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The APPLICATION OF VICTIMIZATION SURVEY RESULTS Pro--
ject is funded-by the Statistics Division of the National Criminal Justice

Information and Statistics- Servnce of the Law Enforcement Assistance

B Administration. This resgarch-project has as .its aim ‘the analysis. of. the -
~data generated by the ‘National Crime Su‘rvey studies - qf . criminal .

victimization- under'taken for LEAA by the United States Bureau of the

Cénsus. More specifically,. this research project, as its title. suggests,
_encourages the use of the National Cnme Survey data to examine issues
‘that have particular relevance for applications to thé immediate needs of
- operatnongl criminal justice programs.

‘This aim is pursued in-two ways. First, the prOJect staff has conducted a
- series of regional seminars on the history, nature, uses, and hmltatnons of .
the (Natnonal Crime Survey victimization data, These seminars, attended -

by "crimlinal Justlce planners, crime. analysts, researchers, and operating

- agency ‘personhel, have served as a useful .exchange for dlssemmatmg |
_ information - about. the LEAA/Census victimization surveys and for

spliciting from attendees suggestions for topics that they would like to see

explored with the available victimization survey data. Second, based on o
these suggestions and on 'topics generated by the project staff at the.

Criminal Justice Research Center, the project staff has undertaken a series
of analytic reports that give special attention to applications of the

victimization survey results to questions of interest to operational cnmmal

justice programs. This report is one in the analytic series. - .

_ The National Crimie Survey victimization' data provide a. ‘wealth of
important information about attitudes toward the police, fear of criminal _
“wictimization, characteristics of victims,- the nature of; victimizations; the .

consequences of crimes to victims, charactetistics of offenders, the failure
of victims to report crimes to the. -police, teasons given by vietims for not

notifying the police, and differences between those vnctimnzatnons that are

and those that are not reported to the police.

A1

.The National Crime Survey results gake available systematlc informa- .
- tion the scope and depth of whnch has not heretofore been avanlable These _

,t_,
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- data ¢onstitute a vast store of information that can be a substantial ukility ,
to the criminal justice community. Knowledge about. chiaracteristics of S
- victimized persons, households, and commercial establishments and about - S
when and-where victimizations occur have particular relevance for public =
. ‘education programs,. police patrol strategies, and environmental engineer-.’
~«  ing. Inforthation 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 -
crigne. Information about the ‘Jevel of property recovery after burglaries
and. larcenigs is useful for “assessing the need for property identification .
programs. Knowledge about the levels of nonreporting to the police and
about the kinds of victimizations that are disproportionately not reported
.. to the'police give an indication df the nature and extent of biases in pokice .
~ data on offenses knowp.- - B |
These: are only a few of the areas ‘in.which results of victimization
- survey data have the potential for informing décisionmaking and shapirig
- public policy. It is-the aim of this series of analytic reports to explore
~_some of the potential applications of the victimization survey results and -
Nto stimulate discussion about ‘both - the ,utility and limitations of such .
applications. ' : L

. . MICHAEL J.HINDELANG
. : - Project Director
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e T H|ghl|ghts of the H-ndlngs B
Vnctlmlzzmon data from 26 Amenczm cities sUrveyes,l in 1974 and 1975 are
used in this report to examine personal victimizations—rapes, - robberies,

_ _ . ] .ns.nults and larcenies—that ’occurred inside schools.. Some hlghhghts of the-'
) ST ol report mclude answers to the foIIownng questlons\ : :

v

How extensive was the in-«school crime" In- the 26 citles surVeyed .an estl-_'
‘mated 270,000 personal: vicjimizations were reported to have-occupred inside
schools over the course of a year (although the specific 12 month perlod var-.
ied' with when the city was surveyed). In-school victimization constituted 8 - . .
_ S . percent of ‘the total pemonal victimization in these urban areas; _hOWev;r, the - -
VT e . proportion-of victimizations that took '%p!ace in school, varied by fype of ..
’ ' ’ - crime from only 1 percent of the rapes:to 12 percent of thé‘f’larcemes wtthout'
contact between the vtctlm and offendet. S

Lo . < . PO
* - R Y . . o . o . .
N s . . .-, . . e

What was the nature of in-school crime? Most of the in- school crime was_
elther petty theft or .\ss.rult resultmg in minor injury to the victim.- Larceny - . .~
without contact between. the victim- and the offender accounted for 55 per- :i'.3.

. ~cent.of the total’ personal victimization in the 26 cities, but 81 percent of the .= 7
R - “*personal victimization that occurred inside schools. The second most com-
' ‘mon in-school crime w.xs assault; in-school rape was extremely rare. Weap-
“ons—guns, knives, or objects such as bottles or. Wrenches used aq weap-
ons-——were riot often used in the in- sehool vnettmlzatlons :

’

o : " "Whe were the in-schﬁol victims(” The majorlty (78 percent) of |n-school
’ o - victimizaitions were- reported by students. The remammg victimizations were
-reported by teachers (8 percent) and other vtctlms, mcludmg non- tez\chlng _
personnel vnsltors, anq S0 forth . : “

Who were the in-school oﬂenders" Most of the in- school oﬁenders were -
percelved by thelr victims to be young-males of black or.other minority. races.
D A eonsidemble proportion of “the -in-school . offenders acted in_pairs o
- . groups; The majority of offenders were stranger«; to.their vnctlmq, although.
o this does not necess.\nly mean that they weren 't fellow students i

. : ‘ Was the in-«;chool crime reported to the police? Nine .out of ten of the in--
, s sehool victimizations sutfer:e by students and three out of four of those .
T " suffered by teachers and others were not. reported to the police. Victims who -
o - - failéd to inform pohce most often .said either that théy reported it to some:. .
) .. _one else; that it was not |mp‘prtzmt enough, or_that they thought nothing -

e could:be-done. Victims of rape, robbery, and- aggmvated assault ‘were. much.

I more likely to mention fear of reprmt as a reason for not reportmg the mci~

dent to the polu.e th&m were vu,tlms of less, tzenous cnmes :

t - '

10
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CRIMINAl vncnwzmé»? IN URBAN scnoors

VLo
A
2
Survnvul in school once mennt mercly
passing examihations. Today, survival in°
many American schools :means escaping .’
“‘from the.thousands. of criminals who roam .
hallways and playgrounds with unrestiict-
~ed ease and terrorize students- and te.tch-
.ers alike,
'_Testlmqny of repreqentdttve Mdl‘l() '
' gi of New York -before the Sub- :
(I% ittee on Economic -Opportunity
: the Committee -on Education and
labdr Overs:ght tHearing on Safe -
- School Study, dnuary 24,1978 -

IN RECBNT YEARS public concern uhout vio-

"Ience. ,vundallsm, and other crimes occurring in
- and near school hasincreased. In a Gallup public.
-opinion poll conducted in. 1975, a representative
‘national sample of respondents was asked to’
enumerate the major “problems f.tunz, public -

qqhools in - their communities. The

_response

. dnd extent of the in- qchool cri

‘period was becommg increasingly “serigus.
" cording to the Senate Subcémmlttee rep/tzrt in- the
' qchoofg

70,000 teachers -were aqqaulted
- major crimes—homidide,

roblem. ln a

e

1975 report releaséd by the Senate lJudlcmry Sub-

©‘committee to Investigate Juvenile Delinquency, -

data - fr()tp more- than 500 bchools indicated that

crime 1n Amerlcdn schooTs in the 1970 to 1973-' |

studied 100 students were murdered and

‘rape, robbery,. assault,
burz,l[ ry, durg and alcohol offenses, and weapon

In the schools-

Ac-- -

offerwes—had reportedly increased _constderably

.during the 1970 40 1973 period. For example; as-

saults on teachers and students had increased by -

about 80 percer®¥, robbery by more than 35 per-
cent; and weapons offénses by .more' than 50 per-

- cent (Subcommlftee to lnvesttgate Juventle Deélin-

qucncy, 1975). -
The:Law Enforcement Assmtance Admlnmtrn-

tion's (LEAA) Natlontll Institute of Juvenile Jus-

tice and Délinquency Breventlon sponqored a

v

~ ‘ﬁmc{wndzﬂhmfvtmﬂmg‘ ~Was T mong e 10—
- problems, most often mentioned s the major
" problems fuctng public: schools (Gallup, '1975). In

a Gallup survey conducted -during the previous
year, a representative national s.tmple of respon-

- dents w.te asked about’ thelr impression - of the

éxtent of 'stealing (of money, clothes, . Iunches.

- " books, etc.) that was’goirig on in their local public
- schools.” Two-thirds, of the respondents reported
that they "believed that %te.rlmg, occ%(d a great
(34

deal (33 percem) or some of thc time percent) -

When asked in the sanie survey if#tudent ‘gangs
that disrupt 'the school or hother other’ students .
werg a problem; one-half of the respondents re-. -
- ported ‘that studerit gangs were. a big proplem (I7 T

percent) or somewhat of a pmblt.m (31 pertcnt)

_. (Gallup, 1974). - - |

‘The growmg publrc concern “about” mme m

~schools has Tesulted ‘in resedrch -into the. nature

, . e, s .

.

- ported having had exeénsive

W()I‘Klnt, ‘conferenice of "Students; parents,

teach-"

ers,’ supeMntendents,'dnd § curlty directors -to.-

study the school crlme problg¢m.

articipants re-
perience with vio-
lence and,disruption in scho
vandalism was reported by 4
the participants, withC wegpons cCarried in. the
schools by 80 pcrcent of “the parti¢ipants, and

. with gang. vtolenCe in and ‘around school- by 60 -

3 Experience -with, '
out 9% percent o .

percent - of 4he. participants (Reqearch for Better a

Schools, Inc, 1976:17-18).

“<Finally, a recent study clonducted hy the Ntt-

tiona! Institute of hducatlon (NIE) examined the
problem of crimd¥ that otcur- in school. The NIE
Safe Scho®t

Phase I was a mail survey in which more than

4,000 cltmentary and secondary sohool .prmcrpttls ‘
- were asked to report in detail on-the incidence of -
_ tllegdl o' dusrupttvc actnvntm in their schools,

Study conmte(] of three phases.




. o . . # ' R .- ‘/'.-
" Phase I wn%lstcd ‘of on-sijte \urwys of i nnlmn~ 26 American cities. i Bu:xuse thé vqctum?anon o

¢ ally gepreséntative - dustcr Samplgfof @2 junjor 2 syrvey dat) Jn this rcpur( are, the gesults of mu,'h ' ‘
and senior- high xd s and Phase 11 myolvcd A - gviews wil‘ vc, city=wide " samples they ‘do not :
s Mok inténsive quali {atnvc study eof 10/ s¢hdols. # % suffer fmm some of the limitatfor's. of other 3Idlu

© Because the NIE Safe Schogt: Shidy is dne of -the -, - sources’: Thc \QIVLy dut.l arc,bascd on lh(. agtyal “?
e “most, wmplehcnslvc studies of in- school uhnc (0\, ' pcnonul vmmumlmn prerlcnccs thm ar@ report-,

o % - dide, - it will be* used. throughouy this wport for,  ed. hy individuals in the cities surveyed, not. (m"s
wio comparative pulﬂosc\ The NI1¥¥report: indicated” théir -more - genertal 'prcrlmc.cs and unpressmnxé o

that acts; u? violehite and prppu;y destructjon in In .nd{huon becadse prohahlhty sampling tech- "__‘;.
) \Lh()()l:\ m{.redscd thmilghbut“ the  1960°s Ho- the . vmques wcrc uriploycd Jt cah be as&,um,cd thal the -
B early }‘)7()' and- lcvclcd off after; llml_ The school -7 samples are, lel‘LSLnldllvc “of " the populations’ m,
.prmumlx asw\\mcnts were that- the serfousgess “the 6 cities. l‘dnally& “the: amount “of detail ‘ob- " -,
o of vmlcnc\s ‘and v(mliallﬂm in their-schools for the. ; mnui in" the vu,umm.mon survéy- intarview "proy- . -
P yc.us 1971—1976 showed . no overall dnmg,c mo., uluh a ;,uod deal of mﬁurmdtmn on victim f{nd ins" s
o . fact, they suggested some nnprovcmcnt in yrh.:p cident- Lhillatlcjl‘{tltﬁ, on thc u)‘nscqucnce; of the .~
HP /
- argus (NIL‘ 1977 p.. L VI(,(I[’mI«l(l(m. and. on ch.lmclunstlu of, of’f&,nder\ _
o : ) . i w8 pereeived by thclr victimg. < - .
T When' umsldcrul (og;,thc the (-.nllup public- *In’""the - victimigation {»urvcy mtcrvm,w edch
g opinion poll\ the . LEAA conférence, the: Senate . .
. Subcommittee renn | the' NIE. Safe School rcspondcnl ‘was asked a series of . seredn’ Qllc«;tmns C o
Y Slu:( n'wd: rtr;)-rn‘ “!":f Ln v kl(:lk ¢ “{’l in mdu to ascertain’ whether he/she had Jbiedn 4 - - e
_ gy pre evidence of a considerable. amoun kum of the ciimes of rape, rabbery, (mault or ',;,,
K «Qf trime ocaurring in - schools .md nalmnal < B
: pcuonal larceny, durmg the 12 months__ udm;,
. awareness of ghis problem. HOWCVCI - a8 mc‘mu‘rc Yt

the interview. When gne or mare of 1 c’rc«.p R
questions (which were asked jn éveryday lun;,mngc S
rather than in legal 4(mglhl£c) was’ dfﬁrmauvcly
answcrcd lhu respondent; yas asked- dbout -the..
details of the incidept . merif®ned.. For the exact,
‘wording of the scpaen dnd mudcnt questions, the' _r* -
reader is invited to turn o Appendlx €:- National .

Crime Survey Queslmnnalrc One of the: detailed.

of the school crime prohlcms these data sources
ave limitations. "Fh¢ opinion pulls are useful pri- "
marily as indicators of public perception of vio-.
lence, Yandalism, and lhcfhnuurrln{, in" schoots.
o The results of .the ‘LEAA conference represeht
© He experience aqd/(nmprcs\mn\ of G group of
people who, are concerney, with the problem of

", . 10]¢ y A nate o
- volu:u 'ln”“?\;’](;m 'htl ls“‘ e S‘:::u"";m(::t questions’ askeds was, \thlc dt(l this “ingident
. > ) 3 > ! “ [3 > > > > DARYY
© report and the report taken together Plgvide t,,nkc pl(uc’ As can he seen from an examination
v persomil. testimony of  students? teae hers,” and

of source code? 112 in Aﬁpcndlx C. .bne of the -

* administrators, and the res f sutveys con-
N mors, and the results of sukveys. con places "was “inside school.”. The survey data,

lucted in-limited: \.lmplcs of sLhool dls‘Irlux

. ) S ST “then, can be used to_thmmq wdtmuzatmns thdL
S These and '\Imll i data are useful as g.cncr.ll - ocetrinside *‘—h(“"\ o %
' -indicators of the - pmhlcm of c¢éime in schouls. - In the V"»""“‘Lfmon '*UTVCY intervicw ) el'&lhlb .
l However, htum\c (hc! are. l‘hl‘:&d p”mdn]y on . ﬂ)\p(m(lcnl\——-d" houschold members: Wh(.) were |2 h
. public “perceptions and; on the experiences and Jears of age or older at the timg—weré- a\ked
: lmp\cx\mn\mf Timited "‘”“P'c“ of, people con- about ¢riminal vncmnlz.mons that they pf;rs(mally
- cerned with problems in schools. the data wre in-° \Uﬂt‘lt‘d in thg previous 12 months. . Beulusc the
N suflicient. for fany purposes: With the exception - - \lleCU of (}“\"CW‘” is C“mmdl'Vit‘l""lZd“O" that
~ of the NIE sfudy, they are not based on probabili- , ~eccugs in \LhOOL it is important to note thai 12
- ty sampling tedhniquest which permit’ an’ assess- * 9nd 13 yeur old respondents were interviewed by B
" ’, ‘muu of the scope of the, pmhlcm within wel- Jroxy through a h(‘“%‘h("d mcmbu‘ Wh(’&(’"m be: |
.'dcfmcd papulations. " . _ . ._._L_,_A‘_ : e L
“The: LEAA/Bureau uf Gensug -victimization "Tho " cilies: aro: ‘Alanta, Baltimora, Boston, Bufflo;

Chlcago Cirfcinhat], Cleveland, Dallas, Denver, Detroit, .
\ulvey\ provide. data thdt permit an efamination - Houston, Los Angeles, Miami, Milwaukee, Minneapolis, .
of_perSonal Lrlmcﬁwnupc‘ robbery, -assaylt, and © New? Orleans, Newark, New York, Oakland, Philadelphia,
. Bargeny-——that- octur inside .S40ls. Duririg, 1974 P“éssvu'gh': Pt‘"““"d San Diego, San Frandisco, St. Louls, .

.an a ngton E
und 1‘275 Census Burc.m pcrsmmcb cnnduued g

I-"

. i . 2The ource codes are the elicled numbers that ap-- .
' a "“crv‘o‘\/\ W"h pl‘()h;\hlll!y \("“plQ\ () dh()lll : pear to the |8(t of .the questlons |n the\suweyflnstru"w"“ X .
_ . 10,000 Nouschnlds (22.000 mduvnduals) m c.nch of . andare feferenCed in the }ext of this report . ,
T _:‘ - . ] . . o . \
. - ’ ‘. | N ” « " l \J to ,. N - .' ¢ . o ' .. ‘l 2 ar s .‘ . . ” "-.
) . .. - v . ) . . LR . . . .
9 SRR A , v
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. ,cxpcgtcd to be knowledgeable, about the thld S
}"-“ < victimizations, To the extent that proxy respon-
7 dents were tinable or unwilling to report ‘the vic-

7 timizations, particularly the. in-school victimiza- -
e ‘» - tigns, suffereel by 12 and 13 yEar olds, the survey

- ence of thcgc young pcoplc

It should be noted that 100 few cases of in-"
~~+school’victimization were reported-in the scp.lrutc
26 cifies to support a city-by-city analysis. For
"this reason, the aggregate- data from the cities
surveyed will be examined ‘here. Even when the
u{,grggdtc datg are used, there are a few instances

\ump_lc cases. - Estimated pegeentages - ‘based on
~fewer than. S() sample cases may' be statistically

" data-may undcrcstﬁquc the, victimization cxpcn- :

in which the estimates reported may not be statis-
- ticullyy reliuble because they- are based on tod few, i '

' mg at the total personal victimization reported to

: sohools

Extent and Nature of L
Personal Vlctlmlzatlon in .
School | v

“This sectmn of the report will pmvndc zlh,c,n-
eral description : Sof- the extent and nature of in-

“school victimization. Three questions will be ad-

dressed: what proportmn of victtmizitions in the
26, cities were- reported to have occurred inside
school? who were the victins of in-school crime?
and what " types of crln_\c took place .inside
s(.hools’ ; : a _
It 8- worthwhile tobegin thc analys:s by fook-

survey mtcrvncwers‘ and asking.what proportion -
of « thjs t()tal victimization' took: place inside:
Table | shows m_unmalc nb )

—M“*_mnrdmbl(: thiv prahicm“wm b indicated by 1661
notes, where nuewﬁy. in the tables.

» (4

- » Before the unalysis proccc‘;ds' it is impottant to.
. pay attention ‘to some definitional issues, Both"
attemptad” and completed victtizatiens dre in-
‘cluded in the N:monal Crime, Survey data. Thus,
in the tables and discussion in this repdrt, rape
- includes both attc*mpted and comipléted rape, rob-
~ bery includes ‘both, attempted and- completed gob-

etypes of crime included in the unulysh the rundu
R sll)(tld tirn to Appcndix B.

..

This report wnll Iook\ at the pcrsonal vu.umwl-
Aions—rapes, robberies, assaults, an(l Tarcenies—
that occurred inside schools in The 26 cities, The

- first section Wl" use survey data to dgscribe’ the
general naturé and extent of the in-school crime
problem in the cities survcyed Subsequent sec-
tions of the report will ook at some characteris-.
tics of victimization in school, includipg. the of-
: fenders’ use of weapons, the injury suffered by

« - victims, angd the extent of theft and value of sto-

" len property. jl'hi*z anadysis will lead to a discus-

ston of the seriousnéss of in-school grime. Next,
the survey data will be used to examing both lhc

o

- sehovl crime i not reported 1o the police: wid. at
 the teasons” given. by in- sthool vu,tmw for no‘t ’

m[KC"’“"““g to tho poljoq R

FEN bcry‘ and* so “forth. For a list ‘of definitions_of the -

-

o age, race ind sex of.inséhool victims and offend-
o ersand. the number of victims-and -offenders ine |
Y voIVul i-these incidents. Finally, the report will

“logk at How . fiwich - of the sutvey-reported in-
* .. ties rango from 4 porcent to 14 percent of.all porgonal vic-

-~

‘Because

pcrsondl vutum?allons repor(cd to mtervchers,\;" k2

by type of crimé and place or oceurrence., This
table shows that in the 26 cities an estimated 3.3
million: rapes, fobbcrrcs, asspults, and larcenjes

“kwere rcportcd to survey interviewers, Of these

total victimizations, an estimated 270,000, or ap-

proxnma(clf' 8 . percent, prere reported to have
occurred inside school. The proportion of victimi-
zations that took place in school varied by typé of
ctime; from only 1 percent of- the rapes to 12
percent of the larcenies without personal contact .

“between the vigtimrand the offender.?

it should ‘be. noted that .\Ithough the ‘propor-"
dion of pcrs(mal victimizations that occurred in- ©
side school appears relagively smiall when com-
pared with the propottion that occurred in opén
public places such-as streets or parks, more vic-
tirhizations 00k place insidé -schools. than inside - -

. homes, near homes or in offiges orfactories. Fur-"

tfu.rmor'c, by wmpurlmn ‘the. population at risk
for in-school victimizations (those who spend a-
large part of their time in school) is miich smaller
than the .more g(,ncml population at. risk in homes
and other Ioun(l()ns (those” who, spend a large part
of theit’ tinie in homes, offices, and so forth).
the population at risk for in-school vic-
timizations is much smaller than the geieral pop-
ulatlon at risk i th(.sc othe® locations,  the

O oy L UM
" 9Appendix Table, Al 9hows these data broken qut for
oach clty. Victimlzatlons ogourring In’ school In thee®s ol

timizations. In most of the olities*the percontage of all.per-

. -Boival vietimizations thatwere’ repotted to have ooourmd I
,-_souoc)l (s butWeéh 8 zmd 10 percem. ) , '

-

. ".‘1*.
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?"-’-TABLE 1 Estlmated percentag es ot.victim,lzatlon,
: > by typa of crime and p ace of occurrence 26 cities aggregate

x

12

) PR . ) e LR lnaldo ~ Inslde Vacation ~ Onsireet, © Estimated
: ¢ . . AI orin Near tommercial .| _office, home, hatel, " In park Other numbér.of-
_Typo ot vlollmlzallon ‘ Schooll own home "' home $ bulldlngﬁ. v_?qclory‘ © _motet ’etp.?’“ ___place. . (____\ulzl_gtl_r_nlzatlpns
CRepet - T e 28 - 12 8T T g 42 N (@948) .
_ T ‘ Lo ©7 . 3 T )0 . 3 1 2 1
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S & 33 - 85 12 - 5 AT B... v 16
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' . 8" 29 27 ) 8 6 ¢ -9 9 SR E I
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TABLE 2 Estlmated percentages of vlctlmization, ’ o
by place of occurrenee type- of victimization, and age of victim, 26 cities, aggregate
. K . Plnco of occuhonco ', ! .
: E e i : o - " inside Inside Vacation *- On street, % Estimated
Type of victimization (. .- h - Atorin Noar commercial office, home or . In park Other  number of
- and age of vlotlm . Schoel,” own home home building® , factory motel - R etc,b placo victimizations
Rapo/ T . = o A ) . o v : ; .
12415 - : 56 - 18 - 12 16 0 0 36 12 (3.989)
. e . 400 8 10, 20 0 -0 9 12 18
1619 - co .3 13 -9 6 - 0 '3 50 16 - . (8,402)
o a2 S12 16 5 0 35 .25 33 v
~ 2094 o 0 24 13 6 - 0 . 2 _ ga . 10 21,046) |,
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. TABLE 2 Continued

Plac”o ot occurfonco

P - — = - - - —. e e ' b inas e dn et . .
" R R N % Inside " Insido " Vacatlon On street, . Estimated
Type of vlctlmlzatlou - ' . Atorin- . Near ° . commercial -office, home or - dnpark ° Oth¢r . nymborof
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: .Aggmvamd agsnult._ . o ' Lo - e L '
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TABLE 2. Continued
N '.;»‘_ _ o o “ R Place ot'roccurroncg R S o o
. Voo o | o - ~ Inside ; Inside Vacation ~ On streaet, " Estimaed
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amount of crime that takes
added significance.,

Ampanalysis of the age distribution of the vic-

tims is helpful in identifying the victims of in-

- school crime. Table Lshows estimated percent-
. ages 0f--"vicﬁmi7.ution._ by "place or occ¢urrence,
age of victim, and type. of victimization. The row
percentages in this, table .indicate that, for cach
type of crime, the proportion of ‘victimizations

/- that occurred inside schools was naticeably higher
for the 12 to 15 ‘year olds than it was for victims

place in school has

i 0 olds. Fourteen percent of the robberies, 12 per--

T ecent of, the aggravated assaults, 18 percent,of the
. simple_assaults, 27 percent of-the-larcenies Wi

~ contact, and 64 percent of the kircenics without
contact reported by the 12 to LS year old victims
took place-inside schools. Note also that in rob-
.bery and. in larceny with contact an’.opgn public
location (o’ the stedet, in a p’airli)'w‘us,(ghsc‘(m_l)(

plice-of occurrence reported more often than in- -

. - side school,by the«12 t0 15 years old. © .

- Examining the cofumn percentages in Table: 2

~and comparing the age distribution of vietims of*in- .

school crimes to the age distribution. of victims of -

crimies in other locatigns, it is apparent. that "inZ

school victimizations have a higher proportion of -

o young victims than- de victiwizations _thut take .

[y

of in-school crime were under ¥ years old: When
victims  who reported- dn incident Gecurring . in
_school are c‘x“imli'inc_d. roughly. two-fifths of the rape

_ victims, onc-half of the victims of aggravated asé

¥ sault, simple assautsJlareeny ‘with contactand lar-.

ceny withqut contact, and”twe-thirds of the victims *

of Tobbery were.between the ages of 12 andals. As |
can be seen from the column percentages in Table

.. 2 the proportion of 20 15 year-old victims in all -

' other loctions”is substantially lower. Fo example,.
tooking at thé.age distribution of victims of crimes

that occurred in loeptions such as streets or parks:
" shows the propoftitm of 12 to 15 year old victims
s runges from. only 4 percent of the vietims of larce-
. ny. without contact 40 21 percenit of the victimg of
simple assault, . IR

- The ge distrilguti:n of the victims of in-school
crime suggests that many of these victims were
Students. Although some of the jn-school victims

sover. the ige of 15 nre fikely to_have been high
v school, golloge, or univesity studénts, it is proba- -

o hle (fram the uge: distrigution jn-"Table 2) that not"
MC\'" victims of persopal - crimes | ogearring ingide

(%
.

LU

.
Arun
.

iehodl weke stadents,
Yoo , L

A Fuirmext provided by R

e

'
[

» “assumed ta’ be students. Therefore all persons

i gny. other.age catogory, -even the 167 to 19 yedi

.. falling. into * either -

. . blace in any other location. A" majority of victims_ -

.8
s

In order to investigate more closely who the
victims of in-school crime’ were, & trichotomous .
“status' variable was created. Victimization sur-
vey data on age, major activity, angd occupation
werc used to categorize - victims as. students,
teachers, or others, Thé National Crime Survey
does not obtain information on majon_ activity

- from respondents under 16 years old; they are.

: ns A

‘who were under 16 years of age were classified as
siyfents. In addition, any respondent 16 or ‘older
p-reported that *'going ta,school™ was his or

major activity was classified as a student.
. Sp(')_ngcnts reporting as occ':’u'pations such posi-

TE

: ninistrator wnd - teach-»
ers’ aide, were classified>as teachers. The final &
- category was, “other” victims] .it included jani--
-tors, guards, nurses, dieticians, and all others not

Y .

the  student - or -, teacher’
categories 4 . e

The types_of trimes reported by students,
teachers, and othersare givei in Table 3. The ladt
golumn in this table shows fhat students agc"ou_nt-
ed for 78 percent of the victimizations which. oc- '
curred inside schools, teachers for 8 percent; and

.others for the remajning in-school victimizations. -

Hence, ‘thé vast majority of in-school vietims
were students. Because -of the, smal proportions
of in-school victimizations- ageountgll fof by the
teachers and others categories, it will-be neces-
sary to combine -these two categories for much of
the analysis in this report, ' ]

. The dita in Table 3 indicate that for students, -
teachers, and others, by far the predominant vic-
timization reported was larceny without contact .
between the victim and the offender.. This type of
larceny in school probably includes thefts from
locRers, desks, coat-rooms2 bike racks, and so
forth: Pour out of five of the personal victimiza-

tions repoited by Students, teachers and others
were of this type. Assault, either simplé or aggra-
vated, was the next most common victimization
teportetl among all ‘three groups. For example, -

~among students <10 percent, .and amorig teaghers

I8 percent, of the victimizations reportéd . were
assanlfs. -Although a_preater proportion of the vic- -
timizations reported by-teachers than by studénts
were asssaults, there “were no substantial differ-
ences in the proportions of _robberies and. larce-
f?hé “gihes” category may alst[folude. porsons who -
yitor victifiizations In school but hive no formal Jolation .
M for oxamiple;: dropouts Who hang -around” schaol
unds; 6t parén | ‘ 0, forth, A

[

o
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S -TABLE 3 Estimated percemages of Innschool victlmlzatlon, _ g
by type of vlctlmlzatlon and status of victim, 26 cltieg aggregate S . !
Type of victimization . e
. _ I . Ldrceny . Larceny  Estimated :
. : C - _ Aggravated Simple with without. numberof -
_su_n,- of viotim Rape Robbery . assauit. assadlt -  contact contact.  victimizations
. . : By, . T . o . " .
 Students . o 8 3 7o gk Y g (212,244)
S ! 74b 88 .69 - 13, 82 79 78
| “Teaghers 0 2 7 SRR 1, 79 - (22,098)
0 .3 Y 12 2 8 i RO
—nf L Otners 0 4 4 -9 .3 .81 . (35,955) .
. 26 9 13 15 8 . 13 3
. Estimated number of 0 6 . 4 R : IR T . 100 -
o timizations: (529)c (14.992)  (9.428)  (20858) (5.948) ..(218541) - (270,206) -
aRow percentage. A ; ' o B
. « | .~ bColumn percentage.. v ' '
X “-CEstimate. based on 1ewer than 50 sample dases. may be stat stlcally unrellable :

LD

. VoL
.. -~ .

LV ®

L P .
nies - wnth contact (for exnmple pockct plckm&,s
- _and_purse sn.m,hmgs) reponed by students and’
teachers. However, it is iniportant to. note: (from
the data in Table 3) that in- s¢:hool., robbery and -
Clarceny with contact were relatively mfrequent
. &ents. Rape was the insschool crime Jeast often
réported by. students, teachers.= and others. Be-
cause the number of in-school rape victimizations
reported s so. smalt,, it will be rniecessary to’ ex-
clude this type of crime in some of the more de- o
tailed analysis-in this Feport. R

~ Victims - of in-school crie. were asked what
tlme the incident happened. The time of occur-~
‘renge of in-school crimes i§- outlined én Table 4
-for students, and for te.y,hers and others. Be-
-¢cause the hours’ that the vast majority of these
vnu‘im‘s are: vat “school are usually the daytime
hours, it _is not surprising that more thap 9 out of
.+ 10" students and roughly 8 out of 10 teachers and
o ‘others reported ‘that the crime “otcufred between B
6:00 a.m. and 6:00 p.nv. Only a small proportion %
of in-school crimes. were reporied by victims to -
* have occurred between the hiours of 6:00 pan. and
6:00 a.nt. Teachers and others were. victims of
the%e evemng and nu_,httlme crimes qllghtly more
-~ ¢ften . than. were . students (|| _percent compared
.-with 3 percent) ’ '
In summury, the vnunmlmnm survey, results -
reported in this section permit some general state-
&0 ments about the natureﬂ,;md extent of the petsonal
3 e victimizations that occurred in. schools in the 26

. cities. ' An estimated 270,000 personal victimiza-
' R tlonsmlurcenies. ugsaults, robberies, und rapes— -
werc eported' hy r¢sp0ndents to havc occurm(! in

~

<

&'

&

-

R )

3

. zations dccurred durm&, the day. -

- though a cons

| lUse of Weapons

." el e

school. Analysis oI/ the .\&,e, major .\ctlvu .md
OCcup.\tjon data obtained from the- m-school vig- 7
“tims showed that 78 percent of- the victimizations

involved. studénts, 8 percent “involved teachers,.

and the remaindé¢r involved non- te.\chmg persof-

“nel and all others who reported victimization §n-
side scnoolq More than four out of five of the
. personal ctlmlzauom rcported by students,
““teachers,. «nd other vnctlms were larcenies without
personal contact between. the victim and - the *of- -
* fender. More than'8 out of 10 of: the total vu,um|- N
" These survey data ifidicate, then, th.\t al-- -
sidérable number of crimes occurred |
during-the da);' ll\'»lde the urhan schools, .nfost of '
these crimes were thefts; very few involved. as-
saultive v;olcnce Perhaps much of the m~schoo|
crime was not serious. '
* - In order o more fully explore the character_--
and seriousness 'of grimes that occur inside urban’
schools, the remainder of this report will look at
speuﬁc aspects of in-school yncumnzatloms” vm-
“tims “‘and _offenders. Because - violédt crime -in

“school is one of the growing concerns both- af‘} R

school officials and of _the general public, the re- .
port will now turn to an eXaminition of weapon
use in crimes. that occur m‘nde schools. i

i

2

This sectlon of the peport wull examine the

extent of wedpon' use and the types ‘of weapons © "

u«u,d Ain vimmmtuom,thut took plmc mude the,

2!




TABLE 4 Esﬂmated percentages of ln-schoal vlctlmlzatlon, S e f 3 .
: L - ~ by status of victim, type of vlctim atlon and tlme of occurrence. 26 citles
i - ' aggregate . e . o PR R
. ,.‘ . . o : T o \. T S ':‘_.
T : : - w. . / e . / Time of obourronce( RV Y
- - 6am.-  @pim. Mldnlg’ht' _Don't Estimated
N Statutot victim and typo ot ote to - - know? .. number of.
victimization . 5 6pam,  mignight Bam\ ) vlctlm zatlohq
' Studants: R f N i
- . Rape - ' - 598 37 o 4; =0 . - --(390)9 »
_.Robbery . 99, . 1 B R (-13-169)‘ T
' Aggravated assault 96. 3 1 0 @s10) |
. "Slmpleassautt . o7 3 ;0 0 (15203)~ ,
¢+ .| Lerceny with contact C e, . 82 8" ..o o 4 824) M
T Larcenywithout contact PR 90 3 b o 7h ..an, 195) . L )
i Total T it e gy .3 0o 5 Cenae L
[ Teachers and others : ‘ : v L _ R
[ . o R A, v . L R . ) ] ' ]
Hape L - o0 0’ 0 ¢ 0. > - (139
. " Robbery % 1 13 0. 0 . (808
.- - Aggravated assault 86 o 13 . "o 9 ' (2,900) S
| simptoassaun ‘i 95 8L o o sy . | ..
* = Larcenywith coptact 95 . "5 S0 0 - (1086)° o
. DI Larceny without céntact 7570 T T A’ 13 (a6 4y - | o
. 4 Total o R 78 S O 10 " (67,953) .
“Includes those rqs‘uondents who: answe&i they did not know when the Vlctlmlzatlon ocoufred and those who
- - ¢ answered the vigtimization occul rrgd at night but they did not know when it octurred. ,
- "MMmmmmmmmmMMa @ row percentages. _ e - Lo o ;
¢ |-, Estimate, based on fewar than saWases may bestatlstlcally unrellable | R _ o

-, ’
“ N -
" .

,urhun schoals, It s 1mportant at thc OUtset fo re-
sall (from Table 3) that the vast- mujonty (8 out of

2 19) of the in-school victiizations?were Jarcenjes
" without pers Jml contact bchcn\ the victim and .. tschool Although' weapons, weresuséd more oftep

. the oﬂ'ender
not

school
- tions., "

victimizations that py definition do
tlmll,a(mns were: aonwempon “vmtlmw.h

A Respondents 'who rcport d : victiimizations
that - involved- personal confrontation’ with an” of--
femder- were asked whether “the: offender hid o .

. weapon. ‘Table '5 shows that weapon\use in. rob-
ébory. aggravated assiwlt, and_total. in-school wics
tumtzation (including rape, robbery, nggravuted
assault, simple assaulf, larceny with contict, and

- those larceny without contagt vuulmulatwns in -

'. wht;h the vigtim-was present it the, immediate
sgene of thes crime). These datd’ sindicate . that .
“Weapons. were, mvolvut in only qne - out of five
A vnctmtimuom suffered hy teatchus&:\d others and
ohe out of slx,vu.timwutwm sufferé by qmdemq. ;

weapon use in robbery allows for some inferences -

¥plve Wc.nm use. Hence,.most of the in-

- school robberles, then, were of thg “st‘rong*arm” B

. Weapon. The dita indicate that. virtually ail of the'

" “this alone is sumcwnt to classify,them as aggm-. s

. '«.h Coa “'
. G . N T
0 “.‘ e ~"0‘ . - . ! .‘. "'}"4
* R <, . , N .-
’ 1 ‘ ‘ 1
- . \

. . ¢
~ . . ’ ¢

v

An examination of the data in- Table 5 on
~abbut. the: nature of robbery victimization  in

in" the robberies reported.by teachers and others T
thdn in those reported by students (38 percent .
~ compared” with .22 percent); robberies- generally L
did not involve weapon-use. The’ majority of in-

Aype. o
" The survey éd xta in ble 5 also mdncate
something sbout the aggm\rated assaults that took .
place inside .schools, By definitiop- an aésault is - - L
aggravated if jt involves: 1) a deadly weapon such
as a pun, a kmfe, or any’ other object. that can N
cgmse serious’ bodily infury, or 2) it the victim ", * .:
~ Suffers serious bodily dnjury as the result of an . '
att.n(.k, even if the attack does not. mvolve )

im;chool dggrgvated assaulty involved weapons; ~ ..

o
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SR TABL_E 5 Estlmated percentages of- weapon use in’ robbery, aggravated assault S B
ve o . and, total in-school v victimization, - - .. S
SRR EUN by status of vic:tnm 26 Clﬂeb aggregate T SIS
ol oo ‘. oy B S f*Woaponuso el o “'-'\._ |
’ N B ' T - o - .~ . .. Estimated ' -
| . Stutm of vlcﬂm and type of - o : .o .Dont ... . numberof S .
B “vietimization - o ' Yeosd “No = know victimjzations .
’ Students: * - B . T T , "
_ Fi‘t)pbery‘ I , 200 7. . e L *(18,185) | . .
- ——eees| e Aggravated agsault s g8 T2 0 (852
' Totale” . .t oo T e, L (67:660) . _
o " Teachers and othélfs.:, o o I S ' e (g:“
e . Robbery . " 38 85, 7 (1(808) ‘
e Aggravatedassautt , - g9 1 0- L (2,900).-
e © Totalb . -k . - 20 . 65 .15 (1.8,656)@.__)_‘__’_:_;“ .
o oy ) _" “All percentages in this t‘able are row percentageq o . : ' oot .
o . bIncludt)s rape, robbery, dggravated assault, simple assault, Iarceny V\(ith contact and thosg” Iarceny without 4
o ¢ contact vic mlzatlons in which the victim was presem at the |mmed'ate scene ol the crime. . ‘\ e
- »* ¢ ,“ K 7 . . . .
. . s e - . . i . \'.G
'3 :/. . ) . ." . ) IR . . i . . - .
- - ‘ﬁ‘ . ) A . bl

L , ., T U T
. In'summary then, the victimization survey data
involved serious bodily, ~from the 26 cities show some general patterns of

.vmed The’ qucstwn of thc extent to Whth these -
aggruvatcd ‘assiults als

injliry is a separaf-qe and will be examined  ‘weapon use inside schools. Weapons were used in )
later in thns Tepe fhe survey data (not only i small mmonty of ‘the total personal victimi-
shown in gsula\form) do show that the majority  * zations that took. place in schools.” Most of the in-
of the ag ’ did not mvolve weapons were \sdﬁwl robberies did not involve weapbn use; how: .
s simpl¢ This. means that' in the nonwen-  Jever, weapons were preseni in virtually all of the
pon '.'sziu‘hs rnrcly were the injuries sufficiently - aggravated assaults, ‘Knives and- objects such as
sevefe to warrant Q.ld\\lfylng the fissault as ug,gm- ~ clubs or bottles were the most common weapons
) vntcd ' ‘ < : T reporlwd‘ﬁy the victims of in- school crime. T
. C FA s - I"I’?c flequcncy of “wedpon ise n crimes ghat ’

won used<in in-school victim . ~oceur-in schoal is gre indicator of the relative ‘se-
4 izations are shown n Table 6. Of tRyse victimiza-™ - nouqnexs of these. wcumm\tlons The survey diata  ~ ..

tions. -in which w~armns were used, phns wefe examined in this section . indicate that when’seri- .
arely used. Howgver, in weapon-preserft victimi-  ousness. is- ,ud}.ed in terms of the extent of weap-
zations guns wer uscd more often hst teach- . on use; most in-school - crime was pot  serious,’

o ers and others than against student: (}‘) percent. Another indicator of seriousness is the lhjlll‘y sus»-"

. compared withe8 percent). Note also that in the tained hy wctnns . I o
= totgh weapon-present vunmlzatmns knives were o ot o,
— - - the most commen weapon used against students, ln ]ur e o -
but other weapons, weapans such as clubs or bat.- : ) S
Cttles, were  the  most . common wc(mons use‘{f‘«'.- ; RL‘\p()nd(,Nh who ‘were \v-u;tnm?ed in face-to--
) against teachers and others. In .weapon: -present ., face “confrotitations - with offenders were agked
robberics “kmch were the dominant wcnpon and ', several qllcstmns Jesigned to determine’ whether
o miuwere used 63 percent of the time ugalnsl student. "_f they . suatmncd tfjugy as a result.of the victimiza-
victims and 72 percent of-th¢ time against té: ach- . tiom, mul if s, how' sernously they weré injured.
efs und’other victims. Other weapbits, the domi=  (See source codes' £26 fo 128 in Apper\gix C.) Vic. .

~ nant weaptds in aggrivated assiult, were used in . tims were asked if they suffered any injury and if
oSt -pereent of thc weapon-present: uggruvatﬁd w50, what kind of. injury. They. weré also. asked if
T suulty mporttd by studmts. and, 57 percent. of thcy rcqmrul medicul attention followmg the inci- ..~ -
T tho\@ rcpurtcd hy tem.hm and othcrs S dym amd |Hhe rcwiw.d zmy hospltal trcatmcnt.

RO
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TABLE 6. Estlmated percentd'besu of type of weépon used Jin ,fobbety, ag’grav_ated_ | AT
TR V. . gasautll, anfd :ot‘al Ir;ssctlnci)ol vlcllmlz?ﬂon, - ) A
Ty A B R o o .
N ystauso vietim cte&aggregae ] SR ST,
S \Typ““xg;'",’" . Estimated
> : Othor = .. Gmber ’ o -
‘Status o! vlollm and. tym ol crline : ._,Gun . ‘Knite - weapon : vlc"imlz.eulonab ‘ N
' ‘Students: L T _ A o K S :
' Robbery, o - 9o, - 63 - o8- S (283D - - . T
- Aggravated assault | c 8 . . 4 Sy , (6,100)4 S I e
(Totatd .. - S8 YT 80 o gery T p
- Teachers and others: P I S s o C
_Robbbry - - o 9 .. 10 - (680)0' R _
_ _Aggravated assault - . 20 - o4d 5 (2,376) I S
'-Tomldi S A I ‘35 .48 . Ny (3,142) :
1 Type o"weabon pargenmges may toml over 100 peroent because the oﬁender(s) may have used more than
" -|; ~onetype of weapon. - R _ *
. 'bEstlmated number of victimlzahons‘h t involved weapon use E)Icludes vncnmlzatlons in which weapon use .- o
‘ﬁ - was invqlved but the type of weapon-used was not ascertained. g E
’ _CAll percentages in this’ tablg are row percentages. - , - \- ’ _ . . . N
«dincludes rape, robbery and aggravated assault, A o - - v ' .
E OEstlmate basad on fewer than 50 samp‘ie cases may be statisncally unréliable ' ’ e R
. ' 4 i . e : . R
Ihe zmalysn begms hy kin&, what prop mm er, teachers’ and other victims on(\-school robi. 7
- *of the total in-school victimbzation resulted in in- - -bery seported injury much more often than stu- - -
C . Jury to students, tc.nchcrs, athers.” Recall (from © dent “robbery vnchms (”7 percent Lomp.nred with o
& . Table 3) that victimizations:in which the victiin 13 per¢ent), : ’
.. and offender camé into: contact constituted only,  Student, teacher, and othcr vmums of in-
", one-fifth of the tetal victimizations that took place . schoolcrime who Wwere injured were asked about. -
inside schools, “When the number of Vl(,llmlld- " the nature” of the injuries « < suffered durmg, the. N
. < tions that resulted in injury. to.the victim is’ divid- course of thc victimization. These injuries ‘Werc S
- ed hy thg total number of in-school victimiza: - classificd as knife or gunshot wounds broken,
tions, the ‘data (not shown in ‘tabuldr form) ghow ~ “bones or teeth, internal injuries® minor injuries -
: that only 4. percent “of the victimizations of* stu- . (lndma black eyes, cuts, scratches, or swelling), ™ _
. deniy and 5 percent of the victimizations of teach- and other, injuries. The data in Table 8 show the . » :
“ers and- mhcrs resulted in any ll\j(lf'y Generally, - type of injuries rcporlcd by the mjurcd in-school .
_ -thén, injury’ ouurred rarely m thc in=school vic-, "_; victims. It s appalent that - the oVerwheImmg--
"a - timizations, - N Yo mjority of all injuries suffered by victims of .in- _
‘ Table 7 prescnts the proportmns of students  school crime wefe - minor injuries—bruises, cuts, P
. -and-.of teachers and others .who reported that - scratches” swelling, gr black eyes. Elg,hty-ﬁve R
" some injury was suffered. in robhcry and assqult” ‘percent of the injured studcm.s and 89 percent. of
VICtImllt'Ill()nS;vThcsc ata: show that in thc as-  “the. injured teachers and- others reported injuries * - o
Y e sault vu,mm7.mom--tu...gravmed und slmplc ase thtnt were classmod as minor injuries, S S T
“sault—the fréquency ofginjuries. wpouul by stu- Victims who rcportcd injury. were ‘also- asked .
dcnts was’ not substantially  différent from that - if they ‘werc mjurod to the extent that medical at- =

Areported by teachers und others. A |ittly over one- * - tention wag ncce%my In this umncctlon ‘medical Y
- fhird of the' student, feacher and mhqn victimscof .+ atténtion was. defined 4is care’ givenw by a tinined - .
' gmvatgd agasault told: survey sinterviewers that profel.simml medical_pérson (such as a doctor,. .. ¥
. some type of injury-was suffefed.. In simple as--* 2.nurse, medic, o dcnu.st) cither ‘on thscene, at an . vy
~ sault, 26 percent of the smdcnts and 19 percent of? Qoﬂmc or at o hmpnml Givert that only 4 percent,,’ .
thtt tcnchem and other«; susla\:}ud mjnry Hovvcv~ - of thc stﬁdem victims md 5 perccnt of the teach- e

. ‘5: .. '.,' . TN o ._\.
" .
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er-and other victims suffered: any injuries .in  in-

| riey were mmor ones, it is rcasongble “to cxpcu

© % T of the students &nd. 2. percent of the teachers and

, others reportcd that medical attention was neces-
‘ S Kury. (buta not shown in tabular form.)

' - Recall (from “Table 5) that virtually .\ll ot‘ the

-_m,gmvatcd assaults: mvolvul weapon use,

- survey data on mjury can now be used to cxammc

N the extent of uuury in aggravated assault victimi-

zation. The data in Table 7 showed that slightly

C, < over onesthird of the student, teacher, and. other

- school vrunmu.umn. and’ that most of qthur inju-

that few in-school vrctrms tequired medical atten- . |
» tion. The survey data indicate thal only -1 percent.

The .

SOy L victimg of aggraw\tcd assablt_reported that some
Lt type of. bodily injury -was sustained 5o the dttack.
When the survey data on medical sattention re-

. quited by aggrivated assault victims (dats not:

v - TABLE .7 -Estimated percenta?‘es of ln~school robbery, aggravated assault and’
: - simple assault in ich Inluries were suﬂered y status of vrctrm 26
o cnttes aggregat]e _ |
. . . R . N - . - 4 . ~ . - 1 .
, o : i . ’ Ipjugy suffered S .
.« h S0 'Wf . Estimated
R . Ptatus ot victim and typo of victimi- — _ , » nhumber of
‘ ‘ zation ) _ injury ~No Injury victimizations
RETOR Students:. - o o o : S o
L . Robbery _ : ) "130 1 . (13,185)
S "\ Aggravated assault Syt 36 64 - . . (6,528) _
g \ - ’ . . . 3 . .. - . S - 1
L | \e Simplg assault . - -. . 2.6 .74 @ ,&(15.261). " '
Thachers ad others: R oo oL :
\ Robbery . - 27. 73 . ,{1.808) )
N ‘ . ' . B ) . - . .
- \Aggravated agsault - .- - 38 62. o (2900) T ;
Simple assault - SR I N ) I Y X7 WS
_ . '“A'll percentages./in this table are.row,percento'ges. * . . V ’
_.'.- ) . _. /” .L . . . - -. ‘ 3 - . ,‘bLl i
v : \ : . RS 1 ¢,
- ) - @ « :
- o o - N B _ . § - . ) + . .
\ L 'TABLE 8 Estimated percentagesa of type of In]ury sbttered . e
N ’ “in m-school vrctrmlzatlonb by status of victim, 26° crtres aggregate
’ o N , L , i Type of injury S :
* Knleor Broken  » . Minor® Estlmet_ed
o _ ’ L =~ . gunghot ' bones or (cuts or : . * number of.
. ; ., . Statusof victim . -7 wounds . * teeth Internal _-brulges) Other . victimizations® ~
. | - Swdents. ., - e Tl 86 . 13 ¢ @osy
) ‘ Teachers and others -:'- R “"’0 N © 9 ‘ 89 10" 2632) - '
* . 4Type of m]ury percentages may total to. oVer 100 percent because’ victims may report more than one type ot |n;u- :
e fy [ l-l\ S v . v
“vincludes robbery. aggravated assaultand srmple assault vichmtzatlons only.. i St
. CEstimated numbe( of vro(}mlzatrons in which lnjuries were suttered '-“_ ~
“dAll percentages ih this™ table are row percentages -

shown m tabul.rr form) are exammed they |nd|-
cate. that - 13. percent of the stidents and 25 per-
cenit-of the teachers and other victims of aggravat~

‘ed assault reported that ‘medical attention was "
necessary. However, of #ll the aggravated zwsault .
victims (students, teuchers and (:Iger.s) who re- -
. ported that somemedical attentionbwas required,.
~ only one out of five told survey interviewers that

~«they received hosprlql treatment. etther in the form

of unegg,ency room care or treatment overmght or -
Vlong,cr for their injuries (dgfa not shown'in tabulai*

form).. Hence, although ‘many _ of the ,in-school

at,g,rav(\ted assault victims needed medical atteng :

tion, few required any . treatment in a -hospital.
The survey data indicate, ‘then, that most. of the
assyultive “victimizations suffered by students,

" tedchers, and othges were not aggravated by vir- -
: Yuo of scrrous bodrly Iﬁjtli‘y done to the vrcn{n but R

v
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rather by the piresence
weapon, | ' a - -

- In:summiry | the - victimization
by student, teacher, and- other victims of in-
school ¢crime was infrequent and- not serious. The

majority of injured victims sustained. minor injue ..

. ries, injuries stich as bruises and cuts: a very.
small minority of victims reported that they- were

“injured to the extent that they needed medical at-

_tention. Evegsin the aggravated-assault” victimiza-

tions, ‘in whidh about one-third of the vict_i'ms.-_
few victims suffered serious

suffered injurics,
“badily harm. - - .

Thus, in terms of. injury, the survey data sug- -
gest that in-school victimizations” in“the 26 cities

were gefierally not serious. This reinforces the:
conglusion drawn from the examination of weap-

on use in inschool crimé,” which indicated that-

when judged by the ¢xtent of weapan.use, most,
of the crimes occurring’ inside schaols were not

seriqus. A-look. at the amount of thefy and, the

L value of the property stofen in school is also rele-

vantin ari evaluation of the seriousness of the in--
school victimizations, - . N

“Theft and Value of Stolen
Property: 0

" - Respondents were asked _whct-hc;. as. 2 result
", of the victimvization. thgy had any property stolen.”

About four Syt of five of the in-school victimiza- -

of a.poténtially dangerous. -

_ - survey data
indicaté generally that the physical harm suffered

s
Y .. -
L N .-'

tions fesulted in something being stolen. This -
- proportion was similar for students (82 ‘percent),.
“teachers (76 percent), and others’ (83 percent). -

The survey data in Table. 9 show the propor-

tions “of robbiery and larceny, viclimizations in -

which- something -was stolen. These data show

that something was §tolen from the victim in 43 -
percent of the robberiés reported by:students and
~in 30 percent of the rdbberios reported by teach- _'
ers and others: Thus, most of thé robbery victimi- -
zations *were “attempted” robberies, By contrast,

-virtually all of the larceny victimizations resulted

_Aotal - personal

in theft of property: a very small proportion ‘were
unsuccessful attempts. . R
- Recall’ (from Table 3) that-larcenies without

contdct constituted the bulk 8 out: of 10) of the
- victimizations.. occuring  ipside -
- .schools, The vast majority——more than 9 out of .
" 10—of the-in-school victimizatiops in which_pro-
perty Was - stolen were larcenies without contact. -

In these victimizations, there is no personal con-
tact between the victim and offender as there is in
larceny. -with contact (pocket picking ~and purse

~natching). As noted previously, these “imperson-
al” -larcenies might involve thefts from: desks,

logkers, or ‘bicyele racks, only" a few -of which

. take place injthe presence of the victim. - °
* Victims who repofted theft were asked the -

value of the stolen property. The dollar value.of
property stolen in in-school ‘victimization is given

s M s 1) Ce
by the data in Table 10. Inthis table, “‘none’ re-"
fers to” property with :no . immediatg value and in= -

) ' N A T ' . A !
TABLE 9 Estimated per entages of theft in robbery and ‘larceny'in-school vic-
e : t atus of victim, 26 cities ‘aggregate Do ¢
' S & s " Then L _
L y . N : — Estimated -
. - o — No . . number of
Status of victim and type of crimg - - Thén theft -, victimizations
Student:  °. - R ' '“{“ . _ )
> Robbery - - 430 l T A ' (13,185) .
Larcerly with contact . < 100 . ' S 0w " +(4,853) . ’
Larceny Without contact 98 5 4 (172,027 .
. ) A - ° Lt .
Teathers and others: ¥ R . ) :
Robbery 30 . W " 70 -+ (1.808)
L Laroeny with contact - 08 to 2 - . (1.09}6)". .
| Larceny without contact o7 ° N 8 0w (48513) ¢ - RE
LAl percontages in'thl&_.mble_are rowfpp?cengages." ) o B i - v '
- YEstimatg, based on fawer than.50 s@lble cases, may be Statistically upreliable. ', - . s

LS
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-_TABLE 10 Percent dlstribution ol dollar value ol stolen property in thett ln-school victimization, by status of vlc-
~ titn, 26 cities aggregate A L .
o ' T T L Do Value’ Estimajed s
S o . ' T - . T $250 not pumber of
_- Status of viclim ~ None - $1-9 - $10-49 $50-99 * $100-249 aphd over  ascertained vlctlmlzatlons
_Students - 1o . 49 39 . 5 2 - 1. 3 151,388)
.. Lo ¥ [ . " . |
Teachers g 2 .26 &2 . 8 6 . - 2 - 4" . -(12.573) .
| . Others v 2 A ‘29 45 % 9.. 8 4 4 (25,441) g
| Total - - e T N 3 R R S {189,403 g
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cludes property such-as Jetters, checks, and credit

- cards. This table shows that among students who~
-had property stolen about one-half evalyated' that -
‘projjerty as beig worth less than $10. For teach: .
- ers.and others who had’ property stolen, about
one-quarter valued the property®at less than .$10:
Another 39 percent of the students imd about Kalf
of the teachers and athers who lost property -sdid
it was worth between-$10 and $49. 6 all victims

Cof in“school crimes 'who'_.r,cpo'rl'_e_d theft, only-10 .
value of the stolen item at $50 -

N

percent plaged the
or more. S . o
... The sutvey data examined.in this section have

" shown "that_the vast majority of .in-school _victiiﬁif"
zations resulted in theft. Although' the - reported.

. -value of ‘the property stolén from teachers_and-

B

: N ¢ . : S : .

. “Pechaps more._interesting is -that -the crimes

often tho '

aggravated: assault, and' simg

resulted -in” neither injuries * Bqliring medical at- -

* tention nor property. loss fo their victims, For in- °
school victimizations reported 1o surdey inier-

) o .
assault—typically”
w b

ught of as violent _‘crimbs-—frape,:(‘ibbery,' o

viewers, both bodily injury vequiring fiedicil at-

tention and property Toxs wer¢ “abse
three out of four raped, 6 out of 10 ro
8 out of- 10 aggravated assaults, and
out of '10°simple as$ailts. In" additio
these violent crimes ¢

- portion of thé. total personal
“octurred. ,nside, ‘schools, (T;
‘together rape, robbery and.
for-only 18 gerceny to

bberies, and . -
more than 9
f, recall that

ctimization _ that
Yhowed that-- -
-assaui(s accounted

otheérs was greater than that reported by students,"
.the valuea of the propérty stolen from all thice .

 Sroups—students, teachers, and others-wis ‘most °
- often less than $50. Most of the in-school theft,
: .’(\hénbwas petty'theft_:-'_," : S ‘
" Havidg_ discussed- se
theft reported, by victims. of in-school ¢rime, it,js
- appropriate w to examine these factors together
inalook” at®he overall seriotisness of in-school,
. victimizations. ‘ '
¢ . ’ ;

~ Seriousness of:In-School--

Victimizations .

r

> -

-

1 &

- ‘The data on the nature and extent of bodily *:

injury and property loss during in-school victimi-
zations suggest that these. victimiza_tim,\s generally
victims. Figure 1 summarizes the extent of the
badily- injury. and “property Joss in"the victimiza-

tions reported by students, teachers, and. others to.
survey jaterviewers in-the 26 cities, In these fig- .-

" ures,+bodily injury refers Yo injuries that- required
" medical attention. .\ . . o :
.. "The crimes of larceny-Lwith, and without ¢on._
tact between™the victim and
definition) never tesulted in bodily injury. to the
- victint.but almost always resitlted in $ome proper-
ty being stolen ffont the Victimi, For larceny wgt&
out- contact, especially, this is_not surprisingihm -
less " the. vietim ‘were present at; the immediate
" sceneof the crime, complétion of -the’ theft s jugt
about the only way. he <or :she “would  becbime
are’of any ' infriny e o

ement;’

-

0 &7 "

[ .

paf_m'ely the. -ihjill'y and- *

‘were not térribly serious in their consequences to®

the offendar—( by ~

4

zation”) TC W isteading -to interpret these
data‘to indicate that the in-school rapes, -robbér-
. ies, and assaults in" afid of themselves were not f
serious crimes. Ragher, thé <data indicate that. -
- these violent crim  occur infrequently. i school,
“and that whefi they do occur, the consequences to
the victim (measured in terms of property_loss
. and serious bodily injury sustairted) are mifimal.

"fhrough 3

The survey data presented in. Tables

- 10-and ‘Figure 1 have in’ varioiis ways

 the question 6f the seriousness of-in-schpol crime,,

eschool ictimization “in, the 26 cities invp

" marily petty thefts and ‘inor assaults

injury _is rare, anid when it occurs, it is

not serious ehough o Fequire ‘medical

= In addition; most of the s
" ued at less.than $50. -

Physical
generally
attention,
tglen property was v‘-\ala B

-

-7 The victimization survey .data from the 26 ci-
- tieswmre it substantial hgreement with some major -

fin&?n‘gs of - the. NI'E Safe School “Study” (
‘Like"the victimiziition survey data, ! -
« orts of -students. showed that theft was cleatly
the most widespread offense. Most of the thefts
~ from students, he report. . indicates, ;“'rivo_lved'
.;items such.as small amounts of money, Sweaters,
“"books, and othér property. usually found in’ logk-
_ers. Only. one ot of five thefts involveil Tosses ol -
more than $10: The siudent feports also™showsd - .
“an estimated 1.3 percent. of secondary sthpol st -
% Wents report. they arg
- cal anesmonth perid®
fifths off the attacks 4
cent ihviived injurics seridus’ Shough it
Cemedical ationtion; L

Ny

197733)..

¥ Although more_ thini ‘wwo-;
nvolved . injury,

N
Ca

x
TS

Hacked at school in o typi- .} 7

nt in ‘about -

ongtituted a vary small pro- =~

Considered togehter, these data “suggedt: that -in- o
Ived prj- .-,

the NIE re- o
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."'T; ey v tifizatipn were more*likely than cither xcuchqm {‘
A S far i “rport. [ f““'“"' “"\““’ "““‘ R studentsy to be victimized by complete Mrang: - o
-‘:’;,,. enee und scri«ftwness of crimes in wiban Schools, 7 “ers. Students, on the other hand, ‘were more likél o
" g INiS section will examine chygagteristics of i vlhgn either teachers gr others to be victimized b, 7t
T _'-' Schopl victims - aid *““7“_““ ©S “'"‘v""yv e L petsons who were casual acquuintances. The data
e, Feongery here.ds. with thervisdg-offdnder re latiop:. also show: thay lcachcrs were about twice as likely ;'
i 12 thp And with “the wge: Aace, -and: se charhéternis- - . s students and others to be victimized by. lone-
SR tics. of (hq victims uf'ut Pl) conjunction, .wuh offenders who were well known to, t?)em chq.t
AR ".h‘,“ samie characteginfids of thelr offgfiders:s ~ . although -a "majotity of in- -school  dimes - were, -,
ot Survey jutetViewdérs nsked, YI(, s, wht‘lht“r O committed by éffenders who were not known by S
S ot ey Knew theit offenddr Py (See }““"CC ‘codes ¢ their- victims,  therg were some variations in the - St
w140 and 4T e Appendiy ) For vittighs of lone - proporticns of Mranger offenders mnong thc thrcc L
. oifcndcrs if.the offender was a Compfcle strang- . groups of victims. : S
s en was knowi by sight only,6 or if the victim " In order 10 examine more c]osely the rclauon— o/
8 "‘..n i reported ot knnwm;, whethiey -the ‘offender WS chip- between thie victim® gnd: the offender in the - - .
i knownoft not) the offendet was - “'(%d”’ ed as “ertmés that took pldce in schodt: chumuemtlcs of /)
L e wn.mgcl_ For' victins of nfore than one uﬂcndu E lhc victims can he cxummcd in wnjllnctmn with
4 the offenders were categorized s’ straigers, only if . thoge of" their offen \crs For students, . teajliers, + -
A;.-“'..‘-.- - all ur them were: strangers: known {o the' viefim and (“hclq (hc vas m.uonty of, oﬂ’cndcrs iné R
S hy “sight ondy, or if the victim reported not know- - - Co @ ‘, o K
mg., whuhcr the offénders were known or fiot. . ‘Q ' o S
' < Fable L shows’ the percentage of vidtimiza- C
ti(m& of sludents and of teachers aml others, that TAB‘I:E 11 E::,g’:g;?d o%:':::gaqes il’?-f'/ T
. were wpmtully wmmlm.d by strangers.> It can be R school vlcﬂmizatlon, _
8 rtudlfy‘.\cch that the mumjority of in-school crimes 26 vities aggregate S -
’ were commltlul by strangers. Of the total victimi- e 1 b il
Lo zptions, stutlents wre victims of strangers xm.,hl- , :"ﬂ-’f. 3‘““‘9 of ’1?“";1 e
","'m s 're,te , N . ol -/ Teachers . -,
e cly m«m omn than ch.lunchers . olhus (74 . Type of vlctlmlm[b/ﬁ smdem ‘ nnd mhen | SR
A pcrccm ‘compared with 67 percent). An cx.umn.l- ' R ey A
' tion. of the specific - typel of vrime shown ‘in this o Qo J DU IR
‘wmbk: indicates that  this diffegence between®” thie * H_ap\e oo - (3%)()(; / (‘gg)c I
sludun and non- -student victims occurs prlm.grrlyw "Robber . , e
~in lareeny without contact where 79 percent of the, o “3 186) ’ (1 808) /
students, comparced with 64 percent of the teich- Aggravawd 7 / Sl e/
ers and other victims, reported that they were vw- . assuutt N (7 6?8) S (2900) o
A (um of“'auung.cu 7 g !almpla 60 - S
T MR wongiult (15931) (5597) S
"“"‘*“""""‘"""" N R ¢ . ‘."’ ‘/ /'.// l’: '/’
Laréény whh 89 PR 1 R
, 5VIctIv’ns worg firat asked if one or mom than one ol~ vl éomacg B} 8 ;3) (1 5)0 : T
« fonder was involved. Wictims who did not- know: whethat * -,.’ L/hrc eithont: 7 e
' tHere was one or inore than one oMander were not mkéd o (.q?m}(étl’ hou 7 & (!’7@’3 (7'116) /" A
, * the.olfenders sex, agé, race, or relationship to the vjotin. Y ol / C A n
: S 9n offender was, snid®o hgve bedn known by 6igm o o _"’ a / . 5g VI
- oply It the'victimi had geen the otrondar pre\glouaiy‘ bphhad N EAS / . ‘5‘7 589’ “" 56) / 0
.neyer sald more than “helio™* to him/Her. - s D L Y A
: s TAlthough the category of Iau;e(ny without cton‘ta ot :n-/ é il it ion / . / .
, volyee no “1aco~to~faco 1 confrontation botwsen he VGt
.- . und offerider, it mdy bg,the cage that the victim doog wil~ 1 Ao "‘:r“ ‘{ of %'”'@ggg’g"? o n‘)b O‘/ fotiyi /
¢ rioss tho-incidant md‘consoquahuy oai rofigit anxmu lon (bt(mlqttrflb & ) nalraﬁg 1 thié / )?{ : /“ 147
“of . chanfetorlstlc% This could Bey, the dase. for o 9 in-~ v&mm teh, bwa' o ? of m g B0 ”“7‘" Aﬁaﬂm#. o
. * 'ihonts trom:lockers, desks-and lorclo racks whd n t 0 vtc‘ Y mm?gﬂmj{ y ,ro?bmﬂr, 7
T tim mi\){ withgas the defmm the q"er‘idt)r 1 Jg xclqtmg thtgo Inre fy n 'ou( ¢o?{g{5¢ cg
proportion of victims of tarcely wlmou(,cor{m(ﬁf oy Ah whidh' imf/ A6t} i\ waa a( pm o lm
.. 10pOt 16 survey litergdewerd the; tvﬁnmctyr(aﬂoﬁ pt 91¢hd~ L %MW ol m (Wn : - AR
- org involved in tha lncfétonl, SOl L // ¢ Ay Lo

and Offenderq

'//

'Charactenstlcs of VICtImS

. . . : . :‘ll.._l
Mou, duall of the. vicmn/lonv offendor rela-
7 nomhm Is presented-in Table 12, “Thé-dats in this.
. table, indicate that. other victims of In;school Vi<




/ / ar(: howcver/. soine dnﬁcrﬂnces umon;, srudent,

/. thw ‘mmp
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, pﬂ'm'{ ¥ Most of /thc th-school o fenders wc,rc
porchd by Aheit victits 16 be,udg

Ter {un{/cmg stMemr. (85 percent) thun among teach-
s ;mcé otfiors. (58 - percent). ‘These data show,
(;w{n, o nlthvugb student- victims ar¢ gencrally
M pge fo ther offendets, tulcﬂerw and othier
Nh? ﬁ’ﬂé 6, generdally older, t'hun their offenders.
Ti)v;a reliut /(\ll\hlb betwedn the.race 'of the vies
i Ahe‘rade. of the offender(s) for students,

7 (mt of- IO of the V/nmuutwn\ repoe;wd
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cher/é S - 31 . 4 15 . - 18 . 17_ “ ‘(43493) ' 3. : i~
3 “In(){udas ohly vlotlmiz,ations commjtted by lane o"endera Excludes thosa/u{rcseny wnmout con:act victimizatlons o
. Inwhich the victim was not:present at the immediaté scene of thé crime. ./ o : e
' b\/tqﬂnﬂzmlons in whlch victim did not know if-he/she knew thooo"endor, J - ). e o B
AR percbntuges ln/thls table are row percentages ‘/ P o
. " . = Sty . f .
y . / . ! L .T b . . : A

i f ' ! .
: anvcd m thc in Lhnol \hctimﬂuuons were rcport- - by studqntg }cachcrs .u\d mﬁlcrﬁ thc oﬂ'«.ndcr wus : :
" v . ~
S0 ed toshe you s hlacklojhu* and .male. There !

“yeyed, the .pmportl,pn of the populatloh that. was

_ the argtng of in-school crimt€ atmbuged to bluck/ ' :
- other ' off ndor% 18 l.nrg.ely dnproportlonute with: -
rthmr repr‘cscnmuon in“thé populatidn.- N

',|3 guuml\ the mlanons dp bctwccn the :
.';,‘/;/‘j/_ < e }f/t’iw vietio .xnd thé percelyed age of the

' .,.'.raam! Of these Victims, roughly 9 out of’ 10, ptu-

. _'-. ' nlm,)hq propm‘tix)n of offenders under 1§ is hlgh 'dem and g icks and. rbugh!y 8 ouLof 10 teachers:

+ and Bthers was £y
_" of thesg,‘grmlm* about two-thirds of the olfendcrs

.mnd dlhcm i% shown m 'Iuhlc 14, Thc ;

{mmi 10’ ave: invetved hlnck/mhur oﬂcngicrs In .

percefved Ay be black/other. .In ¢he 26 cities Uit

bluck/ot“’ér was  substantially. wmller 10 Hence,

i { c(m be: seen in Table 14 that-um%hml vigt
umnmhon of blzu.k]other yictims is- highly. intra-

R 27 e

ofe; involved in inaidents tmwhlch the offender

-was pf the’ wztmc Facg. H¢chcr the in-school.vie- -~
- timizations mvol‘m'lg ‘white . Students, ehchers,
zoalLy not’ insa.racial. 'For each

S were yehqrtcd fo bedlncklother.. " 1 . : y
o ionsidering Dnly violent offénses (attaoks und “.
“rolh riew)‘ the NIE Safe School Study a917:113). .
Showed that . the” majority’ of thesetoffenses in-,
volved victims® and dffenders of. thesame race.
, Howeve, the, propwtion of ‘offensts that was in-
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TABLIS 13 Percent dlstrlbutlon of pmcelved age of oiiender(s) by age of vlotlm -
Lo in ln~gch00l victlmlzatlon, by, statys of vlctlm, 26 citles aggregatea .. N
- " . — v
e, : e Porcolved age of ouondoqs)b . : R
L T =y - s eqlmuldd Y
Status of Viojiri 4 -+ Under S Tor ~ Dont number of |
“and age of victim. R A2 1294 1597 18-20¢ older know - victimizations N N
Stidents: . B U
® ' ) T , LA
12-16 ' 16, 48 45 3 1. 2 (32,800) . &
1619 - 0 " 3. 6 - 26 "5 . 3 (12:540)
. . . . [ v
203 ) 0 0 1 54 82 3 .4 (895)
Total © o .. 1 35 49 ‘10 3 T Nue.2f)
Teachers and others‘r ‘ ' . " :
16-19 0 1 - 8% * 35 2 1 .-
: ¢ LI . Y of
20-34 ‘ .. 9 26 19 15 . (7.569)
. 36-49 10 24 20 (3.191)
-+ 50.0r older 19 27 38 (13410
‘Total .| * 8 20, 30—t (16,413)
. . N
12 v i 7
tExciuides those larceny, without comact viotimizations in. which the victim whs not present at the immediate
.scene of the crime. Also excludes those victimizations In which the victim did ndt know whether there was one or
mare than one oftender. ‘ '
bihcludes porcelvod age of lone o"ender and porcelved age of aldest group ffender. .
oAl parcoMagos in this table are rqypercentages _
dEstimate, basod on fewer than 50 sample cases. may be statistically unreligbte. »
L : LS

were male. Hg)wcvcr/ ‘when the sex of the vtulm

L8 g)gmmnul in wmunulcm wuh the sex-of the:

Mfemlcr some differences among students, te: nch
ers, ahd others emerje. .

An overwhelming ‘majority- of male victims
were victimized by male offénders. The propor-
tion of male victimizations involving male of fend-
ers was higher for students (96 percent) and oth-

~ers (99 percent) than-it was for teucnérs B0 per-

cent). Although male victims almost always” were

" victimized by offénders of the same sex, this was-

‘not so for female vietims.

LY

There was & lurgcﬁ dif -
. férence in the proportion of the same sex offend-
ers in vnclimmmm;,s of female Students compared
with victimizations of feinale teachers and others:
.6 out of 10 female students’ werg victimg of fe-
male offonders. However, only onc-quarter of the

femide tenchers and’ one-third of -thesfémate oth-

ers reported female offenders.”

The survey data in this section have indicated
thut the in-school victimizations  of stydents,
teuchers, und otheis most often involved offend-
“ers. who “'were perceived to bie young, bluck/other.

: mulm Tiv addition, the mujority of these offereers -

. .
BT

) 'EKC

12 e ¢

were not known by théir Victims. Because ‘tost of
the inmhooi nn“cmlws w¢rq ymmg, it tmght )

g,

~however, gives reason to\believe that at-least . a

- mujority (between 74 percent and ‘98 4 pem gil) of |

.

suggested thap thc bulkr of - these oﬂ”cnders were
~students.  Unf nunutdy the victimization - survey
data do not conkin this kind of *'status” informa- -
ton on offenders\and, “therefore, cannot be used
to test this hypodesis. The survey finding that
most of the offenderNwere strangers to their vic-
tims isnot, of course, ¥eason to conclude that the
offeiiders were not  sthdents. QOther rescarch,

portion of in-school offende
For cxnmplc. there is eWdence that suggests
waynerease in crimes wmmlt | ini school by non-
students. A 1970 survey.of 110\urban school ‘l!"“
trjcts reporfed a 2,600 percun. ¢ incrcase be-
tween 1964 und 1968.in crimes coymitted by non-
students  (Research- for chr ,
' I‘)7(v|4) Thus, nortion of the cripe problem -
{nced by urban sdmols Appears to beNeaused hy”
intrudlers, outsiders includmg dropouts, tm:mts,,
and_unemployed” youths, The repoit of the N{B

s ate not students.

Is

Safe_School Study '(1977:97) indicates that thiy® . &5

" portity i$ not high. The NIE: report indicaté: thing -
except for (rcsmnwng and breaK-ins, the: g(cm

all reported offenses were committed hy cm nt
students at the school in question,

¢hools, "Inc.; / S
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R TABLE i@ Pdreéht at b’ut/on of per rage of oﬁender(s) by tace of victim
A T nln~a’ch0 vlctlmlzauoh, by\statUs of yictim, 26 cities aggregatea S
S e Porcolv‘ad racd’ of o(londqt(s) { _ - o
e Y o, e T ™ EG"m&‘le ,
. 7 | Statusof victim o - . "« Don't “nuberof | ¢
R and rag . \{Vhlta,?' o Blnc/ot!\or‘ ) Mlxodb know ;- Victimizatidns )
""""'"‘ ,St‘udo‘ms“r ) / ' S , i
Wl White S .85 ¢ 3 2 (0473
| ®wok/other ° e, - )4‘ © 86 1 5 C o (18,079) 3
oty e Total A -1 Lo 2 3 . (46,253
] Teachers: . L o ’ ' ) It P
White -, e e 1 12 T (5608
Black/ther ' T ¢ 0 .3 ' (948)d..
"Total o Teot e . 110 . (8.657)
"o | Others: .. . ﬁ' o S _ .
e White . / - & ' .32 65 1 3 (6.737)
¢ | . Blackiother . " | 30 e 1 a4 ey |
[ e (- R AT 3., . (@deo0y . .
£ . aExcludes thoso Iarconywhhout gontact victimizquous in Which_the victim was not present at the immediate
’ acor\o -of the crigne. Also excludes those victlmlzatlons In’ wm,ch tho victim dld not know whether there was ono or
moro than one oftender. . S .
bGroup of oﬂendors containing some comblnmtocn ot whno. l)lack and oiher rqce oﬂenders v
fepll perwhmges in this 1able are row percentaog. - L : .o
¢ ' ‘UEstimt\te based on fewer than 50 qamplo cases, mny bo stntisucully unreﬂablo ) -é' 4
) 1 4 L . T . Tt e I S
oy .w’ ~ﬂ EORNRTS S ' ‘, P A B AR R m R ‘
,,_..,« R . Lo C n... ,i ) L ?, S .»' %‘
_ ¢ tent of %hool crime commiited by groitps of of-
. « Numb er Of VICtImS and ~ fenders, whether. or not these” &.l()llp‘% are ofgan-
8 " Number Of Offenders : ch gangs. -
0‘ ,'.‘,I ' ”Anothcr fmu of ‘the mmo pmhicnb faced, hy - “The number of oﬂ‘cnders who were mVO|vcd
;7 ve & urban schools 1» the vmh.nu! nrigl (LLsgmumn . it the in-school victimizations is given by type of
/ ; ‘ , uum,cd by, yzmth guhw N'm.onwudc public. ommon_ . ctime in Tablg 16 for students, and for teachers
coey pull*{ ;md' surveys of sehobl Siticialé show!d grow-. . and others, The majority of in-school crimes were
o ; " ing concern wﬂhalw problems created by gangs m’ - committed by lone offenders: slightly .over one:
~~ “sehpols, Ttis mot clear, however, whether the cur- ~ half of the. victimizations feported by students
* . rent focus of - wmg uulvmcs - sc,h(n)lrs % LC?(LﬁCd'...' and. roughly, two-thirds  of those reported by
Ca 0 on the JAypes of traditional crime, awinsl persons  teachers and others involved lone offenders. Vic- .
' . af. provcrty measured : by- lhc wctn‘nll,i\tl(m survey - lnmlutmn by moté than ome oﬂ’(,niler was more
_ Cingerview. There is spme, evidence 1o qug_,gest that ¢ominon among students than among teachers ‘and.
o much’of the gang uuwny itnachools is dirécted  “others - (27 percent: compared with 19 percent).
Lol ptoward undcrmmmb school policies and- taking Note in this table, howéver, that in a. fairly large
coiqs{ol of the! msmution (Miller, 1975). -~ percentage of the victimizations the number of
'he’ survey |merVieW¢:‘r<"‘(ﬂ)tmnu| information - offenders was not reported (cither the. victim
o from’ studients,- wudf\wq.- aml others ofi both the _dida't know or the information was not ascer-
‘;‘*“' © nuiber. of offenders and the.number of Viétims  tained), When these cases are: excluded, the data
o involvcd in the crime.. lhf{z mpﬁhu of purnclpunts - show. that 34 percent of the viuimimtid‘hs repopt

i ineschool victimizationd {s: ot by itself evi- - ¢d by students, and 23 percent of those reported
donte of whethet he incidents favolved gangs. . by touchers, and others wore wmmnwd by- mdrc"

llnwcvcu it doct; prbvidé 'mfornmdon on tho ex«
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e - T — -r . \ T - Beal e e ' .:- - - -‘\. , T - " 3 ‘ " B R .v - X ~ . ’(ﬂ.’ '|,
),‘M‘BLE 15 'l?orxont distribution of .perceived séx of offender(s) by sex of victim | ;" -
E B - Inln-achool victimization, -, .7 T . S
BRI I PR a"" by status of victin, 26 citles aggregatea : o e ,/
e Ll pergaived se of oltender(s): . /‘{
i ‘ Y oo SR T T . Estimated et
g i R ,' " N «' o o . - . . . “ o - Don‘ . ﬂumbﬂf o, -:.. "‘ PR '-"j'
. 8latus of viotim and sex of viotim - . Ml}iod.. . -Female °  Botht © o know victimizationsy” ) -° . o
S > a - - NN TR
N — s s —— i - — ' -y |
. Students; .- v 0 - Y ) ’ _ o RIS
! & ' : . : . . R
, © . Rale T - L B 1 ' (26,852) L
’ A d . Y ' . ' ’ ) . N e v
T Rema’, S e 4 A (2 -2 R R
e .'r'_r.oml , oo . 72 I 2 R .MGMS) : ,
S Teaetiers: " L e : cu : - E e .
by | Male ' 80: 8 3 1 (2618) ;
% | ' L Female : - S 25 4 I (4,024).
W (_Toml' | S | A N 10, (e,
.* Others; - ) ' o v ’ - \‘ '
. Male. _ : % 20 e84 (4.316) - '
5. “Female 63 * 2 3 L 4 -, @eosy. . e
: ' Total . Lo 76 7 9, R I ‘ (8.921)
T " . * " ; Y :
*Exeludes mosg) larchy without contact victimizations in which the victim was nof present at the Immediate scene of
the crima. Alsowytildes those victimizations In which the victim did not know whether there was one or more than -
one offender. / ° N : : : IR : 4
Group of of! rd containing both male and female offenders. St 1 g
. (ll percentages in this table are row porcentages. , e - BT
N " N v T ‘W T — - . . ‘. — : L . - - - ! X - Wt ..
i ‘, . : ko . ) . . . . .- [

g o &S Table 16 illuﬁ’trintcs. the types of crime that cated in Table 17, the proportion of rob‘ber,ip's that
w7 generdlly had the greatgit involvement of groups . involved three, or 29)0&: (victims is much -greafer -
,.OF three ar more offenders’ weie robbery and as- . among teachiors-and: others (28 percent) than it is =~
.o Sault, Twenty-cight percent of the students and 22 among studehts. (10 .percent). One out of five of
percent of the teachers and other victims of rob-  the aggravied ' assaults “reported by students, .
bory 'were victims of ‘groups of three or more *  teachers, gid othiers involved three, or more vic-
.offenders. Similarly, roughly 3 oyt of 10 of the: tims. ST e e T
~ students, teachers, und other victims of aggravat- - In symmary,. thep, ‘ﬂllh_()llg‘i';;.l.hc majority of
~ed assault reported groups of- offenders. - the victiniizationg which took ‘Place ‘inside schooly
© The proportion of ip-school victifpizations * * were commigted- by lone offenders, o subistantial
~ that involved mare than one, offender was much - ‘number were. compiltied by more than .one. of-
“greated than the proportion that involved more  fender. lnéﬁghgiol';étinps involved multiple offend-
than ote victim, The number of student, teacher;  ers more often thh. they involved multiple\ vic- ,
aind other victims -of in-school ¢fime is. given in o tims, Robbery wnd nssault were the types of \in-
v ‘Table 17%by type of crime. “Those-data show that. - s¢hool crimg that, tended to involve both multiple - -

£ more than four out.of five studenty, ‘teachery; and .'i}i'c'timg' ai’hxlv'mgultiple offengers.
: others were lone’ gietims. Only about Teoiit of W, 0™

Tle e . T : . ) o
- of the studenty, wchgrs: apd. others sutfuod vies (»Y"Y ir e ice .
o t‘imizml‘_gms.wly.'ij“inci(i_‘gig}lsz‘fﬂ;i&;’(Ligjyon‘u_d fliveér gr .. Reportlngto the PQIIC@ : B
L more vietings, UL e SR IR0 T T e -'ﬁqis report his shown that & considerable - -
ot The inehiooterimed that involved’ the great- . - amount of crime occurred inside schools it the
et nmmi" ?

)
.. the-eriing

!

hs of: multiple offendory were also . cities sitveyed, although muck of it was not seris -
i, involvad. the” grentest; brqpor’,t’_‘i,'g)_'nw[ ous. Because most of the inschool crinte consiste

Lo of mubtipted vlotbss robibery and ugsault: Asalidi- { ed of petty thefts and minorwssaults, and because
AAAAA é”‘ . . R - K:,;, . l‘_-‘ : . .. P L. g 4 - .“ I ¥ . ) ‘ ‘ ' - .' .- "
! I "“ -,‘v("‘"__ ‘ ' ! . ' ""”" . N ”r,‘\ s ! “ v - Y
L ew 3‘.\.’“’;‘*}?:,‘?1J‘)f‘::‘;{"lji;‘r‘?"“”;N"m.v 3 ;t “w x:: & ' y‘:t } '




8 ' @ }.'h.,".‘:\\»". . ( N ! - "“‘-if, : ’ : u e SR T
.. L [ ,.“- RS K .”. : et . ..‘
: R : L
SN TABLE ‘lﬁ Eatlmatod peroentagos qt percelved number of oﬁenders in in- 5 I
R .. achool victimization,* o
e B by type of vnctimization and statug of‘victlm. 2@ cmes aggregate e '.': v
| . '_‘__"g-' y | + '_':"' . ' > Percclvoé numbor of oﬂogdt‘ S “ '.Q
N R - ST , - # Eslimated -
. o 2 IR Th,rqe Dont o Not o number of -
R smua ol victim nnd typo of One " Two .‘ormore  know ascenalned ~ . victimizations ~o
. o], . ovictimizetion ' o - R Y
PRI Swd&?& S 79»* 19 0 5 0 '_'(_‘390)5_-?T .
- o  Robbery | . 43 9 2 . . .8 3 (13185) . - -
e * Aggrivatedassault - - 56 7 ‘29 3. . 6" . (6.5%8)
i Slmpleassault 62 8 w. 27 . 1 R ('15-261)., S
Larcanywlmcontact 25 9 3y - 59 3 '--(4.95_3).. o "
Larceny withouit contacte 64 - . 3 2 40 0 (7.873 . .
“ Totalt . 52 9 18 - 19 2 (62:589) ,
A " Teachers and others: n W ' o : T '
K Rape 87 .0 o 13 C 0 . (139)
Robbery '8 8 2 ' 0 Coo1 (1.808) - * - :
© Aggrinated assacir .61 '5 30 . 2 3 ' (2ba0)
H Simple assaul 787 e o (6897) o
_ Larcenywithcontact . 40 . . 7 7 46 .0 (1,098)®. -
: ~ Larceny without contact"" 66 . [ 4 33 0 (7116) W
. Totale 64 8. 13 16 S e (18656) ;
- .;_' - aAll percentages in this table are. row percentages ' ~ ' . '
bEstimate, based on fewer than 50 sample cases, may be statistically : Unreliable € ! s
SExcludes those jarceny. without comact wctimizations in which the victlm wag not present at the rmmediate
scene of the crime. s = Y A
whnuls typically have nmmmmmh/ul mechan- The report on school vmlencc produced by’
isms - for: hundlrng, the “disruptive  behavior  that Rescarch for Better S'chools offers cxpl.mmrons
s oceurs, it is prohahly reqsonable 10 expect that- - for deficiencies in school reporting practices, par-
“much of ¢he crime that occurs within schools is ~  ticularly for the reluctance of victims to report
not reported. to. the -police’ This final section will assaults, The puthors suggest thit student victims
exatine the extent to which ‘the in-school. crimes  may: feai retaliation if tth/ report a fellow student "
reported to survey interviewers were also-report-. and that teachers may fatl-to rcportﬂrccauqc they
cd to the police, and the repsons given, hy victims féar being bl.\mui by parents or_school. adminis- .
for not informing the police: : trators for . failing to maintain discipline_or for -
Each respondent. who reported a victimization  provoking the ilttd(.k Fifially, the authars suggest
" " to a survey interviewer was . asked whether the  that principals also-have féason for not reportmg,
‘ vic”timizu@ion was reported to the police. As such incidents: they do not -wish o alarm parents
shown by the data in Table 18, 9 out of 10 of the  atid. Gther’ citizens or to jeopardr:rc the reputatmn
‘ " in=school victimizations suffered by students and -~ of the school (1976: l7)
- three: out of four of thise suffered. by teachers v . el R
- and others were not feported to the police, > “ooT L
Among students; and among teachers and Gthers, In. view of the. very hrgh perccnmg‘eﬁ of in- 5 T
o larceny was the crime least often reporte(f to the  school crimes _not, r¢ported o’ the police, it is
s police. Even aggravated assault, the crime. most important to explore the réasons wivei by. respom
often reported-to the police, was reported'by only «  dents for their failure to notify the police. All vig-. -,
RREI | percent of -the students and by 41 percent of . tims who did not report their vrctimmtmm to the -
3 the teachers and other victiing who uuﬁ'crcd this

typc Qf victimr/mmn. e

" police were asked to spccrfy the reasons for not
(lomg, ‘50 : . :




and by 35 percent of thc teuchers xmd dthers who

fml(,d to inform thc polnu.‘ ’l‘hnrd 23 puzccnt of

d
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TABI.,E 17 Estlmatod percemages of. number of vlctima In in~school vlctlmlza-
AT tlon, by type ot vlqﬂmization and’ status of vlctlm 26 cities agggregafe
Y ' ' o S o Numbaf otvlctlmn AR
S Bt‘;t f viotl ‘ T “-E’"mam:.“.’ |
|- etviotimtzation °’£ wee: e ™o - mere . viedmeerot
7 _Studer)t_é. b © N o I .'b' S )
. _ Rapa:./ . g% . . . 13 c 1’ 0. (30
AN Rabbery e " 8 f o (13,185) . -
d .Aggravated nasml# 68 - TR ‘ 20 . (6,628)
R Simplé assqut 15l' ) L 82 7 n.o oo ocasaen - |
_ ‘Larcenywnh contact _ 96 : 4 @ 0 " (4.'853() . e
v - Larceny without contacte ‘ 91 ¢ 4 ’ 5 '_(17.373) _ T
) ¥ Totalt - ° g4 7 9 (67,569) -/
Teachers and others:: - | _ o ‘. I P h
. " Rape - TN 100 0 ' 0 (139 -
Rbbbery . “ 68 - 4 28 © (1,808)
o Aggravated assault 72 "6 ) 21 (2,00)
Simple assault o Y 84 6 10 ‘(6,597
. Larcény with contact” )| 4 5 T (1,005)p
Larceny without contacte, 93 o 4 3 (7.116)
m Total® 85 5 100 Y (18,68e)-
aAll porcemages in this table are row percemagps e ’ .
. bEstimate, based on fewer than 50 sample casgsy, may be Statlstically umellable g ”* LR
i ¢ Excludes those larceny without contact victist Izattoné in which tHe victim was not present at the immediate -
sceneo' the crime. ; ) ! RV T
As' an bc seen fr6m Tdble 19, there were the nonreporting studeuts‘ and 33 percent “of “the-
three dominunt reasons given by students, feach-  nonreporting teachers and others felt thdt nothing
‘ ers, and -others for failing 46 notify. the police. could be done about the victimizition. .
* First, 37 percent of the studenss and 31 percent of It mterestmg to note.from Table l9 that the -
. ‘the teachers and others said’ that the victimiza-  total nonreporting in- school victims rarely - cited
" tions that were not rcported to { police : were fear of reprisal’’ as the reason for not informing ‘
A reported to someone else. In this -instance. it  the police. Overill, only 2 percent of the students
- seems reasonable to assume that in the bulk of and 3 percent of the teachers and others gave this ~
’ these: vnctlmlmtupns, “‘somgone els¢*’ refers to &% response; However, among the in-school victims
representative of the school admmlstratlon Fven of the less Yrequent but, more serious: crimes of .
if wil victimizations that were reparted to omeone robbery and |ggmvdted assault, fear of *reprisal
~¢lse are counted as having been pﬂl(.i«l"y report- appears to b¢ a major consideration in the deci-
ed, still about half of the in-schdol victimizations . sidh not to inforin the police. “Thus, among a
in the 26 citiés -do not find their way into offigial * small minority " of  in-school victims—the victims
» police records. Second,, us expcctcd, many of the  of serious crimés—the level of feat-is sumuently-
victimizations that were not reported tv the police  high to inhibit reporting to the pohce .
Cwere ot déemed by respondents to hwve -beon In summary, most of the crime that ge-
. important. ehough to report to the police. This * curred insidg thesé urbin schools weré néver
T rénson was _given by 37 percent of the students . brought to the uttention of the police. The major

redason for not informing the pollwmthnt the . inci- ..
| ddnt was reported to someone elw thut it ‘wm not ‘}

L
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G o to h;tve occumd insidq sqhwh, these in~

important enough, and the feelmg that n0thmg
cduld be done—make sense in light of the evid-
ence in this report .that the m~school crime was
not very seriotis: . N

«

XTI
Public contern with pt’oblems of theft, vio-

'_Summary R

*:ce, and dlsruption in urban schools has in-
ased in recent. years. National opinion polls, .
. special reports, and congressional hearmgs ‘have
jindtcated that a substantial amount of crime oc-
- curs inside:scfiools, ard that this criminal activity
‘- iy vonsidered to be one of the major problems
: facmg sohcols today. In this report, victimization.
“survey data fro:*

6 cities have béen used to
examire personal vnétimizatlonswarcemes, a8s,
“*saults, robbenes, and ' rapes-—suffered by stu_

dents. toachers and othéi victims inside schools, =~

Tn the cities' surveyed n estimated 270, 000
Viétlmizutioﬂs were teported to survey intervtew-

S

- ) '. .'_;, “‘ ‘.._v_ < ‘\; .
W e T o . _,'_,,.t_ R ": ‘:'.“c‘v' ! ".‘«
\ ¢, © . ‘ r’y T . (
. ® v :.- . .'_ voe
T}\BLE 18 Eatlmatod porcamagps of vlcﬂmg repo‘rtlng to tha potlce in In*school
_ - " victimization, ,
u by type of vlctlmizatlon and status of vlctim 26 cltles aggregate j .
- . L Lk o . : o
o i '_ hoponlng fo the pollco R e
o PR . .o . ' Eatlmatod 5
S Don'i " number of
Stntut of vlctlm ond typo o' vlctlmlutlon -Yu' No . know _vietimizations
Students ‘ S o . T R AR
Rape. . . .o are 53 o © (390)b.
Robbery - . .. e 9 T g 8 (1385)
' Agoravated assaut | . T S £ 9 ¢ (6528)
. - Simple assault S T 86,7 "t - (15.261) -
’ "Larceny with contact - " 4 .98 0 (4.853)
Larcgnywtthout . : ' o : S
- contact . S . 93 1 (172,027)
N Tota S 7 o1 2 (212,244) -
Teaohers and others; _ L a - s o ,
Rape . e . Y12 88 o - " Y qagp -
X o (% ¢ . . . i
Robbery -« 29 63 8 (1.808) -
Aggravated assault = Y 4 47 : 12 . (2:800)""
Simpleagsault =~ . «-. % 68 8, (5,697)
Larceny with contact 22 I 0. (1,005 .
" Laradny without . - o :
contact .- 2. IRl 2 (46,513) .
Total - ) el 22- 7. 3 (66.059) ‘
'; K | percéhtagea tn thls thble are row percentggos o _ _
- “Eaﬂmate. based on fewer.thdn 60 samplo ‘oases, may bo atatlstlcally unreltapie , o o o
R - T B Qe e wapnee ~_fdc...'=',;.._-‘ a et ..w,;m«' -m?ry el R

8chool vnctlmlzatlons were 8. percent of the total

personal victimizations which were reported- to -

survey mtervwwers’ n the 26 citles. Four out of - =
five of .the ctimes-inside schools ' were larcenies. .

without contact between the victim and the of -
fender.

was the next most common type of ctime t’epo(t—-
ceds ' |

+.'The age dnstnbtmOn of the thnms suggestcd
thttt although many of them were between . the:

ages of 12 and 15, not all in-school victims were
+ students. -Analysis of the age, major activity, and
- Occupation of the ynctlmMndwated that’ riore, than'

three-quarters of the in-school VlCtImIZAtIOH‘Z were - -
~reported: by students; the remaimng V|ct|mizatiom :

- were.reported by teachers and others, .

“rhz
-~"theft stiggest ‘that although much trimes occurred

survey data-on weapon -se, injury 'zmd S

Assault———elther §|mple or aggravatéd——& B

. insidé sehools in the cities surveyed,’ for the most ...

 part it.way ﬁot serious orime, Most of the victimi= -
 zations ‘were- latcénies without cortact between -
- the vxctim and oﬁendet‘, whnch by deﬁnition do"“
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TABLE 19 Percont dtstrlbutton otareasons tor not reporttng to tho poltce in In-school vl‘ctlmtzation,
S by type -of victimtzatton and status of victim, 26 cities aggregate ' o Do A
T RN , Rnwnofor notuponlnmpollco L S S e '
L Pol - Didn't . DNt - e T
G Nothing .. Not. W wantto. ¢ ¢, wahtto. " . ° Repdrted . - Estmated
SN ., couldbe Important '-‘wan tobe  take Private: : - get. Fearof - to someone Other - . numberof
" Status of victim and type of  done  -atiough = bothered time tnattorv involved reprisal dise © reason. . victimizations®
- victimizetion . T L o R
" N oo e 25 0 0 St e 2t a8 0 ospl
_ L Py 2 2 8 4 1“ o 0 (115
 Adgravatéd assault 12 36 'y 1 > . ! A 2 T ST aTes)
SiJ pleassault . 15 38" 2 1 10 2 4 .38 - T8 T (12991) o
Larceny with contact @ % 5 3., 5 .o 3 36 a7 ek o ©
Larceny wlthout contaét 2 37 ) : 1 2 1 1 " T 5 L (159,239). i
. Total R T A A YRR B 3 .1 2. a7 & s T (esare
: ‘Teaqhorsand,otnots: A o T . A T R : R B o _ »
' Rapo o 8y 0, o 0 - 1 0 24 6 . 18 eee
© Robbery .. ¥ g 20 T4 7 3 29 "oy oow (1188
© Aggravated assault 2. 7 18 0 0 9 1 .4 8 ' 15 . (387
Simploassault 22 ., 24.. 5 . " . 12 o 1 0 10 . (3780)
Larcenywithconteot - €8 19 . 14" ' 12 . ‘o 8 0 7. 48 o
Larceny without gontact , 36« 3 - 5 . -2 0. 2 .30 7 (35,026)
Totdl - . 83 3% 3 2 o 3 i3 .8 " (43,189)°
= lEstlmated number of vlctlmtzattons not roported to the’ poltce _ , «'F N “ ;
7 ‘bPercerils may total to over 100. borcent because vtottms may give more than qne reason for not’ reporttng t tho poltce ] - _ -
. %Al percentages in this table aro row percentages. - R . : . '/f.- ;L o A e
.dEstlmato. b’nsed on toWer than. 505amplo cases, may be stattstlcany unmltabte § - Do o . .
. P ' ' ' B A ' » . A
. '
= e
g SN s ‘
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not; tnvolvc weapon use. Althou&,h weapons were -

uscd, in many of the robberies ‘and virtually all the
ugt,rnv.ttcd assaults, they were used in only a
small minority .of the: ~«total 'tn-school wdctimiza-
tions. When weapons were -used, they were most
often kmives or objects used as.weapons,” such as’

. ¢lubs or bottles. Guns were rafely used.  »

Generully, the injuries sustained by in-school
victims were minor injuries, injuriés such as cuts

- and bruises. Therefore,* many m)ured vrcttms did

_ ot réquire any medical attenticn and - very few

. required hospital treatment.
_ crimes—rape,
}.tmple assault—most victims reported tiit they

robbery, aggravated assault “and

' Were not injured to the extent that medical atten-
_ tion-was necessary. The majority of the in-school

dbgrdeléd assaults were aggravated by virtue. Qf
the prcsont,e of a weapon, not by virtue of se{lous
bodily tnjury to the victim. ‘.

Mast |n school theffs were Iarcentes without
contact between the victim and.the offender. This

type of theft in school probably congists of theft

from deslp. Ioekere bicycle racks, and so forth.*
Somcthmg was stolen it roughly four out of five
in-school - victimizations ;- however, - mueh of the
property stolen from students ‘was valued at less .
"than $10" and *most of the property stolen from,
tcttchets and others was. valued at less than $50.

So* Although a great deal of theft took place inside

the urﬂtm schools, it was pnmdrtly pctty theft.

-

IS

Even in the violent -

The victimization urvey “data also bhed some
“light on the characteristics of in-school victims
and Sffenders. The_majority of students, teachers
and other victims were victimized by offenders
they ‘did not know. Most/of the .offenders were -

perceived by their vigti
or other minority rac
‘The reports’ of

, and male,
s mdents

the crime that took place m school was-committed

by pairs or. groups of offenders. Few victimiza-
- tions-involved more than gne victim., Robbery and

assault involved multiple oﬁenders and multtple

-victims more often than any other type of crime
in school K

‘Because a good deal of the |n-school vncttmt—
‘zation was not serious, it is not. surprising that
most victims of in-school crime did not inform the
police. Teachers and other victims informed the

police ritore often than students. Victims who
“ifailéd to réport the incident to the police’ said ei-
ther that they reported it to someone else (proba- . -

bly %o teachers or school administrators); or that
they did gnot consider the incident important

enough- to report it to the police, or that they -

thought nothing could. be done. Victims of mpe,
robbery, and aggravtrted assault were much more
likely to mention fear of*reprisal as a season for

- not reporting the mcrdent to the police, than were

victims of Iees serious crimeq . I
& "
L
L] ’ “‘
b3
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’
Y

S to* be :young; of black -

teachers and other.
victims indicated that a. considerable amount of




APPENDIX A Place of Occurrence of Personal VlCtIfnlzatIQn in 26 Cltles

TABLE Al Percent distribution cl place ‘of occurrence of personal victimizatlon in 26 cmes

o

E . o R
t e .
L N M . K
3
.8

Place of occurrence ‘ o L
) : S . Inside ~ " Inside  Vacatlon, On street, Estimated
‘ . . Ator Mear - commereial ~ office, ” home, hotel in park © Other number of
. City “School. - own home ‘home - _ bulldl_ng- . lactory of motel etc” - place vlctlmfzatlons 4
M [} T ; T , - .
| " Attanta’ 19 - c 4 17 a' ;A s 8 n (45065)
| eaitimore 10 5 14 4 e 0 9 5. (124380)
1" Boston o 5 3 .28 3 .. 50, 6 - (82,022)
|| . Buttalo R 4 a4 4 1 % 6 (30,629
\ Chicago’ . "7 6: . 18 - 4 ) &7 " 4 (374,839)
Cincinnati 0 - a4 Y 3 v 0 59 7 . (65.626) .+
.. Cleveland 0 5 5. a3 o 56" (77.424) -
Daflag 14 s ¥ g® w R 51 ' " 0a17).
||| penver . T 3 17 T4 S I Xj .8 (84,420)
Detroit . SRR BN 5 13 ¢ 3 0 e [: ”"'(178&57)
-"_,_Hou.eton' N . ;;E‘,-.'_;"“’. "‘;\\' 3 s 3. 1 ,;.5? ' 9 = (161170)
AR DI I ) LN R (393,542) -
T LA 6 16 3 - 1 57 . 8 (17,627)
e o e o e e ey
o *" LY 4 19_ 2« v 50 . ’10' ' (60,325)
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- 38 e e
L : i ';“ . ' o
. o ” _ &‘. K -
o ' o ! :
. ' B N & ’ . . . A
gt \ - L g




e

_TABLE A1 Continued

P

ay

o+

Place of octurrence’

School.

Near
‘home

Atorin.
own home

- inglde ©
- commercial
bulldings -

Ingide
office,
lacgor_y_

Vacalloms On streot.
home, hote!

In. park

" ateh

r number of
© place

- ” \ . Estiinated. -
¢ Other

\

or motel

* " victimizations -

. DN - ’ E . j : , . e, -
Newark = - 6 LA 187 2 0 .68 4 (21915
New Orleafis 0 - "3 4 16 ' 2 0 6y 6 - (50,208)
- S . . oo - -, - N .. Oy, L.

- "Now York K - 5 6 22 .. 4 RE 53 4 (664,807)

- Oakland 2 8 .~ 4 5 A5 N .+ 689 6. - (41115
Philadelphia 6 8. - 3. 15 t R 63 57 < (195768)
Pittsburgh 18 3 5 18 .3 e 54 b (a0.669)
Portland 1 4 3. 16 . 3 1 51 10 . . (67,045)
T ) . L * ) N . ' « v : x . -

" SariDlegg - . B 3 .3 12 . 2 1 53 . 12 (l0a907)
~ 8an Francisco® - ' 3 3 24 T8 T 5.% ©.8 08,769)
“Stlows. - . . x 5 18, .3 0 61 . e T (ogo4
Washlngton.DO v _ 6 6 18 KR a3 66 6 (48,618)

- alncludes commerclal bulldlng such as sfére, remauram bpnk gas g tlo! . f'_ ; g
blncludes on the strégtgln a park, fieid, playground school grounds parklhg lot¢ , ¢
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jf?i‘iéi--» apeeNDB
. National Crime-Survey
Type of Crime Defmltlons

‘ . dohncd by the National, Cgime Survey as Tollows:
Rapc»-«Curnal knowledg,e through the use. of force -

*or the threat of force, mcludmg attempts. Sta-t

I tutory rape’ (without force) is excluded. In-
o c.ludes both  heterosexual zmd homoqexual
O rapé,
Robbery——'l heft or attempt%d theft dlrecdy from
" “a person, of property or cash by force or.*
-threat of force, with or wnthou’( a wegpon.
'A;,gruvaled assault—Attick with & weapon re%ult-
v mg, i any m,pury and attack. without a weapon’
're‘%ultmg, either in, serious injury (e g., broken
~ bones, loss” of teeth, internal injuries, loss. of
’ consuomne%) or. in undetermined injury - re-
. quiring 2: or more days of hospitalization.
Also lnclude» uttempted assault with a weap-
on, . -
blmplo a&snult——Attack wnthout a weapon resultmg
either in mmor injury (e.g., bruises, black

t

eyes, cuts, scratches, swelling) or in underter-

mined injury - requiring less than- 2°.days. of
(“/ hospitalization. Also includes, attempted as-
P

sault without-a' weapon, - * o

ersonpl larceny with contact—Theft of purqeﬂ
wallet, -of cash by stealth directly from the .

-

lhc typu. of crlme unalyzcd in this report are

-

- person of the victim, but without force or. the -

threat of force: Also includes attempted puree
i snatching. g
Personal  larceny - without contact-—J‘heft or at-

+ tempted theft, without direct contact tetween -

« . victim and offender; of property or cash from -

. any place other-than the victim's home: or its -

TN imimediate’ vicinity. In- rare cases, the victim
: _,. sees the oﬂ‘cndcr durmg the commnsbmn of_
) theuu B '
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. 4') b‘:‘ 9fyane "‘ EAT!N to beot yw up or N 1ves - How many | v : -
E IT ownh u. (:lh, g;m, or some ' times? Fo et -
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. ‘« 26p What were yoy dolno modt of LAST WEEK ~ (working, §
! -heeping house, going to uhool) or something efae?
KIP o4y

@ R

3 temporarily obsant or on layett LAST WEE
v No 2 | Yes ~ Absent/- SKIP to 280

: 37. Did qnyons take something-{else} directly -

204, Hm Yyou been loollng for vml; dubing the pass Nuh?

@ V[ ) Yes No - When did you last work? -t
@ L 2| Loss than § yews .»;o,«smfwo

150' Oid you live in this hause en April 1,19707. N

3] 5 or more-years ago
4 lNuvu worked SKIP 10 36

© 1 Yas - SKIP loChukHamﬁ l( ' No

b, Where did yov v live an Aptil 1, 1970% (State, hulon country,
U8, possession, etc.)

Coynty =

Swue. ote. s
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21, 14 there any redsiin why you cauld notioke o job LAS" WEEK? |
v Y No Yes - 2| ] Already has a job
: 3 () Temporary itiness
« - 4[]]Going o school |
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d.-Were you in the Aimed Forces on April 1, |970—'F
o Yes 27 " No :
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“Other - §
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o e -
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r P
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At e
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: Yes = Whot happened? =
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some ather weapan by onyane of ol1? (other C tima?
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ITEM C
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olready medtioned). L , : : ey o
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43, During the las) 12 sonths, did nnyoot mul ERTINTITIN. 1 1Yes » How ming
things that.b¥longed to you from inside any car .;'.' ; N0 Unen ::T'L!’fg 5{,':,"k:&&'“'m":,:":&g;“:: m;:g‘w- 1o Uines?
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, - : - $0GIAL AND ECONOMIC svvct.??g's ADMINISTRATION .
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: "o, You salgd that during the last 12 manths ~ (Refer to "" 50, Were you o customer, ¥mployes, or awner? _/I// 1. Y
oo | o appropnate scieen question far description of crime).. ] @ CoCustomer - e - : Do
b, In whot manth (did this /did the first) incident hoppen? . ?’I t Empl ' T : 4 ’
ployeo . . . :
. “ (Show [lushcard 1f necessary, Encourage rpspondonl o . .
p Bive ox(u.( month,) ) 1 Ownaer L
| Lo . 4] ' Other ~ Spoclfy... - O
66'4) e .,Momh -1 - ' " b, DId Oho pervon(s) steal or TRY 1o lunl ony'h‘ugbllonging
' . P : oo 4 to the store, restaurant, o“lu, lodnry, etc? ‘ l Y
. 13 (hus mcndem rcoou for c\ sorws of cnnms' ' Yes L, .
. . ° b . . .
@) - CHeck ' TNo - SKIP 102 No, . SKIP Cl}nck/ me - ‘[N S
! ITEM A 3,  Yes - (Note. s¢ries muSthove 3 or -wyf/?ﬁon't kno . . ™
- more simifur mcuwnls which sl _ b : -
respontforit can’t w sepurdle'v) 1ho hndg’h) tive Olmo Jv hnvo o tight to be '
b. tn what menth(s) did Vheae incidents take plou? e 3 -b'6>° guestaro w‘""m‘m? ' o : |
AL R (Mark all that upply) . “SKIP to Chock Item B . .
G . . @D v Sprng (March, Apnit, May) ' G D K
R : - 2. " .Summér (June, July, August) )
Ny . 3. " Fall (Septembet,” October, Novomber) _Mo'_“ffr‘f e ha E
B a4 Waintet (Ouombo Jnnuavy. Fubrumy) b, Did the affender(s) oclun"y gt in or iuu TRY to get .
- DAY in the building? . N :
<- Now-mnny bncidonn were lnvnlv'd in this urln? . . '
' 11 L Actually got in :
Qﬁb ' Thrao or fow : W N RN
. Fivototen . - - 2' 7| Justtned to getn T s ne
., y  Eleven or more ' 31 1 Don'tknow R K
L ) 4 Don't know N h k. Woa ﬂ\ou ony ovldenco SMsuch.os o b(olwn |oc|| ol broker R
, ’; B " TERVIEWER - ” serres, the Jollowing qwestian window, thot the o"ondor(s) (forced hf} woy In/TRlﬁD
s only tadhe mosl recent mcident, s . \ > ' L 1o 'o':: his woy fn) "‘! b°||d‘"9? E
g v Y R > 17 o .
% :‘I:\::;O.:;h’::;po;v::?dld(ohl\ the most '-\q\w\'\: Y ) _ . Yes - Whot wos lho evldpnu.? Anything olve? - P
i 108 v Don’t know ' . J"\.> ' : (Mork all that opplyl 0 ‘
! g . t \, , . . 21_J Broken Yock or ‘window :
P) uting the day (6,0, 6 p.m,) 0 s 0 K
. . At mdht (6 p.m. 10 o : . . a7} Forcey doar or window Ce
)7 6 p.m. to midn (or tnad) ) SKIP
. . - a4 Mdaightio 6 am @ D . a _'Slashed screen P to Check R X
' ' ; . ) . : L ' Other - Spucify ., v . ftem & . e
‘s " Don't know - ) . Fd . T $
3a. Did this incident toke place inaide the Hmits of this ' - X
? RS e RN .
. Q"D‘ L&Yy I"l'“::’(;':"::"': ;:‘J“s cur - SKIP 0 4 & How dld the o hndov('s) (vﬂ ln/ny 1o get In)?
o 2 - Somewhore eise 1y the Ummd States @ |]v | Through y nloct’od door or window
' ) Oumdo the Ummf States =~ END INCIDENT REPORT 21 "Had key - .
’ b, In whn' State oml coumy dw this incident occm? ] : 3 10on‘t know. o . ' - ‘ - '
2. o i ar 'Othcv - S"pculy el : oo
S“““ T s s S T e gy Wns respondant or nny ulhcr mombov of
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) Gounty v . e e Tt v CHECK ‘ Iv\\:!dunl ocourred? (If*not sure, ASK) ] - ", '

e bld i hopponnlmldo ||\0 Hmlh ol o cl'y, Oan, vlllogo,_;;‘t:a ITEM B

QIO el 4]No-$KIPlu 130 - : ) ) R
st Ne ) Sl ! Yes ' SR )
.ot Yes,- Enlar nome of City, town, etc. 7 - Y - R -
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C.) f 1 [ I r“] ikl osandsdivunid bbb At ot vomething he was vying as o weopon, such os o ' ' o
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- . Tt PAtor in own dwelling, 1 garage of . No . \ . o - : .
, " athet byriding on propenty (fncludes $KIP to 60 ‘W - , : co o :
. } " break-in or attémpted breakin} - * K 2{ ]Don't know . .. } ' -
e ? *Nv\xn vacatign honfe, hotel/motal SN - Yot « Whot was the ‘weapon? (Mark oH lhor uhmy) '
“ . in%10N coinmercial buifdiog such as, ) - . 36w - jb .
. store, tostaurant, bapk, gas S(mlop, . | ASK - S ( o . _ . : R
R ‘ pubhic conveyance or station - S50 e 4L:Kn|0 S R S
'- . 4} " lhside office, factory, of warahousn, .. Coo 0 sl JOther - Spo(lly , i
" " s Near own 'home, yord, sidewalk, -~ Y. ¢ b, Didte per WY voo: knoek vou i K
B . drivaway; carport, np’nmnem TR _— _' ,.ma ,:; I':':(:zu ,,K,:"wd'; ok you d”"' o ““m' y T e
Doos noi melude bresksn or- w0 - | i _ N . A
; e attempter brogk-in) Fswp - @ VI 1Y6s - SKIP to’ll A - v
o' }Qn the syem, iis d poark, Geld, ph\y- .\ 1o Check 2. ]N° . ) ' ' S
~,‘ ; tround, school grounds o pmkmg tov [ fem 8 . ’ : pe eromis st oo
. o R lnudo schaol e Did the p"ton(’),}hua"n you wm\ Imlm ln nny Woy? : R
' - :. s Otl’\lv Sbmlv-y ot ‘ @ o( |No..SKIPlolo L e
' * . ' ' Lt *' .
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How ware you mmmm An oﬂm wayt 1 9, Didinguranes or any hasith bonmu tagtam pay for ol or. m ol
(Mark qll. txot obbly} v Y N the m’al madicel q.u\‘ nioa? ! ' P V '
] Varbal threst of ULLE : L @ 1[0 Nog yay .,“'Cd . ' \
a[ ») Varbal theaas of atwack other than ropel T I Nonas el gmp-m IOa .
. aLIWd?’ponpunMor qumd winl -'s(:]All.,...“.,' T
waspon ! o Y T . -‘m Parv | i N

A[] Anempted artack with wéapon . . .
l ) (for anampla, lhotw at) new - Now tych did lnwron“ ot o mm. bonolln progrom poy?

"{ 2::::;::"’::3‘:;:;;?". - o 3 ' . (Ob!oln an emmote. if necossnry)

- ;Othur - Specify. . . § . 1 Did you de -nrthln, to profect ywud" of yow p;opony
: —=J . dwln. the Incidany
" o Whar qcmally,hopronod? Anything else? : a ?Y‘:u- EKIP‘to 1 .
e (Mark all_that app . SRR B
@_ 1| Something taken without permssion , . What did you do? Anyihing else? (Mark alk thiat ppply)
2] Attompted or threatened 1o : . + [ZJ Used/brandished gun of knife
take something ' 2 (7] Uséd/ttied physical force (hit, chased, (hrew Ob.ec( used
3} .| Harassad, argument, abusive lanjusge ' ather wanpor, otc). e
4{_} Foraible entry or attempted 3(7] Tried to gat help, stiract stiention, séare omnde- away
" torcible entry of hougs _" " (screamed, yelled, called for help, turnad on lights’ etc.)
. &{ |-Furcible mhiry or attempted a[7] Threatened, srgiitd, reasonad; atc., with offender - * . o o
antey of car ~ 8] Resisted without force, used evasive action (ran7drove away,’
of | Damaged or domqvad pronony

o o hid, heldDyaparty, locked door duckod. shlhgdod 'u" o‘c)
7} Attempted or thraatened to : ce () Other- Q ecily

. damage or destroy praperty ) - — -
o i' i Oltml”* Sbecv(y Y prop SN Wn the Erime ddmm y only one ot more than one person? o
- ' ' nly ‘one -7 a[ ] Don.t khow ~ 3] More than one 7

- : §KIP o 120
f. Now did'the 901:00\(') ottack’you?. Any -1 - - ' ' i
«. . other woy? (Mark oll that apply)’ " - f, qu many persons? ¢

) @ W iRapad . _ LA ’ N )
. * 27 ) Trigd to rape ; ¢ ' . h Ao ———
4\ "} Hit with object held n hand, shm. km!od SIS S e, .. Were they mule ot Oomafo?
i | Hit by thrown object 5 - \ o @ 1 {ZJ Al male
s ;'j.| Hit, slapped, knacked down | . N\ , 2[7] A female
6. | Grabhed, held,, tvipped, jumped, pushed /8 N . 3{7]Male and female
7, ) Other ~ Specify . \ ':,w ,u would {w .'“Yo; - 4[] Don't kiow .
Bo, What were the injuries you suffered, If an ? ' the person was )
2 Apything olnos?K(,Park 7(’){ that upply) ¢ @ 1'[7) Under 12 . ' " ;‘:&::fq?ﬂ: yousay the
"4{ jNone - to 10g . T .
2 ‘; Raped o B R L BT L (@) ;H ?2"67'4 12 s r'}g,'(;" :’OV‘;'
1y | Attempted ripe. : - . SIT15-17 - S 31517 6 [ Don't know
a;" }Knite of gunshot wound _ © o a[D)16-20 . 417]18-20 .

8 | Broken bones or tde i. How old would ¥ .
6 ' !linternal injuries, kndc 8.7} 21 or over : °|‘:’"‘:-w:' old-you say the

7,71 Bruises, black eye, cutsd N 5['] Don’t know V(7] Und t 12 a[7)18-20
“8{.) Other - Spacify i ; zu 12 {2320 or dver
c. Was the person someans you
b Were you lnlwod 10 the entent ﬂm you }&ooaod knew or was he o stanger? .| - 1) ‘5—'7 o () Don‘tknow
edical ottention ofter the ottack?, a J» Were any of the persons known

@ '{ |No - $KIP 0 100 - « . 1 (7] Steanger - 1 . 0,'.““",”{”0' wornhoy

b -

$) Yes © - a[Z7Don't know : , ol strongeni :

o . B Y ' [T] Al stangers. SKiP
¢ ?:d IY:;:)“-“‘“ any treatment af o honplyql? S :(',,‘?:,;':,'yy _ A @ 2 llf:{ Dor\"\ kn:w £ wom
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- INTERVIEWER ~ If tespondent doss not know - Yps - What relationship? 3{7] Well known .
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" Fa, At the time of The Incident, were you «Tvom! TGN . 2(C) Parems - s [:VJ Other -
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Includy anything stoten from .

unrecognizable business in rospondent’s home, . ¢ :.

Do not include anything stalen from a rocognlmblg
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[ )

1 LJNO e s
2(7) Dan't know.

3L Yes. : [

/

(em/mmv vohldo) wo' un

"

“b DId Oho parsen uwm’ﬂw (ur/mom vohl(lo)?
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3 :[ 1Dontknow
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} mr to wm '

b, Was this lass nnncd 0an imuum «mnuv? )
@ Cie. o |
. 1L1°on‘t tnm—”___}. SKIP.ro.u_w.

’ A M‘n

. \'lu ony o! ohh lou ucovoml 0huu|h Inluunu?
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4 [Z1Not yet seuttad
. )C_jNo.....,.

3[I1Yer e

}sm o180 % :

10.. Wm the pelice lnhvmd of this
Ne
<8 (00"t kngw = SKIP to ka mm a
T 'Yas-~ Wha teld them? :
" 2 (T Household mémbier
.4 Somgona else:
19 [T) Police on gceie "

ont I any. w-y?,

' SRIP to Check Mon; 6

‘What wiis the reasen this lngldcno was not teperted to
-the pelice? (Mork oll that apply) -
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2 (7 )-Did nae think it impoFtant enqugh
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.
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0! value of the propdrty, rep_ldud

@ s @ -
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ITENG [} No s "SKIP to Check ltem H
TASW CIves - AsK 216
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0 Y
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e a3 duscribed If NCS<3 itams 2Ba—e -‘!km o |
Cheqk Item H
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) e

. .
et
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[ P —
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y u[ lNo cost a7 don’ uknow - SKIP to 20(:

v
. s v, o
. . L . .
L I . ! A
. "

'cﬂléi
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Tem-
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