
v
1o, You 10id that during the 1ue1.12 menthy - {Refer to $o. Wore you o tvstemer, empleyoe, or ewner?
CPPrOpriote screen Question for deacription of crime), @ 1, i Customer
In what moath (did thir/did the lirst) incident hoppon? 1] ! Employes . 4
(Show flaahcard 1f necessary. Encourage respondent to b
. five exaCt month,) 3{ i Owner
: 4| [ Other SOty e e
() .. Month gl 1 b Didthe pecion(s) srael o TRY ta steal eaything belonging .
- T e e e — — R the stere, rantavrant, office, fectory, are?
ll‘ this incident lwod.lm [RYUITY) flc:am GT‘) VO Yes .
oy Checx ' INo - SKIP o) - tiaNot # SKI® 1o Check ttem B
v ITEM A - 230 Yes - (Note: eries must have } or 00't know
mOre BiMiiar incidents which .
- . <« ' respondent can’t recal! seporotery) | ge. oadec(s) live thete ot have & tight te be
b 1o what month(s) did Rave incidenis ke sivier " et ere wedmen?
. (Mork a1l that apply) KiP to Check 1tem &
@ vo ISpring (March, Apri, Maey)
T 1 I Summaer fJune, july, August) ‘ ca
. an't kndw

1 TRl (Sepremder, Octodd:, Novembaer)

o' Winter (Oocom_bw. Janusry, Faebroary) b, Did the eflonder(s) ectvally got 1 or ivst TRY te got .
T T e e e - in the building? '
¢ How many incidents ware invelved in Hhis series? "_ . Y ,
: Vi Actuelly got in o
(IO-D 11 1 Three o tour o
2 1Five to ten 20 Justtried ty get in
3, " Eleven or more 3: ! Don't know

€. Wes thare ohy evidence, ruch o1 o breben lock or broken
windew, the! the oliender(s) (farced his wey in-YRIED
te tarce his way in) the huitding?

o4 ' Don't know
INTERVIEWER ~ if serias, the foltow:ng ques
only 10 the most recent inc.dent. /\_

|
N
¢
|
D
E
N
T
R
E
P
0

Q—m v T Ne
- 4 o
2 :.::::;k:.":::o‘u(*“ The meus : @’\\ Yes  What wes the avidence? Anytking elsye?
@ Lt Don't krow : . (Mack art thot opply ]
w ~
- ; ° ° & - 2] Broken lock or window
« 2; [Ouring the day (§ ¢ 6 p.m.) > <, R d door of window
At night {6 pum. to - () Force or ot windo

3108 pum. to mudnight Lor tried: SKip

I 1 4 " Slashed screen N to Check h\
4. Midnight 1o 6 a.m, flem 8

s Doa't know | Q/ . v 8 Other - Spe(:()f T

Jeo. Did thiv incident rake ploce invide the limirs of this L e ]
clty or vomawhare alue? A R id e clondora) (g0 iy v g
60") vl Insde limits of thiy ity - SKIP o 4 ) e .'. " vrger dnshey got in¥ -
1! iSomewhere elte in the United States \i U1 1 Through untocked goor or window

3 Qutside the United States - END INCIDENY REPORT .2 THad key
b In what Srete end tounty did this incident ecour? 3 1Den’t know
_ ) [ ' Qther - Spacify ey TPy
S R , Wes rexpondent o eny other member of
: this household present when they .
_ COUNLY e o (1Y) CHECK Incident occurrad? (¥ not sure, ASK) Y
r C ¢ Didir heppen inside the lumits of o tity, rewn, villege, ete. ¥ iITEM 8 U1 INe < 3KIP o 30
: G@ 'i ]Ne - ' ' 2 1 Yen ;
1, 1Yes - Enter nome of city, town, otc.;i - : '
M I_I*T"T‘T”*l - To. Did sha persants) have o weapen tueh o8 o qua or ;al!o,
s o something he wes veing o1 @ woepen, sveh 83 o
4. Whare did this meident teke plece? . bottle, o1 wroneh?
. 1DV AUer 14 pwn dwaliing, 1n 1s1age or TN
U omer building on property fincludes | gim o oo FINe
breok-n o gttempeed braak-in) t! 10on't know
& TAtor in vacstion home, hotel /motei T Yes - What wes the wespon? (Morx of that apply)
1! ) inevde commercini building such o} ‘ 3{ ) Gur
Slore, restavrent, bank, gas stacien, | ASK Kt
Public conveyance er atatien [ ¢ i Knife
4| linside office, factery, or warehouss ' C 8 [)Other - Specity ' M
- b0 I New gwn home; xud, sidewaik, - b Did the pereon(i} hit you, kaock you down, of ectvelly
dtiveway, carport, apartment hall attuck you in some ﬂ‘n way? L : +
{Ooen not incivde Meak-in o ) R . : B
attempied bragkn) - f sk @ VT Yer L 3Kim 1o vy
47 1 On the street, in  park, field, plays § to Checr 1] No
£76und, schesl grounds v pieking lot [ item 8 : - : — 4
Y1 \nside 1choel ; oo e Did the porsenis) throaten yos with harm in say weyp?
8 1 Other - SDO(_rhv..’ . @ SV INe~ SKIP o 70 : . .
‘ " ' J . 1) Yes - . '
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N.N"wmz«bm Any other wey? 9e. Did insprmnes or sny havith benolits progrom poy for il or port of
(Mark 0! thet apply) the totel medicel ses? .
@ ' 7] Verbal v aat of repe T 177] Mot yot settied , e
X 107) Vorbal mest of sk sther thew repe s Mem. . ... .. SKi to 108 -
) 37 Waapen prasent e hrestened wip sWCJAN . ' o
with wespen ' . Part
3 11 Attemptad & with
/ b (!:, .wr:_‘?mw..n Tanber P 100 4. Row ek Bid insuronss o1 ¢ haelth Bonelts grogrom poy!?
. “ ; 2‘:"‘!:.:: " parion : @ ) . - OMtain on estimate. 1/ necesamy)
o | Poliowed. swrounded
/ y 7 Othac - Shecily ) MW!‘““D‘““’" e protee! yoursell of your praperty
m L] .
e - R Ne - SKIP to it
. mﬁ.:irt.:z :::ln)ud.’ Anything olse? @ ; y:. =
. Y / 3
@ v[ ] Semething taken without permiss10n ) @ > “5::0:7 b?“:y‘v::q:::l?hm* #1 that apply)
A 1 srand )
T ;(::Tmn‘:'““m w 32 [7] Used/uried physicat force (hit, chased, thiew ebiect. uted

weapan, MC) |
3 {7] Trike te gat Deip, atract extention. scare affender awaey
(scraamed, yelled, colild tor help, tulfad-on Tiphts, etc)

N3 Hacesued, argument, sbusive language
a{ 1 Foccibia gntry o ettempted

torc1ble emkry of hous !
e ’,:N.. MJ, o :u“:‘““ HSOKW o [[] Theaetaned, argued, ressened. otc., with effendek
" enty of ¢ 0o 8 [T Resisted witheut force, used evenive sction (ran/dtove ewsy,
oo hid, he . locked door, ducked, shieldad self, eic.)
o | Damaged or destreyed Mopeity : ..
{ vt Attemgted o threetened 10 ¢ (7] Other \ )g

demags o destroy piooarty

1. Wes the qsime ¢ enly ons or mere then one pocsant
‘ C - Speci! .Q'::” *
¢ Ot - Seechy ’//N} @ 1 [ hQniy one 2 | Don't know - 3773 More than one 5
/ - .

SKiP o 12¢

1. How meny pocsons?

f. Mew did the persenis) otteck you? Aay
N other way? Mark ot thot applyl
@ 1| Raped

1 | Trieato rape

3 [ Hit with object held in hand. shet. kaited
& 1 it by thrown object
8 ] Hit, stapped, kaocked down
.
7

9. Yoro they male o1 fomale?
V[T AN male
2 (7] Al famele
3(7) Male end famale

1" | Grabbed. hald, wipped, jumped, pushed

-} Other - Speciy ; - re oy 4[] Oon’t kaow !
 Se. Whet were the injurion you uﬂon;, i any? \ h. How old weuld you tey the
. My*ia‘ clns.’x('ﬂ;o'k c[:g thot pd'y} 17} Under 12 youngest weos? _ .
1@ s 121 @ E T TR |
: 1) Attampted repe : % . I RL Y 1771817 ¢ [ Don't know
4. | Keife or gunshot w o 118220 ’ 477)18-30
8 | Broken bones o tee - . Now old wouid sey the
o | ingerne! snjunies, kA cious s U130 or over oldest wee? ™
71 Brusas, Back eye, cad: pmatiing o "] Don't know @ 1) Undar 12 4711820

o} Other - Shecify 2 ) 12~14 37} 201 or over

— b - t. Was the parsen someene you = T . .
b. Were you injured to the extent thet yeu nTJod Knew or was he o stranger? 11817 el Dontkaow |
. medical atreation alter the strexk? J- Wote eny of the pargenr hnewn
@ 1{ ) No - SKiP to 100 @ 1] Suranger o releted ’.I“ or wete they
1 i Yes 1) Den't know oll strongere

¢. Did you receive way tn;ﬁnn' ﬂ_:&owlul? Kir @ 3 7Y Al strangers sKie

- : 3l Known by - -2{ ] Don't know tom
N %) i iNe sight only toe L
O 3| | Emergency raom traetmant only C e | l:L_‘ i Al ull:wn t‘::’
L 1! | Stayed overnight ot longer - s .:::mam. i) m relatives
™~ How meny doys? L] [;J fown
\ @ — . o ) wall koown : : o ] Some known
L d, What was the tatel amodnt ¢f your medical d. Wes the k. Mow well were thay knpwa?

expenses resulting frem this ineident, INCLUDING
/ enything puid by insuronne? [ntlvde Masgirel .,‘ yous

porsen e reletive (Merk. o1 thot spbly)
; ) @ 1{7] By sight ealy
ond dueter bille, medicing, theropy, beuten, ond @ 1 [} Ne 1(7) Comel Kip

ony other injury -rolered mediesl exponies, sl ntance(s) tom

INTERVIEWER = if respondent does not know Yos - Wher celetionship? o) Walt koewn ’ :
. axect amount, Encourage Mim LD give on astimete. . 1) Spousse or ex-speuse | ' Tored ;

@ o | Ne'cont ~ $KIP to 100 S et gsePerant . m':!'l.tmo;’y) ‘e you
R : m _ A JOwnemld @ t(C)seeuse or 4[] Brathers/
x| Den'thpaw : 1[) Brother & Mistw ;. - 3peu3e )

Fo. At the time of the intidont, were yae severed o7) Other rolotive — 2] Pwents s ) g@"‘;'; v
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