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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 Service of the LaW Enforceinent Assistance
Administration. This research project has as 'its aim .the analysis. of the
data generated by the National Crime Swarvey studies ot criminal
victimization undertaken for 1.1.AA by the United States Bureau of the
Census. More specifichlly,,, this research project, as its title suggests,
encourages the use of the National Crime Survey data to examine issues
that have particular relevgnce for appii.cations to thd immediate needs of
operation?l crithirial justice prograins.

This aim is pursued in two ways. First, the project staff has conducted a
series of regional seminars on the history, nature, uses, and limitations of
the National Crime Survey victimization data. These seminars, attended
by criniinal justice planners, crime analysts, researchers, and Operating
agency personnel, have served .as a useful exchange for disseminating
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 surve9 data. Second, based on
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 criminal
justiCe programs. This report is one in the analytic series.

The National Crime Surm victitnizatiOn: ibto proyjde a wealth of
important information about attitudes toward the police, fear of criminal
Victimization, characteristics .of victims,.the nature of 'victimizations; the
consequences of crimes to victims, characteristics of oFfenders, ttle failure
of victims to report crimes to thepolicb; reasOnS given by vietims for not
notifying the police, and differences beiween those victimizations that are
and those that are mit reported to the police.

The National Crime Survey results wake available sj/stematic informa-
lion 'the scope and depth of which has not heretofore been aVailable. These



data gonstitute a vast Store of information that can be a.substantial ukility
to the Critlninal justice commimity.. Knowledge -about. characteristics 'of
victimized person's, .iiouseholds,and,commercial establishments and about--
-when nd where victimizations,occur haye particular releYance for public
educatiOn programS,. police patrol 'strategies, and environmental engineer-.
ing. Inforihation .on_, the nature and exten't 'of injury .and toss-in criminal
victimiiation .can ivovide datanecessary for determining the feasibility of,
or planning for., programs for restitu.tion and conipenSation -to victiins. of

Information about the level of property recovery. after .burglaries
-and.. larceniOs is useful for 'assessing the need 'far property identification
.programs. 'Knowledge about the levels of nonreporting .to the police and
about the kinds of victimizations that are disproportionately not reported
to. thepolice 'give an indication Of the nature and extent of biases in police
data on offenSes

These are only a few. of the areas In.,which results of victimization
.survey- data baYe the potential for informing ddcisionmaking and'shaphig
publie policy. It iS the aim of ihis series..of Iinalytic reports to.explore

,.some of- the potential applications of the victimization survey reSults and
Vo Stimulate 'discussion about both the putility and limitations .of stich

applications.

MicliEl.. J. HINDELANG
Project Director
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Highlights of the Pfildings
. VicOmization -data from 26 Amelican cities surVeY41 in 1974 and 1975 are

Osed .in this report io °examine personal .victitnizatiOnsrapes,,iobberies.,
.assaultg and larcenies---4hat kiccurrea . inside- schools.... Some- highlight's of the
report include ansWers WI the following 4uelions;. .

. .

.HoW ,extensive was the in-sehOol crinie?In. the 26 cities suryeyed.an esti-.
mated 270;000 personal.. Vic4imizationti were reported .to haveoccupreci inside
schools, over the course of a year (although file specific 12. month .period
ied' with When.the city was surVeyed). In-school. victimizatiOn .constitpted
percent Of the total personal.victimization in these nrban areas.; boWever, the
proportiiirr of vienniizatiOns that took lolace in sChool yariea by -1-ve of
crime front only 1. percent of the rapes:tt 12 percent of fhaiirce.nies without
contact between the victim and offender.-

ty

.What.was 'the nature of .iwsehool crime? .Most of.-the in-school crime was
eitheripetty theft Or assault reWiiing in 'minor injury to the .victim. Lareeny.., .
Without..contact between. the :vidtirn and Ate offender- acconntea for .55 per-
cent.of the- total personal-victimization in 'the 26 citieS, but 81 percent of the

-.:

'personal victimization .that occurred inside schools..The second Most 'conk-
mon in-schotil crime was assault; in-school. rape Was 'extremely rare. Weap-

. . . .

ons--°-guns, knives, or objects such .as bottles or wrenches used .As weap-
. onswerenot often used in the jn-school victimizations..

Who were the in-schttol .vietims1 'The majority (78 percent) of in-sdool
victiinizations were-reported .by students:. The remaining victiMizations were
repOrted by teachers (8 percent) and other victints,.-jncluding non-teaching
personnel-, visitors, ark', so forth.

WhO were the' iwsehool offenders? Most of the in-School offenders were :
perceived bytheir yictims to be youngmales'Of. black or.other, minority. races.
A considerable *Portion. of the :in-school :. offenders acted in pairs. ot
..groups . tie majority .-of offenders were strangers. to,.their ictims,...although.
this doeS not necessarily .mean that they weren't. fellgw .stUdents.

. Was ihe In.sehool crime reported to the polio? Nine gut of ten of the in-
school victirnizationssuffere d). by students and three out of four of those .

suitered by teachers and otherk were not reported tO the f)olice. Victims who
railed to inform police niost often .said either that thty reported it to some; .

one .else, that it 'Was not impprtant enough, or,that they thought nothing
could be done. Victims of rape, robbery, and-uggravated assault' were much
more likely to mention fear of reprisat as a reason for' not reporting the inci.
dent to the police than were victims of less,!4erious crimes.
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CRIMINAL VICTIMIZATIO, IN URBAN ScHOOL

Introduction , . ?

and: extent of the in-school- c blem. In a ..

. 1975 'report refeas4d by the Senate kJudiciary. Sub-Survival in .school once meant merely
_ passing exaMinations. Today, SUrviVal in;

many Atnerican schools :means eseaping.
'from the. thousands of criMinalS who roam
hallwayS and pla9grounds witkurireStiict-
..ed ease -and terrorize students-and: teach.-
ers alike.

Testitnony of representative Mario
Baggi of New York -before the Sub- ,

cd Mittee on Economk .Opporiunity
of the CoMMittee .on Education and
Labelr, Oversight dieking on Safe
Sehool -Study, January N.,. 1978:

IN RECENT, YEARS, public cyncern aboUt vio-
lencevandalism, and other crimes occurring in
and near school has increased. In a. Gallup pubk
-opinion .poll conducted in. 1975, -0 representative
.national sample of respondents was asked to
enumerate the major -problems facing public
schools in their coMmunities. The response
`Viimehrandal-NntIsteating"- -vii6S-7-untottgThe
problems, most often mentioned as the' ntOjor
PrUbleMS.ftiCing public schools (Gallup,1975). In
a Gallup survey .$:OnduCted .during the preVious
year,-.a representatiVe national snmple. of respOn-
dents wag, asked about their impreSsion of ,the
extent of' stealing (of Money,' clothes, !undies,
bodies, etc.) that waS:going on in their local public
schools: Two-thirds,. of the. respondents repOrted
thaf.theylaelieved that stealing occwed a. great
deal (33 percent) or.some of theotime (14,pere.ent):
When asked in the sanie Survey.Atudent gangs
that disrupt 'the School or .,hother other' students
Were a problem; one-half 'Of the respondents. re-.
Portedthat student gangs were. a 'big problem (17
percent). or sOinewhat of a problem (31. percent)
(Oallnp, 1974).

The growing public etindern obout crime' in
schools 'has testilted 'in reseArCh'it1t9 The..nator0,

committee .10. Investigate Juvenile Delinquency,
data fro, Mere- tiUth 500 schools indicated that
crime -in American school's itt the 1976 to' 19.73-
'period :was becoming 'increasingly s'eri us: Ac-
cordinglo the Senate Subctimmitteo rep rt, in the
seheols studied .100 students. were 'murdered and

L' '70,000 teachers were assaulted: In the schools-
. majOr crimeshomiOide, rape., robbery,. assault,

burgldry, durg and alcohol offenseS, and weapon
offenfies,had reportedly, increased considerably

.dUring the 1970 to 1973 'period: For exaMple; as- ..

wilts on teachers' and students had increased by
aboUt 80 percent, robbery. by more 'than '35 pe.rt.
Cent, and weapons offenSes.by . more. than 50 per-

.. cent (Subcommittee to.Investigale Juvenile Delin-
quenCy, 1975). -

. . .
Thel...aW Enfofeement. Assistance Administra,-

tion's (LEAA) National Instititte. Of Itivenile.Jus:
tice and Delinquency 'erevention sponsored,' a

:VvOT-kiftg .cdniferenteof atidents,, parelitgTteach"-
ers, .supetkintendentS;.- and .. curity directors to.-
study the' school crime, prohl articipants. re-
,ortcd baying had extinsfve perience with vio,.
lence and disruption in schO 111.- .Experience 'Wit
vandalism was repOrted by, . Out 90 percent o
the participants, with wet ons Carried in. the
schools by 80 ;percent.. of the partitipants,- Auld.
With gang.-violenee in and 'ardund school. by 60
percent of .the. ptfrticipants (Research for Oetter ..
Sch'ools.,..Incf, 1976:17-18). . '

.Finally, a recent study Conducted by the Na-
tional Institute 'of Education (1\11.E) exnmined the
problent cfrimcit that oectlf;i9. school..-. The .NIE
Safe Schoat-Study Consisted of three PhaseS.
Phase I was a mail survey in whieh.. more .ttian
'OW eleMentary and secondary schooLpriticipals
were asked to...report in detail oh....the incidence ot.
illegal. of. disruOtive . activities in their schOols,
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Phase II consisted -of on-site Surveys .of .a .nation- '
ally opresentatim: -cluster sampkt?of 642 jiiniefr

..,.., .

Y,. ,
And .senia- high schrs.iind Phase. I I lyifiVol.%%ed a.

. ,
,._ molte intensi,Ve cilia itative study of . 10 sChciots.

: ; - ... ,,,,
: Beel'itiv, ,t he NI F. Sge School :Sitidy is 6ne of the -,.. .. ., . .

most cOrnprehensive studie-of in-sehool citme to:il
A

,. .

I.

. ... .... .. ' . ,...
... iR r

.I ,, . , t
"7 .

American eitieS.,i ,Ilktitise. tli .V.-ictitniziaion.:

. ,

?.

date, it will be.' used. thfoughotii this report:for.,
cOtnparatke purio0s. The. NI, report- indiCated
that acts:ot;violehee and prp,perty destruction in
schook ineileased th!'iAlghbutfr the 1960'g -y4 the

:! -early 1970's and:leveled off after: that.' The 'school
assessMents were 'that the serlOusuess

of Violen'and vantfalAm in their:Schools for the...
years .1471.1976 showed no. overall 'change; inti
faci, they suggeSted some improvement in urban
areas tNIE,

When condered together, the Gallup Piiblic
Opinion;polk, the .1.,EA,A- conference,: the Senate
Subeommittee report , and the.; N IE Safe Schi,T1
Study prOvide evidence Of a considerable arMiunt.

ritie occurring 'in schools -and: a natiOnal. -

awareness of $his problem. However,, as nuyastires
of the school crime problems, _these data soorces
have limitations:-'.uhe opinion polls afek useful pri-
marily as indicators of public perception of vio-.
lence; Yandalism, and theft,occurring in schools.
The results of . the. LEA conferenee represent
the experience atIOMpressionx ,of i -group (if
peoetle .Who, are ,concernetl, with the prOblem of
violenee in schoolk-, ,The Senate 'Subcommittee
report and the N1E report :t4en together ptvvide
personA testimony of stodents teachers, and

' administrators, and the results of sniveys. con-
Ilueted limited. samples of school disTricts.

TheSe lind similar -data are uSeful as general
.- indicators of the problem of Crime in schools.

How.ever, 'because theft c(tre. b4ed primarily on
public 'Perceptions and; on the experiences and
iMpcessionSA.of 'limited samples_ (47, people con-
cerned with Problems in schools, the data are in-.
'sufficient for. Marty purpoks; With the exception
of the NI F. sfudy, they are not based op probabili-
ty sampling teihniluesl wkiich permit ,an assess-
inent of the 'scope of the, problem' within wer
:defOted populations.,. .

,The 1.E.A.A7Bureau of Qensys ictimizatOn
surveYs provide, data tly permit an euMifiation
of. per4ntal crimes,-,rape; ro ry, t!nd
44i:eny:-.7that oc-eur inside ok. Diiring,, 1974

ViJ ..1-175,. Census (3ureau personnel, condueted
.....intervi6,s With' probability samples of abotit

10,600 households (22,000 individnals), in-,pach of

14

svrVey (fit ri this report tire,the tesida of intet--
,,Mews wit , citP.,widp samPles theY .do not

suffer itioM :Some pf. the ,limitati`otiSof" othcr ZIala
sourees:;.The s9rvey.clitia'are;,basedon't,he actiil ".

personal-Victimizatitinkrierices thalariis report-
ed .by jtuli\;idualS, in lilt. cities so,rVeYed, :not: on.

. thelr more -geiteeal..experlO,ces tind
In additikn, becadse. probability -saMpling tech-.
niques ATre enloye(I, it: Can-be astiuMed that the ,.
samples are, repreSentati \le 'Of ilk
the 'Onally',4 the aMount 'Of detail 'ob.-
tained in the vigiimizntion Stir;Cy7itittiryieW:.Pro.y.-:
niatVa goOd deal of Otormation on victim find in- -

cideritcharacteLijisti0; otiAle.ccipsequenceorthe
victipization, .-and: op characteristics of. offerideis
..as 'perceived by their victims o,

" In..the yiCtimitiOn.,A;nrysy. linterAW: each.
. respondent 'Wis. asked a series of.scredrOttestions
. .

in order to itsc'grtaM" whether' hekhe had hcm a
, ,victim Of (he crimes of rape, robbery, lis.satut: or

personal larceny,'during.the 12 .monihs.,,

..!%

the interview.' When one or .r.nOre of .t ejeeri ;
oueStions (which Were asked in everyday larigthage
rather than: in legal 4anguad,e) was affirMatively

.aivwered, the, respondent:, askeaaboot -the..
details of the ineident .meriM16d.. For the exact
'wording of the scpen and ineidsnt question, the'
reader is invited to turn -to Appendix;C: National

.

Crime Sorvey Questionnaire.:91e of the- detailed-
flues.tiOns; nsketh was, "Vere did this' inpident
tok.e plitee?"" As can be seen from an exinlination
of sOurce code2 112 in ApPendix C. .6ne -Of- the
places was "inSide school.". The survey data,
then, can_ be Used 10 eAttiitine_ Vidtimizatious....that_ .....

occurinside satools.
. .

In the vietimizationIsurvey intei-viewii,.eligible
rtspondents-:-..all househOld members w o were
,,years of age or older at' the timqwereasked
about criminal evictimizations that they persorially
suffered iii th9 previous 12- Months,. Becaus,e the'

t.subject of- thisteport is criminaPvictimization tnat
Iiccurs in school, it i;; itmportant tO note that 12'
arid 13 year old respondents were,inteiviewed by
proxy through a household member whoAuld he:

iThe citieS., are: Atlanta, Baltimore, Boston, Buffalo;
Chicago, Ciribirinaq, Cleveland, Dallas, Deriver, Detroit,

_ Houston, Los AngeleS, Miami, Milwituicee, Minneapolis,
Neve Orleans, Newark, New Yorkoaklanit, Philadelphia,
Pittsbu'rgh, 'Portland, San Diego San FranOisco, St. Louis,

..and WashinObn, it

s'fource codes are the 9.1roled "lumbers that op-
.' pear to the lop of -the questions in the%surverinstrunteht,

and are referenCed in the test of this report.



iexpeeted .to be knowledgeable:about the ehild's
victitnizations, ifo the extent that proxy respon-.
()snits were linable or' unwilling to report 'the. vic-
timizations; .particularly thc- in-school victimiza-
dons, sufferiid 'by 12. and 13 Oar olds; the survey
data may underesti-mate the, victimization experi-
ence of ther young people.

should -be noted .that 4)6 few cases of in-
school-victimization were reported in the separate
26 .c4ies to support a city-by-city 'analysis. For
this reawn. the aggregate ; Ota from the cities
surveyed-VAR he gxamined here. -Even when thc
aggregate data are used, there are.a fcw instanees
in which die'estimates reported may not be statis,
tics* reliable because they. are baSed on toci few,

.
:5'

g a m pje eases...Estimated peircentages-based on.

Extent and Nature cYf
Personal Victimization in
School I

',This section;of the report will provide atigen-
eral description of.- thee exient and nature of- in-

v'school victimization. Three queRtions will be ad7
dressed: what proportion of victtmiAtions.in the
26, cities were- reported to have occurred inside
school? who were the victitits o in:scbool crime?
and what types of crime took place jnddc
schoOls?

worthwhile,to'begin the analysiS by rook-
nig at the total personal victiMization reported to
survey interviewers, and asking.what proportkin ,

of thig total victimization look place insidei,!

1 ..

, 4v

fewer than. 50 sample cases may be statisticallY sob:vols. -'LssestimatesIj
tun pliably, thiN problern 'will be indicated Krfool-. personal victimizations reported to interviewerS,

notes, where necesswy, in the tables. .

Before the analysis proceeds it is important to,.
pay attention to some definitional, iSsues., Both-
aktetuntltd'' and coMpleted iettinizations are
cluded in the National Crime, Survey .data: :Thus,
in the tables and discussion in this renkt, rape

.

, includes both atte'mpted and ToMpleted rape, rob;
boy includes 'hotk attemPted and- completed iob-

. , "boy, and solorth, For a list *of definitions, of thc
types of crime included in the analysis, the reader

sh,bldtUrn to Appendix B.

This report will look, at the personal victimip-
416nsrapes, robberies, assaults, and YarcenieS
that oceurred inside schools in 'the 26 cities, The
first section will use survey data to describe the
$enpral nature and extent of the in-school crimp
proNem in the cities A:urveyed. Subsequent sec.-
tions of ;Ole report. will 'look at some characteris-.
tics of yietimization in school, includi4 the of-
fenders' use of weapons, the injury wiTered by
vietims, and the extent of theft ,and-value f sto-.
len 'property.. ithis analysis will .lead to a discus-
*in of the seriousness of in-schoOl &rime, Next,
the survey data .will .be used, te examine both the
'age, raceand sex of.ittsdioolsvictims and offeta:,
ers sand the number 'of victims...and .offenders in

!011. yolv;ed n4ese incidents. Knally, the report will
..10e at' HOW:1111,tich pf the survey-reported in-

. whoa. crime iX 'net reported to the police. and,..tit
. the i'easoniC given :. by itt-sitheol Victims for nel
itpOtting to the Whig.

`I

by type of, criinc ! and place or occurrence This ,

table shows that in the 26 cities an estimihed 3.3
rapes, tobberies-, assault4', and larcenies.

.swere rcportcd to survey interviewers, Of these
1

total vientnizations, an estimated 270,000, or tlp-
proximately'' 8 .percent, overe reported to have
oceurred inside school. The proportion of victimi-
zatiOns that took place in scluiol varied hy tyPe of
crime; from only 1 percent ,of, the rapes to 12

percent of the larcenies without personal cOntqct
'between thc viOim-and the Offender.3

it should 'be noted that ulthough the ,propor-'
ction of persontd victimizations that ocarred `
side school appears reliktively sniall Oen coma
pared with the proportion that occurred in opdn
public plades such as streets of 'parks, .mote vie-
titilizations took place inside -schools, than inside .
homes, near homes, or in .oflices orlactorie. Fu-
thermore, by coniparison thc. population ar risk
for in-school victiMizations (those who sivid a'
large part of their time in School) is much stnaller
than .the siOre genebt popultition. at risk"in hothes
and other. locations (ithoSewho,spend a large part
of their tinie in *homes, Offices) an(I so forth),
BecauXe the population at risk for in-school 'vie-
timizations iS much smaller tban the general pop-
ylation at risk in these .othee locations, the

,

3Appendix Table, Al%howt.these data broken out for
each city. Victimizations occurring in' school in theM ôI

, ties range from 4 percent to 14 percent ()tall personal vic-
timitations. In Ira* of the citierthe percentage of alLper,
-OW vistarazations thartfiere.reported te nava beamed in

,..scbobl is b.otWotin 0 and 10 porcont,'
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TABLE 1 Estimated perceidages of'Arittlatization,
- by typo of crime arid place of obcurrence, 26 cities aggregate

Type of victimization

Rape

Robbery

, *inside inside Vacation On street,
At or In Near tommerclal , ,riffice, home, hotel, In parkSchool own home home, building* factory . motel otc.b

.1c. ,23 12
Od . 7 3

. ,
3 9 10
e 33 35

Vgrairattid-a-ssaufft
3"

Simple assault 6 11 :., 11
a `. 29 27

12 12
28 25

,I...sorcery .w.l.kcantacj
'..

,
k

Larceny without'
contact

ro2
2

12
81,

1

, 4 3

0
.0

6
10

Lo,

0
.0

. 8
14
12

12
-7

4,e
10

44
.21

16
49_4Estlmated nurabo1 .

Of viotimizatierls 4 : 4 17. 3 ,
.1 (270,296' ) (135,632) (149,032).. (510,773)? ti .' ' ''' v . .

Estimated
Other numbir.of
place. ..vivlaitzatlena

1

0 1.

1

_
5

1

4

3

0

0
7

42
1

60
. :

52
9

11
2

3

8
12

(381145)
1

(511,828)
1

(318,270)
10

e

6 3 0 48 (351,969)
8 6 9 '9. 11

1 0 , 42 4 (272,673)
1 .1 . ;' 5 1. "8

. 0.

. 5 1 69 (1,811,193)
82 t 79. 66 . 64 55

.7\
3 . I. .56 6 100

,. (111,320)
ai. ,

.,
(22,463) 4' (1,843/247).

a
(261,971). (3,305,0773,,

, 0 .,.-dit)Oludes coratrxe.r-Oialbullding suth'as store, resteura4 bank, gas station.
bIncludes on the streoL in a park. field, playground, school grounds or parking W.
*Row p&ceritage.

c
dColumrt percentitge.,

:
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TABLE .2 'Estiinated perdentages of victiNzatiim,
by place Of occurrende;.type:Of victzation, and age of victim, 26 cities, aggregate. .

Place of occuironce
4

Type of victimization. /
and age of victim

Rape/
..

, .-

12-15 5(', 18 12 .16
400 8 10, 20

16-19 3 13 9 6
42 , 12 16 15'

inside InsIde Vacation On streot, o Estimated
At or in Near commercial office, home or In park Other number of

School,' ow,n home home buildings factory motel etc.b place victimizations

0 . 36 12 (3,989)0 9 12 18 .

3 60 16 (8,402)
35 . 25 33 22

20-34 0 24 13 . 6 o , . ,2 10 , (21,046)
11 57 . 55 42 37 63 gg 51 54

35-49 1, 28 16 15 4 0 lat1 5 (3,753)
'12 12 18 63 0 7 4 10

6.0 or oldqr . 0 49 14 . 7 ' '' 0 1 27 1

. . -----0----------'---1-4--------0-------5-7--,----'--17 -r-------' I' 0- 5
.

i 1,

tstimated numbqr of 1
4

, 2 8 1 . 2. . ,/ 4,2 11,,d . 100
t -vIctlrnlialions ' (529)0 (0,932) (4.837) (3,151) (231)0 (657)0 (16,643) yli,165) (39,145)

Robbery: .: ,
. , .

-12-15 '
.

, , l .

, 7 '-' 7 0,k , . ..0 ....", , 1.1 (74,021)
..

.,
ea. 2 ', 10 , .. 8 1 1 ' 1, 6 ! ,, 1'4

. . l" l. -.".1. 4 /.
16-19 ., 6 4 5 . 13 0* .4., 0 (60,646)

25 Q P-s. 6 11 2 A ^ 4,, , ' ' 13 f * 16°' >4' '12
i

t .

58 u . 5 (164 ,053)20-34 .1 11 fr 17 , :1 , 0
7 39 24 39 i.. -0 32 31.032-

o
. 50 14

t p u st
'35-49 0 9 13 10 / z . G . 58 3 (84,144)

0 17 -20 , 7 19 .28, 16 16 16 t 12

50 tit. older '0, 13 . 16
*

12 -. 2, , 0 56 2 (128,984)
0 36 . 40 23 37 . .1,17

23 32 32
b . A

. .

611mated number of 3 I. 9. , 10 '.. 14 1,, 0 60 , 9 1001.

vlodmizatIons . (14,992) ,f45,193.) (52,143) (69,548) . (5,185)' (887)0
., ,. ..

(30,042) (15;637) (51,1,828)

,
.. . ,

01

**1
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'type of victimization
anti age of victim,

Piaci) of occurrence it,4y ,..07..^....
Wade InsIdo Vacation On street, EstimatedAt or in . Near commercial .office, home or ,in,park other number of ,School own home home buildingli factory motel otc.b . plate victimitations

Agjravated assault;
12-15 41

-12. 13
, 480 5 14

*Not 25 10 16
4 . 6 9-

20-34 1 13 '9
19 .47 32

35-49
1 23 15

. 6. 424 17

; 50 or older 0 16 23c

Estimated hariber of
victimizations

Simple Assault': -
12v15

2 14 -' 21.
.3 12 12

(9,428) . (38,682) (36,969)

, . ,...

1 2 ;. 0 65 :. ..'
: 2. 1 ' 16 .- -. 6
,I'

', 8 1 . 1 64 8.
14 10 27 26 20

,16 2 .., 1 48 . .10
57 46 59 . 40 55

15 .. 4 0 t, 30- ' 6
L 16 33 11 . 9. 10

12 1 % 0 : 43. 5 .
10 9 , 21 9 : 7

.
12 , 1 0 52 ,a

(36,797) (r.(4,394) (fp,538)P (164,041) 424,524) '
, .

. .. ,

. 18.- 3 _....
,, , 16 6

51 5 15,
16-19 16 ',/ 6 7

27 8 "10..'\
1120-34 ) 2 . 10 - 10

13 51 36

:048 2 '17 15 ..,.,

, 5 . 1p',411 .',i'... .

50 or Older ' 2 13, (41,7 , . '
. 15 "..1'-19

,, , .# ,
:.

,Estimated number or . 6 ,!* 11 11 .

.

5 4 0
i,

0
.

. *4 61.,

5 :., 0 3
.,

21

10 . 0- 0 60
1-1 ... 2 , ''22 ' 21

. .

22 4 0 I,
41

56 55 . 48 35

17 '' 5, 0
15 -, 26 22 V 12

17 4 -' 0 43
14 . c, 17 4 11

.

16 3 0 "47

2
7

6

7
52

13
5

4
11

5victilrii2atI6ns (20,850) ..,, i (39,125) / (39,928) ., (65,769) (9,006) (1,228)0 (167,298)...
4

(39,346) .

12

(65 885)

43

.(41,88/)
13

(34,187)
11 .

,

lod
(318,270)

(58,061)
16

(57,156)
16

(142,328)
40

(49i9461)

tf(44,4)
13w

'100
(18,764) 051,969)

40

, 4
V



4

.t4

TABLE 2 . Continiied

. Typo of victimization
and ago of victim

LarcOny with coniact:
,..12-15

16-19

20r34.

At or in
%hoot own home

27" 0
52(1 1

10 0
, 30 1

. 1 _,aq..A
.15

34t,:t tit
35-49.

59 or oktor
, 0 48

gtittiatoO numhor of 2 1

0 2
2 1`13

'Near
home

0
0

1

2

5'
26

6 'k

18
,

7
54 .

6 1
.

victirnibitions
._

(5)40) (3,790)
.

. LarcQny without, contact . ha.

12716 64 0
to 49 ,- 0e

,16-19. 32 0e
. 31' 0
....s .

20-34 4 '0
14 b

35-49 ,..... 2 ' 0
. 4 " 6- ', .

. 2, 0
3 .0

:It .

.. 12 0
(210,641) (0)

,60 tfr old4ar

Estinutiod nutnbilr of
victithlzations

48 7 4 42 - . 33 ,44

'44 '0 -0 42 .4 100
.

Inside inside Vacation
. commercial office, home or

bultdingfl . factory motet

19 0 0 48 6 '
r.

(11,725)
2 0 0 5 7 4

43 0 0 37 8 (17,320)
6 1 13. 6 14 6'

45 2- $_0_ 42. _ a _ ._. - (77.1_54_
29 82 58 29 25 J8
41 ,fif 0 0 0 46 5 (4 ,917)

',16 10 25 18 22 17
,.

Place of occurrence

4W 0 0 40 3 (119,969)

On street, Estimated
in park Other ,/ number of
etc.b place Victimixations

(15,658) (1e1,458) (1,406)0 (315)0 (114,430) (9,760) (272,673)
-. .

0
- 0

0
o ,

,-.

0.,
0

0 .

0.

4 6 0 28 ,r, 4'

2 0. 3 4 - 5-
,

14 2. 4 43 8 *

10 6 9 /8 13
4,

- 17 6- -1 '65 9
N.,,

45., L, 49 40 - 46 47

.15 7 '. `' 1 67 7'
14 20 24 22 20

,
20- -', o 5 . 1 65 6 '
23 19 24 r. 19 ..16.
17 .. _ 5 ''' 1 .: 5t1 . 7

(166,641)
9 .

,
(210.100)

12 .

(764,389)
42

(355,182) .

2( . . ,
(314,280) ~

.., 17

100
(0) (282,080) (01,097) (177,777) (1,072,793) (126,924) (1,811,193)

"Incl4dos Maide commercial building such as st'ere, reatauratit, bank,' gas station;
birtcludes on trio BOOM, in Omit, Held," playground, school grounds, or parking tot.
enow &montage. 4;'' .

le.

eColuthrt Orcentago. t

' eCstltnate, based-on tower than 60 ottmple oases, may be stattstioally unreliable':

v

s
I,

A
I
I. ,

."4.

et

r



amount of crime, that takes place in school has
added significance. .

An Analysis of the age distribution of the vie-.
thus is, helpful in identifying the victims of in-

- -schoOl crime. Table 2,shows estimated percent-
ages of -. victimilation,. by 'Place or occurrence,
age of victim, and type. of victimization. The row
percentages .in this , table indicate that, for .each
type of crime, the preportion of victimizations

, that occurre(t inside schools was noticeably higher
for the 12 to 15 .year olds-than it was for Yictims

. in any. other-age -category, -even t he-i6 to 19 yef
: olds. Fourteen percent of the robberies, ,12 Per--;

cent of, the aggravated assaalts, 18 percent, of the .

simPle assikalts, 27 percemof-----t-holaeoies-
contactyand 64 percent of the hircenies without
contact-reported by the 12 to 16 year old victims
toolc.place-inside scqlok.. Not .also that in rob-
bery and in )1arceny with contact misopori public
location (On the urriet, in a park). was, the 'only,
place-of occurroice reported more often than in-
side school4by, the-12 to..15 years old.

Examining the column -percentages-in Table' 2
and cOmpating the age distribution ot victims orin-
-school crimeeS to the-age distribution.of t'ictims of
crinles in other locatios, it is apparent. that' hil,
school victimizations hde a higher proportion of
young victims thaw do vietimizations,that take ,
place in any other location.,.iy majority of victims_
of in-school crime were under 16 iears.(iki: When

tims who raportea- An 'incident ocentring in
school are exlimmed, rougilly.two4ifths f Ow rape
victims, one-half of the victims ôf aggravated asd
sault, simple assautti.larceny'With contact quid lar-.
ceny without contact,'and'tw,o4hirthbof the victims
ofrobbery were-betweeathe ages.of,12 and15. As
can he seen frontlhc column Percentages in Table
2, the proportion;of 2,to 15 yearold victims in all
other loctions'is substantially lower. Fo'i. example

. looking at the.age distribution,of YictiMS of crimes
that occurred ia locations such as streets or parks-
shOws the propoPtitin of 12 to 15 year old victims
ranges from. only 4 percent of the victims Of larce:
ny without contact 40 '21 tlercat of ,the victims of

9

simple assault.

The age distqution of the Victims'of in-school
crime suggests thitt mmty of these victim's' were
Students. Although some df the in-school victims
ovet the.* of, 15.- are likely to Ilave been higt

, school, .eolloge, Or intivccsity stdents, it is proba-:
le (frOm the age distrikution in'Table 2) that

. not
all vietititt of. personal. crimes .oecurring .inSide
.seliottl.wett .

In order to investigate ,mote closely who the
victims of in-school crime were, a triehobmous
"status" variable was created. Victimiiation sur-
vey data on age, Major activity, and, occupation
were used to categorize victimS as students,
teachers, or others, The 111)tional Cqate survey
does not obtain information on majO" activity

Irvin respondents under 16 years old; t oy are
assumed to be students: Therefore all persons

'wtfe,were under .1,6 years of age were classified as
sj4énts. In addition, any respondent '16 or older

--w reported lhat_ +going:1hool" Was bis or
.major activity was icladsified as' a student.

sp6npents reporting as occupations such posi-.
and teach-$

ers aide, Were classified7as -teachers. The final ..

' category. was ,"other" victim;
. it included jaiii-

tors, guards, nurseS, dieticians, and all others mit,-
failing.. into either the student or -, teach&

4C at Oolles A ...

The types of Cri. ted py sttidents,Res repor
teacherS, and others-are giNeff in Table I. The latt
column in this table.shows That students acCount-
ed for 78 percent of the vietimizations whicit.oe-
curred inside schoels, teachers for, 8 percent-, and
.others fQr, the remaining in-school victimizations.
Hence, the vas1 majority Of in-school victinis
were students. Because -of the,smal proportiens.91
of in-schol victimizations- account d jot. by the
teachers and others 'categories, 'it will-be neces-
sary to combine 'these two categories for, mach of
the anolysis in this reirt.

The data in Table 3 indicate that for students
tepchers, and others, by far the predominant' vic-
tithization reported Was larceny without contact ,

inetweeit the victim and the offender. -Iihis type of
. larceny in schOol probably includes thefts...frorn

lockers, desks, coat' roomsq- bike racks, and so
forth: Potir Out of live of the perSonal victimiza-
tions reported Ily .students,, teachers and 'others
were of this type. Assault, either simple^ or aggra-

..
.

voted, was the next, most conrun yielimiiation
teportep among all three giootip:S. For example, 1

atnong Students ,10 percent, ,ana mot% tet,khq
18 percent, of The victimizatiens reported were
assaults.,-Although a.greater proptirtion of the vfc-
timizations rcported by-teachers' than ,by students
were asssatilfs, there. 'were no 'substantial 'differ-
enefes in the Proportions, of frrobberieS and, larce-

'ye

1ho 'catagoty may. atool,,otado'p;rsona who
nyfte(vlotrkatIonaln school but tigvo.no formal toltaloo

.fbk,ifv for 9$01410i: dropoutil *he) tamp ..stound' uehool--grpopti, øî ptrerlevit,lesmOn; ,110:ftpih1 ,:
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TABLE 3 Esti Mated percentages of in,school victimization, .

by type of viotimizatipn and *taiga of viotirn, -26 ctles aggregate

Type of victimization A
.. .

, r
amity

, Aggravated Simple with
'Status of victim Rape Robbery assault , assault conta0t

l.,arceny
without .

.,contact.

Estimated
.nurnber of

victimizations

Students . . 0. 6 3 7. '''.:' 2,:i,,.
.i

74b 88 69' 73. 82

'Teaohera 0 2 7 11 1 ,

0 3 17 12 2..,. .

.

Others 0 4' 4 9 3
->.... 28 9 13 15 16

..

'Estimated number: of 0 6 4 8' - 2
uittimizations. (529)a (14,992) (9,428). (20,858) (5,948)

.

,,

81
79

-79
8

81 .

13
.

81
(218,541)

(212,244)
7$

(22,098)
8

(36,955)
, . 13 '

. 190-
(27.0,296)

allow Percentage. abColumn percentage- , .

CEstimate, based on fewer than 50 sample eases, may be stat stloally unreliable,
. , .

.

. .'I..
, . (I. : . . .

r . .

Rla -with contact (for, example, pocket pickings school. Analysis o the age,',major activityl and
and. purse snatchings) rePorted by students and' occupation data obtained' froM the. in-sehool vic-
teachers.. However, it-is iniportant. tp inote.(from lints showed..that .78 percent of...the victimiiations

-* the data in. Table. 3) ',that in-scheol, robbery and -* 'involved. students, a percent ' involved teachers,.
. larceny with contact were'.-relatively infrequent and the remainder involved tibn-teaching person-

ckents. Rttpe ?ins the in..scheol crime jeast often nd and all Others- Who reported %%ictimizatio'n In-
rdperted by. students, teachers*f. and .others. Be-- side Schools.., More than four out of. five Of the.
Cause the number of, in.schoel rape victimizatien§ personal .ictimizatiens reported by.. Students',
-reported is so . small, . it will. be 'necessary to* eit- ::.`leachers,:.,nd other victims were lareenies without
elude this type of crime, in some .of the- more de- personal contact betweena the victim told the 'of-
tailed analysisin this fepert. fender. Mem than'S out of 10 of the total Victimi-. , .

Yi-ctitns-of in-school criMe were asked what zations Occtirred during the day. 6.

time the incident happened. The, titne of Occur-- l'hese survey data ifidicue., then, that al--
thoUgh a cOnsOtrablenumber,of crimes oceurred
during-the da§. inside .the urban sehoors., .111-est of
these crimes were thefts; very few involved as-
saultive .violence:,PerhapS much of the in-school
crime. was net serious. .

`. In order to more fully explore 'the -characier,
and seriousneis 'of Frimes that Occur inSide urban
schools, the-remainder of this report will -look at
specific aspects of inlehodi yictitnizationo,,,vic-

"enns'.'and offenders, Becattse*. violent crime in
school is ene. of. .the greiwing* concer0 both of
scho'ol officialg and of .the seneral public, the ie-
pOrt now turn to an elimination of' weapen
use in crimeSihat eccUr /

....

renve of in-school crimes outlined dn Table 4
ler students, and for teivhers and others. Be;

.. cause the hours'it;nt the vast majority of these
victims arelat :-SchOol are tisually the daytime
hours; it .is riot' surprising that More than 9 out of

HO' students and roughly 8 out of 10 teachers .and
.others reported that the crime oCcOfred between
6:00 a.m. and 6:00 p.M.. Only a small propertion

; of in-sehool 'cohnes were repotied by: victims* to
. .

have occurred between the hours of 6.A0 pan. and
.6:00 a.rh. .Teachers and otherS were. victiMS of
-these evening and 'nighttime crimes glightly Mord
often:than were . students '41_ percent compared
With 3 percent). °

In SummarY, the victimizittiPtt surVey regiults
reported in this sectipn permit smile general state-
.,ments about the natureond extent of the personal
victitalzatiOns' 'that 'occurred in. schools in the 426

An estitmlited ,270,000 pehomil
tions " larcenies, asSaults, robberies, and rapes.--
were eported,hy reSpondents io have occurre4 in

4..

Use of We4pons
This sectkm of the report will examine the

extent of weapon use and the types 'cif weapons
used in ViotimizationSitlmt took place inside the



MIME 4 Estimatedpercentages of in-achool. victimization,
by status of victim, type of .victimi ation, and time of. ocCurrence, 28 cities
aggregate

Statue ot victim and type ot
victimization ,

.Students:
Rape

.Robbery

.Agaravated assault

SiMple assault

Larceny with contaCt

Larceny,without contactTtaI.4
teachers and others:

Ral3e

Robbery

Aggravated assault
.

Sirriplè assault

Larceny with coptact

LarcenAvithout cOntact

Total

a a.m.
. .to

6 p.m,

lime of otaurrence(
e p.m. Midilight

to to
midnight 6 a.m.

59tv 37

99... 1

96 . 7 3

97 3

92 8

90 3.

3

A
y

100

87 13

86 13

95

95

ti
76 10'

Don't
knows

Estimated
nuropir of

victimization,

(390)0

(18,169)'

(6,510)

(15,83)

(4,824)

(171,195)

(211,291)

0 0

0

0 0f
. 0 0

0*.
0

7 1.

5

o
0

'
t

9

0

0

13

'30

it 39)c

(2,90O)

(5,597)

(1495)0

(.46,4114)

(57,953)
4Inciudes those respóndents who. ammo* they did not know when the victimization occurred and those Who0. anSwered the victimization ocdtirr?d at night but they did'not knowwhen It oOurred.. ,

.VAII percentages ir thls table atow percentages.
OEStimate, bailed on fewer thim sa 4;case& may. be.statistically unreliable..

a.

.

Khan- sChools. It islmportant at the outset to c-
call Table 3) that the vastmajority-(8-_ (ut of
.10) t)f the .in-school vicenpiititiOnwere larcenies
without c6htact. beNyeen, the victim and
the offender victimizations that definition
pot kylve -weapv use. NegIce., 4110st. of the in-

ly schoorlictimizatioris were- nonweapon
.

-Respondents ,w4o reriortyd victifinzations
that involved- personal confrontation' With -an of-'
leader were asked whether .thy offender had ..a

. weapon. Table '5 showS that weapoa-use in. rob-
kkiery, 'aggravated nssinilt nd total:in-school Mei
tiMiZation lincluding rape,. robbery, 'aggravated
assanit; simple assault, larceny With contao, and
those lareien without .contacl *viefiniizations lvi
whiA the victim.- was present: at thq:. immediate
-84e4c ''of die Crimb). Those datii*lodiv'ate that

.tvettpons. Wore, involved,,in only, t 'out of liVe
. Victirnizations suffered by. tcttcher ffid .others find

one out of -siX..viCtimizations- suffere -41"studenta,

. An examination vof the data in- Table 5. on
weapon uSe in robbery allows for some inferences
Abut . the natnre of robbery victimization . tin
school. Although' Weapons..were.insed more often
in' the robberies reported by teachers and others
than in those reported by Students (38 pereent
compared' with...22 percent); robberies- generally.'
did not involve weaportise.,The' majority *of in-
scliool robberies, then, were of the "sfrong-arre

The survey-;data ih : 5 else 'indicate
somethhig about the aggtavated assaults 'that took
plaee inside .SchoolS,. By.definition an *EMIt is
aggravated if it involveS: 1) a deadly weapon such .

as a 4gun, a knifeç or any" other object,that can
clime seriotO bodily injuly, ot 2) it. the victim:
Offers serious bodily injury as the result. of:tin
mack, even if the attack does:. not:invoNe
weaPon. The data indicate that, virtually. dl of the
in*hool .aggreated 'assault's invoNed
this alone is suffieient :clatisify, them AS amp.

1,

,



TABLE 5 Estimated percentages Of, weapon Use In robbery, aggravated assault,
and,total in4sOhool OictindAation, -
by status Of Victim, 26 cities ag. regate

,0

,

!flatus of elptim and type of
-,vlethntzellort

Weapon use

gstimated
number of

victImizplionsYob
4

I. No
Don't
know

Students: ok

Robbery, ,224 72 , -,(13,1e5) ,

Aggravated assault 2 (6,528)

Tottdb.. 16 73' 11 (67;589)

Teachers and othei4:

:Robtiery . 38 55 7 (1 i808)

.. Aggetwated assault 99 1 0

Totalb
. ' 20 65 15

MU percentages in this Cable are rbw percentages.
.
bInCludes rape, robbery, dggravated assault, simple assault, larceny with contact, and thoselarceny without
contact victimizations in which the victim was present ,at the immediate scene of the crime.

tt.
e A.

Sh

49.1
-

vated. ThelqueStion .of The extent to, which these
aggi'avateti 'ass(fults als inVolved serious bodily.
injtiry is a 4fitra
ilater in this-rep
shown in
of the a
simPle
pon

Ve

a

03d. will be 'examined'
the survey data (hot

orm) to show dip the majority
aultS tht, did,not involve weapons were

assaults. This, means that' in the. nonwea-
stints rarely were the injuries sufficiently

c to warrant-classifying the ftssault as aggra-
tv

.

, The types of we tpon usedin it -school .

izilions awe shown n Tattile 6. Of di Se victimiza-.
tions -in which w .arrOtis were used, gfiiis were
.arely used. How ver,: in weapon-Tre. t victimi-
zations guns werfr used more often ktirst teach-
erS and others than against. student. (,19 percept..
compared with4t percent). llote also:that iti the
total, weapon-present victimizatioils, knives, vcre
'the most common :weapon used 'against students,
...hut other weapons, weapons such .as.cittb;s or NI'
tles, Were the ttpS't common weapons
against. teachers 'and others. In wepeonlpresent
robberieknives..were the dorninant Weapon;.and
were. used 63 percent of the tittle ngainst. student. ?:,

victims and .72 percent of...the time against teach-
erS and" other victims. Other wcapOtis, the
nant.Wearas in aggravated assault, were used in

-pereent-itif the weapon,present. aggravaled-:Itso :
stuiltS renortedl'hy students, .and 7 pereent

.4. tho reported by teachers 'and oihers.'

vated.

InsummarY then:', the victimization survey data
from. the 26 cities show some general patterns of
'Weapon use inside schoOls... Weapons,were used in
onlyQa supll ininority of-the t9tal persottil viCtimi-
zations that took.place in schools,' Most of the,j11-.,
awl robberies did not involve weapt,h use; how-
-eyer, weapons were present in virtually all of the
aggravated assaults. kniveS. and .objeCts such as
clubS or bottles were the most common .weapons
report010 the victims of in-school crime.
.- 'Ilk frequency of'wea'pon ?Ise n criMes that
occur in school iss One indicator of the relative .se-
riousness of these. victimization. The sun-icy data
examined in this section indicate that when`seri -
xmsness. isitad in terms of the extent of weap-
on use., most in,:school crime .was Rot serious.. .

Another indicator cif seriousness is the jtiry suS-
Mined'hy vicfims.

Sr

1

A.

A1

Injury
ReSpondents .who 'vete \tictitnized in faCeLto-

'face 'confroritmions vNth offenders were Asked
seVeral fluestionslesigned, to deterinine" whether

,-they;sustained, itTUry as i result of the victiMizai.
arid if sO*, hoW' seriously they were injured,

(See 'source codes' L26 to 128 in Appeqix C.) Vie..
. tims Were 'asked if they sOffered'anyinjury ..and if
--so,,-what kind .of,. injury.. They' ere. also-asked- if
they.required ,medii;t1-attention following the 410-

. ,
--dent -and if 'they re4ved any hOspitalveatthent.

s t



TABLE 6 ;E$6mated percentitbeso of. type of...weapon .ueed in lobbery, 'aggravated.
assault Imd-total in-school victirnizatinn,

statui.of victim, 26 citie agoregate

'10ittue of victim end typi of crane.'

Typo w
Eatimatqd
nOmber ef

-viCtimizationsbGun 'Knife
Other

weapon
Students:

,

Robbery, 90 . 28 . (2,83D)
Aggravated assault 44 51

; (6,100)*
, Totald 8 50 44 (8,977)

Teachers and others:
Robbtay 19 72 10 (680)0
Aggravated assault 20 24 (2,378)
Total& '19 , 35 (3,142)

()Type of.weaPon parpentages 'may totarbver 100 pereent because the offender(s) may hav,e used more thanone type of weapon.

'bEstlmated number of victimizationstat involved weapon use. Eklude's vbictimizetions in which weapon Usewas involved but the type of weapon used was not ascertained.
.CAII percentages in this' tabliaie row percentages.
.dIncludes rape, robbery and aggravated assault,

. .0Estirnate, based on fewer' than 50 samp1e.casesai be. statistically unrdliable.

^

The analysis begins by uking wbat propcg&i,ou
'Of the tOtal in-sehool victinThiation resuly1 in- in-:
jury to students,:,teachei.s,. otherS. Recall (front
Table 1) that victiniizations in which the vietint

. and offender came into, Contact constituted only,
, one-fifth Of the total victimizationsAat took place

inside schOols, -Wften the number .of victimiza-
tions that resulted in injury. to,the victiM
ed hy the, -foal number of in-schOol victimiza-s
tiOOS, the -data (not ,shown in.labultir form) Ahow
that only 4. percent of the victimizations of ). stu-
&MI ahd 5 percent of the victimizations of teach-
crs and others resulted in 'any injury. Generally,
then, injury, occurred rarely in the 'in-,school vic-,
timizatiOns,

Table 7 presents the proportions Of 'stUdentS
,and..of 'teachers and others ',who reported that
SOme injury AM suffered. in 4)010y pod mssnit-

-victimizationS, These 'data shOW that in the as-
.vietimizations;-,aggravated anti .simple.. as-

saultthe frequency okinjurieS reported by stu.'
dents was' not guhsttially diffdrent 'from that
eportcd by teachers and others. A little. over one-
hird of the-stodpnt, ((metier and oth0 VictiniSt

gravat0 osault to10.surveyinteriviewets ttpp
sThté tyrio of iniitry wa suffefed,_ In :simple as-
sank, 20,-percent of 'the sttidents and 19 percent of '

teacherA. and otherS sustained injury.
. . ., . .

A
. .

,

4.

er, teachers' and other victims litn-schoo) rob;..
berg .reported injury much more 'often than stu-
dent.. robberY victims (27 -percept compared. with
13 percent).

Student, :teacher, and other victiMs of in-
school,crime Who were injured were as-ked abOut-
the nature'. of the injuries -Suffered during- ihe
course of the victimization. These -injuries 'Nkere.
classified tt ,kaifc: or gunshot wolinds, brdken
'bones or teeth, internal injuries"' 'minor injuries
(brtlises, black .eyes, cuts, 'scratches, or swelling),
and Other. injuries. The dant in Table 8 show The
type Of injuries reported by the injured irilschool
victims. It is apparent that thc Orerwhelming-
Majority Of all injuries uffered .by victirns of .in-
school crime were minor ,injuriesbrukes, CUts
scratclies:1.swelting, qr black eyes. Eishty-five

:percent of Ole 'injured .stadents and 89.percent:of
'the..injured 'teachers and ofhers reported hijariex '
th9t were classified ills minor injuries.

victims who repOrted injury. were 'also. aSked
if they ;Were ,injuml to the extent that medical itt. ,

.,tentiob n'ecestiary. In this connection,-medical
attentiOn was.' defined s care' given by a .tiPined
profeksional medical,. Person (suet) as P. doctor,
-nurse,' fnedie ordentist)!either tItOseene, at. an ,
office; or at a hosilitat. dvett that only 4 perbent.,..:-,
ot. the situdent victims and.'5. percent of the teach..

..

I

.



TABLE .7 Estimated percentages of inwschool robbery, aggravated aseault, and
simple assault in Which iniuries were suffered, by Status of victim, 26
cities aggregat

palus Of victim and type of victimi-
zation injury

Iplug suffered .

yr , Estimated
number of

\No Injury victimizations

Students:.
. Robbery 13t1 87 (13,185)

Aggravated assault 36 64 (6,528)

V Simple assault. 26 74 4(15,291)

T\eachers ñd others:
\ Robbery . 27 73 0(1,808)

Aggravated assauit 62. (2,900)

.Simpleasiiauft 19 81 '5971

GAII percentages.in this table are.row,percentages.
,

TABLE 8 Estimated perbentagesa of type pf injury antlered, °
in in-school victimizatiOnb, by statde or victim, 26 cities aggregate

Statuti-of victim

Knife or BrOken
gunshot bones or
'wounds, teeth

Type of injury
Minor

(cuts or
internal bruises)

ri

Students

Teachers and others

s' 2

1.

135

09

EstiMated
number of.

Othei victimliatiohs9

t 13 (8,083)

10 t. {2,632)

aType of injury percentages may 'fbtal to.ofer 100 percent becauktvictims may report more than bne type of
rY. r

. . .

blricludeS robbery, 'aggravated assaulPand simple assault victimizations only.
.

CEstimated number of viottmizations inwhich tajuries were suffered.
. .

dAll percentages ih this-table are row.percentagee:

er: and other .victiins 'suffered any 'injuries in in-
,: school Victithization, and dud Most of4theit'Inju-.

rieN viere 'minor ones, it is reasonohle--to 'ekpect
that few in-school victims required mediC,af atteti-

.tion.- The survey data indicate that only .1 :percent .

.of the students and. 2. percent: of the teachers and
others reported that Medicarattention was .neceS,
Say. (Oata not shown in labular forin,)

lecall (froml'able 5) thacvirtually all of the
.tiggravated. assaults involved weaPon use. '.The
surVey data on,injory can now he used to examine
the extent of injury in aggravated assault vicrtimi-
zation, The data in Table 7 showed' that slightly
over one,third of the student, teadher, and. Other
victims of aggravated assault .rePOrted that smite

:. type Of. bodily injury "was sustained ip the attack..
When the -surVey 'data on medical attention re-

,
. Auired .by tiggravated assault victuns. (data not

Is,

shown in tabular form). are examined, they indi-
cate_ that 13. percent of the vtidetits and 25 per-
coitof the teachers and other victiins of aggravat: .

ed asSault rep.orted that 'medical attention' WaS`
necessary.. However, Of till the aggravated asault .

victims (students, teachers and las) who. re-
ported that sometmediCal attentio .was required,.,
only one oat, of fiVe told -survey interViewers That"

-.alley received hosiiitql treatment eith& in the form
gf emergency room care or treatment overnight or
:longer for their injOries (04a not shOwn' in tabular'

Hence,. although 'many.. of tbe An-sch01
aggravated 'assault Victims needed Medical' atten-6:
tion, few required any.: treatment in a -hospital.
The survey data indicate, then, that most of the

- assaidtive 'ViCtitnizations .stiffered by students,
teacher,s, .and (Abets were not aggravated' by vit....
tile of serious bodily ihjlity done to the victim but

'25'



rather by the presenCe of a. potthitially dangerous
weapon.

.

In'!,summary, .the victimizatiOn survey &Ca.
tndicntë generally that the physical harm suffered:

stlident, teacher, ..and 'other victims of in-
school crime w,as infreqnent and. not serious. The
majority of injured victims sustained.minor inju%
ries, injUries Siich as bwises and cuts:, a very.
small minority of victims reported that they- were
injured to the extent that they needed medical at-
tention: .Eveiin the aggravated.assatilt. victimiza-
tions, in wah abOut one-third of the victintsr,
suffered injuries, lew victims suffered serious
bodily harm.

Thusin terms of. injury, tbe Survey data sug-
gest 'that in-school victimizationS.ithhe 2& cities
were generally not serious. This reinforces diet
conclusion drawn from the...examination of weap-
on use in in,schoill- crime, which indicated that..
when judged hy the extent of weapon.use, most,
of the crimes occurring'. inide schools were not
seriops. A look, at the atnount of theft and, the
value of the property stolen in school is also tele-.
vant in ari evaluationof the seriousness pf the kt-
school victimizatiOns.

:Theft /and Value of Stolen
/Property' .

, .

Respondents were asked whether, as. a result
of the victimization, they had any prOperty .stolen."
About four tint of fivc of the in-school victimiza-

TABLE-9 Estima

Lions resulted in something being Atolen. This
. proportion was siMilar fOr students (82 -percent),.
'teachers (76 percent), and-others' (83 percent):

The snrvey data in Tabk.9 shoW the propor-
tions Alf. robbery .and larCeny vietimizations in
which something -was stolen. These data show

.., that something was Stolen from the victim in 43
Perc'ent of the robberies reported by, students
in 30 percent of the r6bberies reported by teach7
crs and others: Thus, most of the:rpbbery ictimi
zations 'were 'attempted robberies. By contrast,

. virtuitily all of the larceny victimizations resulted
in theft of property; a very small propOrtion :were
unsuccessful attem'pts.

ReCaff (from Table 3) that larcenies without
\ contact 'constituted the bulk (8 out of 10) Of' the
Aotal: personal victimizations.. occuring içside
schools. The vast majoritymore than 9 out 'Of
10---of the-In-School xictimizations in whidh, pro-
perty 'Was stolen were larcenies without cc!ntact.
In these yictimizations, there is no personal' con-
tact betWeen the victim and offender as there is in
larceny. -with contact. (pocket picking .and Purse
snatching): As nnted previously, these "imperson-
al" larcenies Might involve thefts from- desks,
lockers, or bicy.ele' racks, oilly a few of which
take pike in Ae presence of the' victim.

.Vic, titns who repAed theft were asked the
value of the stolen Property. The dollar value of
property stolen in in-schoOl victimizpOn is given
by the data in, Table 10: In-this .table, "none"
fers to'Property with :no inimediatç value and in,

Status of victim and type of crime

,
entages of theft in robbery and ilarceny' in-school vic-atus of victim, 26 cities'aggregaie

Theft

Theft
No .

theft

Estimated
number of

.victimizatIone
Student:

Robbery

Larceny with contact

Lhrcenyttlithout contact

Teabhers and others:

Robbery

Larceny with contact

torceny without.contact

43' .57 (13,185):
100 0 ..(4,853)
95 5 (172,027)::

VP
30 70 (1,808)
98 2 (1,0g9b.

97

I*11 percentages in this ,table are rowvpicentageS.
. tEstinutte, based on tower than.50 e eases, troy be.attlstically unreliable.

(46,513)

.

4.



. ..
TABLE 10 Percent distribution of dollar value of stolen property in theft n.sclioOl- victimiiation, by status of vio- 0

tirn, 26 cities aggregate 0.
.

--Dollar-value-of-stoleir property
.

..*
.

Estimated
ilumber of

victImizations

,

Status of Victim None , $1-9, '

, .
.

S19-49 % $59-99 $100449
$250

Mad Over

-
.

Value.
not

ascertained
4-

, gtudents la , 49
.: ,

Teachers 2 . . 26

Others 1 - ' .29

Tbtal .. "" 44

39

52

45

. 41,

.-

5

.9

9

2 -

6

8

3

1 .

2

4

1

3

4

4

4

,
- .

, (151,388)

- (1473)-
(25,441)

(189,403).

.',.

MII percentages in this table are roVv percentage9. ,

. ,
.



eludes property tillekits letters., checks, and credit
cards...7his table shows that among students whoZ

, had property Stolen about one7hall evaluated. that
-.progeny as heft wOrth less lhan$10. For teach.:
ers...and Others .who had property stolen, about

.

one-quarter valued' the propertjrat less than $10:'
Another 390percent of the Students lind aout half

.of. the .teachers and .ot hers who lost property stiia
'1*it Itas worth between$10 and.$49..Of all victinis

Of in-schoOl..crimes .who...reported theft, onlY.-10
pefcent.placed the value .of the stolen item at $50

"'"'.
.or more.

. P . .

The Suiveytua_examincdin this section have
shown'thatthe vast 'majority of-.in-School
iations resulted. in 'theft. Although- the. rePorted.

: ,value of 'the property stolen from teachers and-.,_
otners was greater than that reported by StudentS,
the valuegof the -prop6rty stolen from 'all three .

.groups,----students, teachers,.and othersas -most
- ofyri.less than $50; Most of the in-school theft,

.thenwas petty.tlieW.-
t

Havik discussed separately the.injury .and-
theft reported, by victirns.of in,school crime, itis
appropriate t w to ejottnine these factors together.
itr a look: .atgorhe overall seriotisness in-school
victimizations.

Seriousness of In-School
Victimizations

The zdata on the nature and extent of bodily
injury and property loss during in-school victimi-
zations .suggest that theses victithizations generally

.'were Aotterribly serious in their consequences to'
vtims; Figure I .summarizes the extent .of the
Kith] y injury.. and 'property loss i n 1 he vic t i miza-
lions reported by students, teachers, attd.others to.
.sinVey triteryiewers in-the 26 cities, In these fig-- .

ares;kbodily injury. refers '0 injtiries-that- required
medical' attention.
., "-The crimes of larceny-"-:-v:/ith and withoutCon...

tact 'between-the victim and the offender-4(by
definition). never ttlulted in bodily injury, to the
victim.but *almost always reSUlted in Some proper-
ty being stolen er-ont the .Victini. For lareeny
ont..Contact, espeCially, this is not surprisingiV-
less the. victini.were present at,.. the: imMedhite
-scene,of the crime complètion of the theft is jt.tt
about ,the 9nly way. hi! 'in.: ;she wotild hec'Onie
awareof any 'infrinItetnent.

. 'Perhaps more.. interesting is -that. the erimes
often thought of as violent ,Crimes-r7rape, Abery,
aggravated,aSsaulti,. and sint as4tulttypi,ently.:'
resulted -iff.neither injuries ".: iiring medical at-
tention nor property, loss to their victims, 'For in
school victimizations 'yeported to sur§ey
viewer's, bOth bOdily .injury requiring Medical at-
tention anq property lotts were atiient in 'atalut
three bat of fourrape4, 6 opt of 10 r9bberies, and:1
Itout Of-.40 aggravated assaults-,'.and More than 9
out of 110 simple asliaidts. In addition', recall that
these violent crisines constituted a vary small .pro:
portion of :the 'total Personal 'ctimization..that
oe&rred.yinsieeschools. (T. le howed that-.-
together.rafie, robbery and .e.assau s accounted

-for Only 18 rcentof VI total in:school vietimi-
zatioiff t .be`mi. eading-to interpret these
datato indicate that, t e in-school raPes, .robber-
ies, and assaults in d of 'themselves were not
serious crinaes..- R er, the ;data indieate that;
these violent criin occur infrequently.in school,
and that wheti 'they dooccur, the consequence§ to
the victim (Measured in terms of popeitjjss
and seriotabodily injury Stistained) are,

The.sbrvey data presented in.Tabks rhrOUgh, .

10 and Figure 1 have in variOns W-ays tddressed
the 'question Of the-Seriotisness of,in,sch ol crime
Considered .tOgehter, these data 'sump. t that gin-

oschool,Metithization'inzthe--26:tities iny 'Ned prj-
manly petty thefts and MinOr assaults Physical

injurYis rare,'.and when WoccOrS., it is generally
not seriouN enough io liequire'mediCal attentiOn.

J. In addition: twist of' the stlen prbperty ,V.4 vah
bed at less.than $50.

: The vktimization survey 'data from the 26.ci-
. ties4are In slibstantial."agreement with solne majdr

finNigs of the., N ft Safe School -study.. (19/V),
'Like-the yietiintiAtion survey data,. the NIP; re:

, korts of studentS 'showed that' :thefi was clearly
the most .widespread offense. Most of the thefts
from sindentS; tthe report:indicates, iiinvolved
items such.as smidl amounts of moneY,, Sweaters;

and other Obperty. usuallYffound in'104-
er-S driiiOne mit of five thefts'involve'd losses';oi
more thtin $10: :;1'he student reports alsn'shOW4

estinnited I 3 "pereent. Of secondary setroorstn-
,."rdentsI'70port. they artlaeked at sehoot

one;mml.th pericl,:. Although More than vo
fifths,klk the attiickS .Involved.40,41Pky 4 00;.. ,?t
cent (1140 '''41jttfies :serions: &nigh* ttiltilf!

4nedical attetttion -!"
.

.
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Extent:rot *bodily Injür
'.. aggregate

and properti loss In In.school vIctImizatiori, 26 cities

t .

_fp

°

Aggravated
assault

Larceny
with contisa

e 41',14(.47c,

Larceny vilthat
vontact

4"Bodily,trqury hero referp, to Injury to, Ole eidant.that Medical altenUon was necessary,
n , ,

Estimat6, baseil dn ilwer than 80 sample cases, may'be statistically iinrellible.

.
a
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, Characteristics iof VictiniS
and Offehders ,

e
SO for this .reporr. has Thcused.on.%The-incid-

.4.1ice, and sericchsnesS. 'of .crifnes ti urban Schlols.
...,This*clion 'will examine ,cha clerisnes of iii .

,!;chool .victimS ai)d Offender . S
,Yconeern het e us vith th 4 !wolf rider r
Ship ,and with' 'the ,c; ve,..and. se charii0eris.-.
tics.,61 41.9. Vic:fiat's et( at In con inctiOn.,:oittli

,s:aine character ofltheir pff ..
? Survey view rs askedNic ims,%yhether or,VI I 116V 016 offend0/ (Nese puree 'codes

,.-140 and, 147 itt. Appendizi: c) For v..6i;it's of lone.

Offenders, il'the offender' was a Compfece Strang-
er, wcs known' by sigbt only',f! 'or. if .the victim
reported:not knoWing whether.2the ."offender was

' known., ov nor:. ttie .offelickk was categdil-zed as
stranger. Foi,Victims of 'nfore Than one'offender,,
the.offe.ty5es were categorized m:stratigers..only if
it11 jif.:th40, Were. stranger; .known to the' viefim

.by..sildit only, or if the victim reported not knotv,
ipg.'whetherthe ótft;nder4 Were known or shot.

'INe'..1.1 shows. the percentage of vii(litniza-., .

tlon of- students: and of- tenetrers and others. That
yere.reportedly committed bY strangers.' ft can he
rtadity,Ncen That the majority of in-school crimes
were committed by strangers. Of the total victimi-
1,atita1 hAlents viore victims of strangers

more often, than vre,teachers rat others .(74
.periNot 'compared With 67 percent). An exalimt-

,

lion.of the .specific type f erinie shown in this
,:4table.. indicates ,t hat this diff0Vnce bet weet)t.. tf

.!;,tudeitt and non-student victims* occurs printqN
;in larceny without c.ontal.Where 79 percent or the,,-
student's, compared with 64 pereent of the teach-
,ers and othervictims, reported that they were vic-
'Inns of/arangers.7

' .4'

.

ol'it detail ..of the Wetiindow lfondei rola-
liOnshiWis presented- in Table l2.*The'-da1a fri .this ,

Ode. indicate that other .vietims f irh-school yie.;
titnization Were moreqkely than either:teachers,
orstudentv; to be victimiied by complete Wittig%
ers. Students, on the other hand, were More

uthe either teacherS ,pr others to he yietimi./..ed.bY',
persOns whO,were, casual acquaintances. The data
idso ShoW' that teachers Were skilout :twice aS fikely
as:sttafents' :ind others to be victiMized by. lone-
offenders .who Were welt known to, tt)etn. tienCe,
although a majority of, in-sCho?1 (iim6; :Were.
coMinitted by Menders who were not knoWn by

victii,,therg were some ..variations in the '-
proportiOns of stranger offenders among the three..
groups of victims.

'In Order to exainim more:closely the/relation-
ship between the a'rlit: the offender in- the
criMes That took Mace in schodt charaCteristics of
the ..vietims can he. exaMined in conjunetion With .

thov of': their Oh enlers, For studentv.teaOler.4;
and othei's, the :vas majOrity .0coffenkiers in

0 .
..

,, p I

oViotihis Wert) first asked if one or mime' than One of.4,,
fonder was InvolVed. Victims who did not know: whe,th4.`
Were was one or More than One Offender were not Ok0d-..';
the,offondofS, se, ag, *e. or setatkm.Ship to the v)otini,'

°An Offender was, satd4to have been..known by' Altri
only tf the,victini had seen the offender proOuni4bp,t.hed";','
never Alald mere than ' %ode" to hlm/her.

. : ; :
$, ?Although the category of iarany without conlact iri,',/

yolyee no "face.to-face-,7 confrontation botWeen the victirn/
and offender, It May be,:the Catid thili 0)0 yintIrn dooti ,;ett'..:
noes thoincident and,consedumittycen report 0044190er,

.. chardcteristia$ ihts coiste t)othe. eaee, .for ,e)tetnplei. in
,ihafta frern,lockers, deeke,and ioyele 'racks y4hetiis gio' 00, .

tim riihy WitqeSe the depeit ''el,,the. oftendt*i. 0.000 , a .
prOportion df.Vichms orator it *Nvitnout,coriteet,,06,,ii trAb
report to Survey ihten,d0WriO4,,the-66aratterfattof iot e feint'',
ors Involved In the Inerdant,:, . '7" i .; /1 /. ,

t /..",/,
,: 4

L

slt$

TABLE 11 EStiniated:percentages ..0/
stranger offenses in Mi.
School victimization, .
26*pit4es aOgregpte'

q10,08;01,,rtn,
eitooro

. Student , andothers.

/ 4100

/ /I'

4.Type of vIctImIkattlin ,

nape
.

Robpery

. asdault"
aorayatea

ileeeuit

f3ontact .

";Vercony4Vithokii.
: contooto

9.40

(300)b.4.

(13,18t)

(6,628Y,

(1$01)

(ittk

(2,900

//

!1,61515)0

64,(tft))
,

t

A

,./

eroenteA4'1,of etrkitioarOltensolfli ' , /J. i ;.'

-lion ((rat(,ithqet4. 0 a nenetrang r ill the Ili, .

00?))/th044 As tel nurttbt kg )MtliT1J

APit, tNte4 000 ...Ofy leliVAT ,th it 50 SIM#/f00/$0b0.9tatiti.400,0' ,t0;f0P40.
/.. .71(%)(01008.;f1tb. ii: repay coOt .out..;,e6maptylotirill

. Jr, whlete tf*,, eti Wtte tint 010116(g, OW Ile
..409110:4,th /eifiriy .:' . /7 .... ,.4..,.

1:14tieh



TA,Effr410.1.1 . Peroit. distdbution oLi detailed rehitions
!One offenders in lOchool-vlotImIketiono
by status of viotirn, 26 oitios-Ogregateo

ip; between victims .and
10

st, .

100 't

States of 'vie the

.S41.1bOrits,..

iftit0hoia

Other

e''
1`1

. elationihip of lone &tondo!

Strangers .

KnoWn
Comilete by sight Efon"t aimed Well

.stfOngers only know!) loeusintanee known

Nonstrangers

Yi

,

Estiliptid
num er.of.'-`"--

victitnizatIons "

Mec(udos qhiy victimiz,ations conimitted by lone offendfirs.. Excludes those/I r'eny withbut contacevictimizatiOna

bVt'ctintivitidns in Which victim did not know if-he/she knew thedoffenderr //
in Which the victim was notpresent at the immediate scene of .tt.i6 crimp. ,

_

0All vercenteges in0h14 table are,row percentaoes.

.

1 '

..
. . ./ .,....

vOlved,inthe in chool Actiniizations Were report- hy.studvd", ,eachers arkdJoiterft. the Offender ,was. :

g. _.

/ ed. to,: be Ott At... black/oilier,8 and , male. There : percerVed'f/tOlte black/other. .In * 26.citieS. sur-
././ari4, however/, 'some Afferences among student, , yeyedthe ,ProportkOn 'of the poPulatioh that,.waS
. feacher,.. an other victiftw when their age, 'race, black/otWer waS substanti,ally%sma114.h) Hence, .

,,,, .,, and SO.Ch, racteristicsiare looked at together with theartiOtint. of in:School aka atiributed to blac:ck/

Isabil ..,,13;datallsithe relations ip between the : theiryeptiesentation in. the poPulation.
'the $4ths;,. tilFitcteriStitis 0; their ( enders.9 other 'offeit(lec is largely. disproportionate. with '. .. ..

.
ago;Of tifte.'Victint and. thii. Oerce ed age of the . / : : It ;Cart/,he seen in Table ..I4 thatin-sehoo.l. vici-'
ot1rer:( *pit:: Most .0(/' the. in-school 0 Tenders olere titniz4ik.n *of tolita/Qttiei. Yictims is highly intra-

4,er,tieyed,,:by pi.ktty, v. ictiths.to .he...u. I ,18,4ears.; ..,:r44,:Ofi .esc Victnnst,t roughly ,9 otil of? at ,,littlr
004, yiltl.,ptpportiOn of offenders under 1$ is high-', ... dentsiamivt *Os and-rtiughlY 8 oA of ,16 teacher$. :'

:/.:.erafti,mit St0i(k1118 (SS Nr(41.10 than amoni kach.. ,i 4000.",:involV,(14i ;in ittoidentS ittwhich the Offender
., 0.1 1mq ' others, (8 percent), ....These data Show. waS f "the:stiOeiact...HOWe'ver, the in-school. vic-

, ./.:0(in.. thal',4thOugli. student ,;%iiettms are generally ...,tiMi..ationi; .involtlig 'White . ttudents, stettcheiss
,

' etiiin .14i4e ti1 their offenders, teaders and other :. anOthers wos 40'oall; not ititita-raeik :For each
..;.: Ali' Off06'40.,,:generally .olderthan Their offenders. -. .. Of the;tplgroi0s,"obOtit twoThirds. of Me offenders,

. , - . .

0.

I 0

. .

,

.4 ;/,:litii AO ;The ,rtigie. of ;the '.OtTender(s) .for studentS,. : , :,(74nSidering tmly .viokfit pifOses tattaoks and
Th9 relationshirt between the.roce of the vic.: ". were, Icii(trt4to*be.blaCt(lOthsr... LI

,./...-,.::. ,/t 00. r,; eand Othcr,4* is shown in yahk, 140 The .. -:.r.01.4b/riesr, the *NW Safe Schoot Study (107.:11.3).
/toy tity Of ;the in-school victimizatiOns were re- ', , : ShOed that . the 'majority Of .these4;61Tenses 'in-.,

to:have. invOlved black/other offenders. In ; Volyed vietims* and .Offenijorii of the,,,sante race. -.

P1' ' : 010.4 7 (Mt of. 10 of. the viitimizations repOrted 'HoWeVet The proP(iition eioffenses dolt was in-.
./;,.f. ;, , ,

.

of I . , , 4. A .

i,;:. te.i»6ctiill Wos:intite high (42 tierceat 'of Mt; attacks
/ e

;1111046 percent of,robberies).

c9.60CiiMdiM fttelti,othot. than bla.61'c and`WhIto cohstitdtel.., .i . /victiftpi I u Ao reported to snrvey hitervieWers.
,P..; , .

0 'olatio oviooption of Om' oopuiptibn in.tho 26 oftletqlori ,';' Iiiitoettoved,: st, (1 tr qmiltfr Th . elati 1

coitt. ge,oaroto-antoysio; black and' "other.' races WIll .0e;,,' i 1 ;.. ..., ,

opi,blned 10 brM;eatogory In MIS report: The word ...otheti,i, , ship heteeft the 84 .of The victim oft0he sex.of
(moo tt,vri taelel Ontoxti Will always be food 'in tills 'N.),.. olo,..optOer for ..ischoill ..vitititniiatioits .;is out-.; .

,*(ofigytomUto, not be oortfuood with the, third Matte datogvy r. , , , .4.. .i. . v ..4 .

,.!),,(if iii,soioo violins, ; . . .:, , . 1..crs, rintry: 71.6,91 of JO ot lite in-sehool ohenders .'
1 , . . .

.:fiert.tOtt, thol with "tam*" to rofor to, "blooli/othOr" tkeivt; lined 'in Table -1.1,iThrt.ir sttldents,,teacher's, and oth...

tit itto,efiendotattMtellatlott .In ',the . . ;

ef'their ;*, !?1*. 'I , Ion 4,idato.'eiro batfhtf ft vlbtiMs' d100011bne
ft tit,tent.r.Ahoro to o motto-Of error In tho fepOrtoi:i bff4d.'1, .1 . 20 colic .rAnototh4i9 oonilifM0 an.Astaratod

o/4441,motofloaott. !lit; :r 29 port itt eftiao.populotier, yoilitti of ago or,oidor). .
. ,

I

I

,

, '
,

,i)v
.041/41:;i
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Tmis 13 Percent distribalion of perceived age.Of offender(a) by age,otvictim
in.achool victimization, by statto of v1otim,,26 cities aggregatea

Status at
and ago of victim

Stódonts:

12-15

16-19

20-34

Total

eachers and othere

20-34

36-49

50.or older

Total .1

as
1 ,

41)

,

Under
42

1 11

Perceived age of offondartos
; Estimatad

12.14 15.11 10.2e o21cderr

48 ` 45

0 3 . 62

0 0 11

35 49

0

9

10

19

8

1

26

24

27

20,

3

26

64

10

614 ' 35

19 15

20 .s

38

Don't number of
know victimization

a.

. .

,1 2

5 3

32 3

'3

23

34

(32,809)

(12,640)

(895)d

N-(46,04)

(3,

. (7,669)

(3,191)

(1,i41)d

5 (16,413)

nExottactos those larCeny.without contact victimizations in- which the victim s not present at the immediate
scene of the crime. Also excludes those victimIzations in which the victim did t know whether there was one or
more than one offender.

bInolUdes perceived age of lone offender and perceived age of oldest group ffender,
cAll percerNiages in this table are *percentages.

dEstimate, based.on fewer than 60 sample cases, may be statistically unreli ble.

-.were male. However; 'when the sex of the victim.
is sonnined in conjunction withAhe sex of 'The.
8ffender, some differences OmOng student's, teach-.
ers; and others emerge.

An overwhelMing :majority of male victims
were victimized by male offenders. The propor-
tion of 'male victimizations involving -mile offend-
ers was higher fOr students (96 percent) and oth-
ers (90 percent). than. it was for teacters (#80 'per-
cent). Although Male victims almost alw'ays were
.victimiked by offenders of the same sex, this was-
not so for- feMale victims. There Was A !argils. dif-
ference in the proportion of the same se.x offend:-
ers in viedmizatiotts of female 'students compared
with Nietimiiations..of female teachers- and others:
.6 out of, .10 female students were victims of fe-
male offenders. 1-loviever, only one-gorter 'of the
fdmak teachers and' One-third of: thclemale oth-
ers reported female offenders,'

'the survey data in this section have indicated
that 14 in-school victUnizations of stndentS,
tenders, and Others Most often. involved 'offend-
ers.who.were perceived to be yOung, blakiothet

, Males'. th addition, the majority of theité offenders
were not (known by th6ir Victims. Hecanse 'Most of
the iltsehool offenders were. young, it 'night be

0 . A

si
5. 2

. t, .

suggested du the hulkrof- these Coffender
students.s Ut1 'innately the: victimization survey'
data do not con lin this kind of' "status" informa-
tip on offenders .md,lherefore, cannot be used
to test this hyp -sis-. The survey finding that
mo st. of the offenders' were strangers to.their vic-
stims is'hot, of course, ,ason to conclude that the
offenders were not st dents. Other research,
however', gives reason to believe that at..least
poition of in-school often& are not students.

For exannple, there is ev,Aence that suggests
an ncreasc n crimes commit I in .school .by non-
students. A' -1970' survey.of 110 urban schoOl tVs-
tricts reported a 2,600 percent1 c increase be-
tween 1964. and 1968.in crimes cot mitted by non-:.
students (Rekord. for Better. , 'hools, Inc.; ( !'
.19760 4).. Thus, a portion 4 of the et, ne problem,'
(aced by urban schools- Appears to be *tamed byy.
intruders, outsiders including dropouts, trtianistl
and unemployed' yinnhs, The repoft .of the
Safe School. Stu4 (1977:91) indieofes, that this "
portihn iS not ,shigh. The .N113; re'port indica/6,114
except for trespassing' and breikinxt the,40,'
majtIty (haween 74 percent and *98
all reported offenses were committed
stkidents at the schOol in onestion.

.

,
66 1 4' 1

..Z.1 1 :.q

3 0 qi
6 yu'

:!,

r
1)4.3/1'
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-TABLE 14 Pdreoht citet ution of per
4 in in-rtho viCtimkzatkih b

Perceiv d ractrof effonder(s)

Status df victim
entrees:914d. m

1

Students:

White

Black/other
s,Total

TEMChors:

Whiie

Blackfother

Total

.0thers:

White .

. Black/other

Total

t0: 0'

,.

ra0e of offender(a) by race of victim
s of,yictim,.26 citiees a greglitea,

44, Don't
Whitsi Bloc /other Mixedb know

6,

21

19

20

20 '

32

3 .

25

Estimated
nuMbor df

iiotimizatiens

3 2 (30,173)

88 1 6 (16,079)

73 2 a (48,253)

J- 4t

67 12 ,(5,809)

77 0 3 (948)d , ,

69 1 10 (3,557)

65 1 3 (6,737)

92' 1. 4 (2,163)

71- : 1 3 (0,900)

agxcludes those larceny Without Aontact vi.6timizetions in .which, the victim was not present
scerteot the chine. Alsoexcludps those victimizationaM which the. victim 4id not know whether
more than on,e.Ottender.
boroup bi.oftenders containing soMa comtiipatiop of,wito,. black, and oTher,nkce genders.
°All percentages in this table are rim perconla0..P

'dkatiinate, based on fewer ihan 60 sample cases, may be statistically unrell'able.

NOmber of Victims and
Numiler.Of Offert.deFs,.

-"Another facet of,lhe erinie..Poblenitaced;by
4.

urbInt shOols is. The. Viol4in:L. and, destriplion
cara,ed, Auld; Nlati.otaide public-opinion

. .

polls;andSurVey,:ieof !lc441 etifii:inigs'shoW;li grow.
ag ebncern oviihttbei2roblernS Created hY.gangs in
setwols. lt is vt oclear.,..1VoWeWi,..wheiher
rent focus of .gang acilvities ii6choOls cci4e,éd
k)n tneetypes.of traditional' qinne.against pdrsons

. 'or,propeitytkastired;liy.-.The.victittnzation survey
interview. "thtre .is..spine,evidenee-to. suggest that
moch...of 'the gang activiitioschtiOls is diroeted

t toward undermining scocil policies and.. taking
cjilol of thelostitutkmNiller, .1975). ... . .

.
'he' suNey intervieWdratithined information

frorn studimts,: teacters'',;. :incl.- others ofi both the
nuMber: of. offend4s 'and th0?,,number of Vktims
;involved in 'the .crime-Thg.natiriller f participantS
in. in-School NietimizatiOM 1)y itself evi.
ilenee.of whethel...t.he incidents 10\400 gangs.

..110vever if (100 lirOvitle iittoriontion on the ex.,
.) ,t

,411.

d 4

,,/,,e
"'''' ;, ;

. . ",

at the immediate
there waa one or

-

vT ! e

tent of school crime committed by grottos of 'of- .

fenders, whether. or not these'groups art organ-
ized gangs.

The number of offenders who were involved
in the in7school victiMizations is,given by type of

. crime in Tah10: 16 for students, and for teachers
and. others. ',rho majority of in-school crimes were

.- committed by lone offenders: slightly over one.
half of the. victimizations reported by. students.
At roughly., two-thirds of those reported by
tenchers and others involved lone offenders.
tanization by more than one offender was. more
ComMon arnotig students than among teachers 'and.

ti.:44thers (27 percent:. COmpared with 19 percent).
Note in this table, however, that in a.faiily large
percentage:of the victimizations .the. number Of
offenderS Was .not reported (either the victim
didn't know or the information Was .not fi3'edr4.

..tained). When these caseS are: excluded, the data
show:that 34 petc,ent of the i/ictimizatiOns repprt
ed by .students,,and 23. pereent .of 'those reported
by leachers, and others were eomatted by- linote:
than one offender;
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TABLE 16 Percent distribution of ,perceived sex of offender(s(
loin-school victimization, ,

by MMus of victitn, 26 cities aggregatea

by sex' Of victim
.

V

4,

Stolui of victim And sex,of victim

PerOilved soi offender(!).

Estimo;od
number of 4

vidtinilzatIo*. Oinwilo Ettnfib
Don't
know

Students:
. .

kiale 6 '06° $. 1
(20,852)

.Female 331,
60 4 3 (17,591)

Total
p

72 23 2 42, (46,443)
Teaeliers:, .-

Male 801 6
: 3 11 (2,61$)

&male
. 62 25' 4. 9 (4,024)

(Total 69: 17 4 10 (3,642),
Others.;

, Male

Fumnle

Total .

90

63' Ea,

76

, 2

32

17

3

3

3

4

4.
3

(4,316)

(4,60q

(8,921)
0Exthidos to4 laro
the crime. Moo)
one offendef.
!)C3roup of o' r4 containing both male and female offenders.
:0f1II peroenta s In this table are 3pw percentages.

y without contact victimizations in which the victim was noi preseniat the imtnediate scene of
udes those victimizations In which the victim dld hot knowwhether there was one or more than ,

a

) 4

. Table 16 ulutterates, theopes of crime that
'generally had 'the greatein involvement of ,groups

of three or more offenders were robbery and as-
,sault, Twenty-eight eercent of the students and 22
percent of the teachers and other victims of rob-
bery !were victims. of .groups of .three or more

, Offenders. Similarly, roughly 3 ottt of 10 of the'
studgits, teachers, and other victims of aggravate-.
cd assault reported grratps of.offenders.

The prOportion of in-sehool victitnizati6ns
that involved more than one, offender weo much
greated than ;he pioportion that involved more
than One victim. The 'number of student,,teateher;
and other victims of iflsIool lime' is tiven in
Table 17'hy'tYpe of er.0e;"dr.h6wIdata show that
more,Than four (mt. of five studentS',..tettcherjy; and
others were '1Oheliktims. On1y ubbuts:10itt.sf. elf),

..of the student% tekhsli; .apd:(shors:!..ititpisw
tim;zkiti64,v.;11w41.61.101ifitt,i11Y0144' ihrefr :Or
more victints,;... !..: ,

.
. .

The it ,enotweritneS. eharinvolyed the :great-
: ,ettt ropojns of multiple Offendors; wee 'also

the rlmeYIIhn itivclv4d lh'6' greatest; prgportroror
tf titiItlplthnt thbbety and 'aiisaUW.

.*

'4,
/i

ot

4oito!..".

cated in Table 17, the proportion of robberies that"
involved thre pr wore victims is much 'greater
among teaChers liar others (28 percent) than it is
among steidents (10.percent). One out of five of
the aggravated assault-reported by students, ..

' teachers, aipd Others involved ibree, or more vie,:
tims.

In svimmary,. then, altlioidg..;the majority of?
the victimizaiionk wiuch took'ptace inside schools
were commingd by. lone ()ffender, a substantial'
number, were. comiiiiited by more than ,one., of-
fender. In-SehoolAinys involved multiple offend-
ers more often 'thaYi, they involved multiple\ vie-
tims, assault were the types of \in,
school ,crinte thiCtended to involve both milltiple
Victimfi Al-multiple offenders.

.?
.

'Reporting to the Police.

-:this report tips shown that a considerable
, amount of drime occurred inside Schools ifi the

dties siirVeyed, filthouob much of it wag :tie( serP.
) lieetiuse most of the iri.school crinle consist-

ed of petty thefts and minorassaults, and because
"
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. TABLE 10 Estimated spercentages qf peitelved num6pr oi offendera n in.-
school victimliatiOnt * .

4 S

a

by type of victimization and shitua of tim,' 2§ çitias aggregate

Perceived number of, 00014
"r« .

Status eV victim end ty*e of One Two
viotinlizetion

Three
or mere

Don't
know

D

Students: a

Rape 0. 7134 19 0 5

Robbery . 43 19 28
A

Aggravated assault 56 7.- 29 3

Simple aSsault 62 8 0, , 27 1

Larceny withcontact 25 9 at 59

Larceny withont contact(' 54 . 3 2 ,40

Totald 52 ,; p 18 19

?Teachers and others:'
Rape 87 . 0 ' 13

Robbery 68 6 22 ' 0

Aggravated assaglt" 61 f 5 30 . 2

Sintle assault
11

78 7 14 0

Larceny with cOntact . 40 . 7 7 46

Larceny without contacto 55 7 4 33

Totalo 64 6 13 16

aAll percentages in this table aro roW percentages.
4.

.Eitimitted
.4 Not number of

ascertained , vIctimIzations

3

6

1

(390)13.0'

(13,185)

(6,528)

(15,261) :

3 (4,653).

0 (17,373)

.2 (5Z569)

0 (139)b

1 (1,808).

3 (2,800) ;

0 (5;597)

0 (1,095)b

0 (7,116)
4.

1 N 0- (19,4556)

.bEstimate, based on 'fewer then 50 sample casg, may be statiatically .unreliable.
. .

-oExclUdes thoSe larceny without contact victimizations in which thp vibtirri was not *sent
scene of the crime. . .

at' the immediate
s

schools t ypic.ally have institutionalized mechan-
isms' fOr: handling the disruptive behavior that
occuts,*. it is, probably reasomihie to expect that-
much of,tthe crime that occurs within schools is
not reported, to. the olice:' this final section will
.exaMine the extent to which 'the in-school, crimes
reported to survey interviewers were also. report-..
ed to the. police, and the reasons given: hy ,victints
for not informing the police:

Each resPondent, who reported a victimization
to a survey interviewer. was . asked whether the
vielimization was reported. to' .the. police.. .As
shown by the data in Table 18, 9 put. of 1.0 of the
inrsehool victimizatkms suffered by tttdents and
thrOe oat Of four Of ThOse suffered. by teachers
and others 'were not reported to the. &lice,
AMong Students and among teachers. and,Althers,
.larceny was the' crimeifeast often reported' to the

s police. INen aggravated assault, the erime. most
Often reported.to the .police, wasrePorted..by onfy
18 percent of'the students aud hy, ill percent of

the teachcrs and oihei 'victims who Suffered this
'type Of victimization, .

,

The feport on school violence, 'produeed by'
Research for Better §`chool's offers explanations
for deficiencies in school reporting practices, parH
ticularly for the-reluctance. of victims to .rePort
assaultS, The puthors suggest that student vietimS
may fear*retahatiori if theS report a felloW student
and.that teachers may faikto reportdilliceause they
fear being .blamed by riiirents or .schOol.. admiftis-,
moors for, failing ,to maintain or for .'
provoking the attack...Fifially, the authPrs stiggest
that principals alSo, have rd'ason for hot reporting
such incidents:' they do not wish p alarm parents'
and. other' citizens or ,to Jeopardize the -reputation
of the school.(1976:.17),' .

s .

ln .view of the very high pereentageA, of. in-
School.. crimes ..not, reported to". the Mice, it/ is
important to explore the teasonkgiveti by. respon-
denm for their failure to nofify *the 'police, All vic- .

0ms who did nOf report theip.vietithintions to the .'
police Were aSked to Apecify the re46M;'.`for riot.
*doin0o.

.11

, , , .;,
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TAKE 17 Estimated Perceritaios of number of victims in in-School victimiza-
tion, by type Of victimization and status of victim 26 cities agggregafe

`raa,sty

Statue of, vlotintarul
of vletimilation

4.

StüdentS:

Rape: .
4s)

. tf 8660

Robbery 82

Aggravated .assaitill 68.

Simple esseult-
. . 82

Larceny with contact 96

Lareeny without contactc 91
0

Totale 4. 84

Teachers and others:'

Number' of victims

Estimated t.
num0er of

ylotimlOtions
Three Or

Two more :

gik
13 (380)b

, 10. (13,165)

12 20 (6,628)

7 11 (16,261)

4 0 (4,853)

4 5 .(17,373)

7 9 (57,589)

6

Rape a
10() (139)0_

Rbbbery 68 4 28 (1,808).
Aggravated assault 72 6 L21 (2,900)
Simple assault 84 (6,597)
Larceny with contact 91 4 5 (1,d95)b
Larceny without contacts 93 0 4 .3 (7,118)
Total(' 85 5 . 10 4.

(18,46)
'All percentages in this table are row percentar.

CC.bEstimate, based on (ewer than 56 sample casel, mey be Statistically unreliable.
'

6Excludei those (amens/ without contact victiifizatiort in which tlie victim was not present at the immediatescorn') of the crime.

-,As can be seen from Table .19, there were
three donimmt reasons given y students, teach-.
ers, and others for failing,t6 notify the pace.
First/37 percent of the 'stpJs and 3.1 percent of
'the teachers. and others sai th4 the victimiza-..
bons that were not reported to fltenrpnlice were
reported. .to someone. else. In this instance, it
seems reasonable to asSume that in the bulk of
these. victimizations, "someone else" refers to *-
representative of .the school administration. Even
.if all .victimizations that were repoyted ,to Someone
else are eounted *as hutting been oflieially report-
ed, still -abotit half of the in-schdol.victimizations

.

In. the 26 cities .do not find their way into ofiVal
records, Second;, as expected, many of .the

victimizations that .were .not ix3perted tb the police
'were tiot deemed by respondents to .hatv.e -been
impertant. enough Jo report te the police, This
reason waS, given by .37 percent- orate "students
and bY 35 percent of the teacherS and others who
failed te .inform the volice: Third, 25"'vewetit xi

.fit

.the nonreperting students and 33 percent of the'
nonreporting teachers and others felt that nothing
could be done about the vietimiztition..

It is irneresting to note_ from Table 19 that the
total nonrepOrting in-school. victims rarely.. cited
-"fear of reprisal" as the reason for not informing
the police-. Overall, only 2 percent of the,,students
it6d 3 percent .of the teacherS and 'others gave this
response, qowever, aMong the in-school victims
of the less equen mt butore serious crimeS of
rebbery and iggravated assault, .fetir Of ' reprisal
-appears to be a Major consideration ..in .the "deei-
skin. not to inforrn the: police. Thus, tuns* a,
stuall minority of :itv.schoel victims,-the victims
of setious erimesthe level of fear- is sufficiently
high.to inhibit reporting'tO the police.

In summary, most of the .etinte thnt. *de, .

curred inSide these urban schools were neVer .

brought to the attention Of the police. the uttijor
reason for not informing the. policethat'.,the ,inci-
dent vvas reotwted to sonitOne el4.7'tbat et s.vm.'n'ot;, ' . -
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TABLE 10 Estimited percentoito of victim repoi1ing.to6the police in in.school
viotimikation,
by typo of victimization end status of victim, 26 cities aggregate.

.10

f

Status of Victim and,tYpe of victimization

rtiPOrting to the poliCe

Estiln'it00.
ninnbor of

'vlotInilkatIons
- )

Yoe No

_

Don'f
know

Students: #
.:

Robbery ,
.I

Aggravated assakit

Simple asiault r

Larceny with contact

LarCeny w4hout
contact

.

. Total -
Teachers and others:

IROpe
. .

Robbery

Aggravated assault

Simple atisault :- Cr r

Larceny with contact

Larceny without
contact;

Total
'.+

;

474

18

14

4

7

12

29

41

26

22

21-,

6. ,,

53

87

73

85.

96

93

91

88

47

68.

78

;

.

.

0.

3

9

1

,0

1

-/

0 ,

8

12

8 4
0

;- (399)1? .

(13,186)

(6;528)

- (15,261)

(172,027)

(212,244)

(139)b

(1,808)

(2;900)'

(5,597)

J1,096)b

(46,613)

(68,063)

.

.AMIfier'doiMages in this thble are roW percentages;.,

bEetimate, based on fewerthin 60 trample bases, may be Statistically unreliable.

impOrtant enough, and the feeling that nothing
Add be dane--make sense in light qf the evid-
ence in this report .that the in-school crime was
not very serious.

Summary
Public conton with pioblems of theft, vio-

ce, and disruption in urban schools has in-
c Pëascd. ft reeent years., 'National opinion polls,
special reports, and conwessional hearings 'have
indicated that a substantial amount of crime oc-
curs ,inside'sdools, and that this eriminal activity
is .Consideted to be one, of the Major Problems
facing sehools today. In th(s report, victimizati9n.
survey data Itona26 cities have Neu used to
examine personerIvictimizationslarcenies,
souks., robberies, and° rapes,suffered ,by" sttf;.,

;. dents, teachers 'and othiir 'victims inside Schools.
In the chic& surveyed an esiiinated 27006

victimization& were reported to sniitey ieteritiowt
'to: have occurred inside schoohet ihoso in-. , .

. , ,.,,
'',..

-.--.

-.(, . . .

SChool victimizations wefe 8 pbrcerit of the toe!
Personal victimiations which were reported to
survey'interviewere'p the 26 cities. Four out of
five of the climes-inside sch6ols were larcenies .

without Ontaet between the victim and the of-
fender. Assaulteiiher simple or aggravata--
was the next Most common type of crime irepdrt-
ed:

The pge distribution of the victims suggested
that althoue many of them were between the'.
ages of 12 and 15, not all in-sehobl victims were
students. Analysis of the ,age,, major activity, and

- Occupation of the victims.inditated that 'more, than.
three-quarters of the in-schnol victimizations were
'reported by sttidentg; the remaining victimizations
were reported by teacheri and others.

`Th survey data On weapon itse, :injury and
'theft stggest that although much cr#106'. oecurred
inside schools la thel cities surveyed; for the most
part it .was.tiot serious criMe. Most of the victimi.,
zations were' larcenies Mthout contact between
the viotio: and OlTende6 which:by definitibrr do

1

,
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TABLE 10 :Percent distribetiOn of oreasons for not reporting.to the police in in-schOol Vrctimization,
. by type-of. -victimization and status of viO,tirn; 26 cities agdregate

*: Reasons for net reportinj to police

Stains of victim anti type of
Victknization .

.

Nothing
could be

done

Poilcd
Not, would41

knportant :wane to be
-.enough Whirred.

Didn't .

,waht to t.

take
time

.

PrivaW
illatter"

-.Didn't
want to

get, Fear of
involved reprisal

a Re4rted
to someone

else
Other
reason

Estimated
number of

victimizations
a

Sitidents:

*. 4,110Pe.

beeiy

A ravatékt asiault

Si pie assault

Larceny with contact.

Liirceny without contabt

Total

I :leachers and others:

Rape

RobberY ..

AggreVated assault

Stmplo assault
.

. Larceny with. Oontact.

Larceny without sontact
,.

. 0
Total

Ob.0

24

12 ,

15

32 '
26

25

28 '?!

1 ''t' .

12 '.

22

68

35, A

33

25

31

36

38

25

37

37\s,

0

..1.7

18

24

19

36

35

'

0

2

2 .

2

5

3,

3 ,,

l.
0

V
O.

5;

14

5

3

"

c

0

, 2

1

1

3 ,

. 1

0
,

4

c
6 .

12

2

2

7..

3
L

7
0

10

5

2

3'

16-

'7'

ti

12

.` , 0

4

5

fr
4

1 .

2

0

0 .

3'

1

0

8

0 -.

0

'

21

14

11

4

3

1

2 .
.

24

29

4

: 1

0

3

38

24

36

. 36

36

t. 36.

37

15

1.1

48

"Y)

48

30

31

.

4.

.

.

,.

.

0

-10

' 11

6

.7

5
. 6

18

26

.15

10.:

4

7

8

..,

ly

*.

,

,

(205)0....

(11,528)

(4,765)

. (12,991)

(4646) '

(159,239).

(1

G(122)d

(1367)d ,

(3,780)

(8$9)d ..

(36,96)

(43.189)

.

*.

*Estimated number of victimizttions not ieported to the'police.
I 'bPercerits may total to over 100 percent becauS0 %/Mims may give more than . one reason for not reporting tO the pollee.:

OM percentages in thls table are row percentages. , ,.
, (

dEstlmato, t*ied on tiMer than 50 sample Oases, may be statistically unreliable
,

,

,



noti involve weapon. use. Although weapons were
used in Many of the robberies 'and virtually all the
aggravated assaults, they wre used: in only a
small minority of the',total...in-schoor Atictimizw
Lions. When weapons were -used, they. were .mdst
often knives or objects used as,weapons,- such als:
clubs orbottles. auns were rarely used,

. denerally, the injuries sustained by in-sChool
victims were minor injOries, injuries such as cuts
and. bruise:4: Therefore,' many injured victims did
Uot -require any ,.tnedical attentidn and very- feW
required hospital treatment. Even .in the violent
crimesJape,. robbery, .aggravated assault 'and
esithple assiiidtMost victims reported tht. they
were' not injured to the extent that medical atten-.
tionlwasuecessary. The -majOrity of the in-school
aggravated. assaults were- aggravated by virtue of
the presence of a weapon, not by virtue of se)ious
tiodily injury to the victim. ..f

Most in-school' theffs were larcenies without
contact between. the Victim and.the offender. 'This
.tYpe of theft in school probably consists of 'theft
frOM desls, lockerS, bic:ycle racks, and so 'forth.'
Something Was stolen M. roughly four out of live.
in-kchool- victimizations;' however, , muCh of. the

property stplen from students was valued -at less
than $.10. and 'moSt of the Property stolen from,
teachers and ethers Was- valued at less than $50.
SAlthough a great deai Of theft took place inside
"the Akin Scheols, it was primarily petty theft.

.

The victimization prvey.'data also shed some
light on the .characte(ristics of in-school victims'
and &fenders. Tile majority.of students, teachers
and other' Victims were victimized by offenders-
they .did not knOW. Most of the .offenders were
perceived 4y jheir viçinfs tcP be young,.. of black
or other minority racç& and male,.

The reports' of Itiidents, teachers and other
.

victims indicated that a. conMderable *mint of
the crime that took-place in tidioot wa;,comMitted
by pairs Or .groups of offenders.. VeW
tions involved more than pne victim.. Robbery and
aSsault involved multiple offenders and multiple
yictiMs mere often than, any other type of. crime-
in. se hool. .

, , .

Because a good deal of the in-school.victimi-
'zation was not serious, it is not . surprising that
most victims of in-school crime did not inform the
police.'Teachers and other victims inforined the
police More- often than' students. Victims who

.lailed-to- report the incident to the Poke` said ei-.
ther that they'reported it to someone else (proba-.
bly lo teachers. or school administrators):( or thu.t
they did 4,not consider the incident important;
enough to, report' it to the police, Or thaLthey
thoUght nothing .could . be done. Vietims of 'rape,
robbery, and ,aggravated assault were much more
likely, to mention fear of' reprisalas a Teason for
not reporting the-incident to the police,than -were
victims of less serious crimes. .

r

44,
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APPENDIX A Place.of Occurrence of Personal yictiMizatiQn in:26 Cities

. 'TABLE Al Percent cliitribution of place-of occurrence of personal victimization'in 26 cithis

City

Atlanta

Baltimore

Boston

:Buffalo

Chicago

Cincinnati

.. Cleveland

Dallas

Deny Eir

Defroit .

Ho ii,ston

LosAn0o1e4,

qmi

iiiiiabkei)

? f

0

Place of occurrence
Inside inside Venation,. On Street, Estimated

Afor 01" . Near CoMmersial office, .home, hotel ,in park Other !timber of
SchoOl own home home building" factory or'mntel ett.b . place yictimrzations P

a

6 4 17

3 5 14

28

-4 14

6 18

4

5 15
0

3 4. 18

3 17

5 13

- 4 3 15

4 3 14

16

4 1

9'

7

10

-to

. 14

10

a ,
. .

14 s,

1

3

5

4

4..
.!,-.?

i 51 8 (45,085)
,1 . c.

4 .- r 0 69 5 (1 24,380)

3 1.. 50 , (82,022)
4

4 1 59 , 6 (39,628)

0).
(374,4 9 57 4 633)

3 j; 0 59 7 , 455,626)

3- 0 56 (77,424)
..

AIIP
1 51 . (104,417)

4 (84,420)
4 o (178,867)

-,-
3 : 1 . 52 9 -- .001,170.
4. 1 ' 7 (393,542)

3 1 57 ''
..

8 (17,527)

4
,

1 '541 (87,363)

.2 50 10 (00,325)
1

. 9

4.o tr.



.TABLE A1 Continued ,110...-.4. t.

City

Newark

NeWOrleans

New York,

Oakland

Philadelphia.

Pittsburgh

Portland

.Sari Mew?

San Francisco,*

. St. Louis .

Washington, D.C.

. .

Ptaøo ocCurrence'
insida! Inside Vacationoc On street,

At or In .iNear Commercial. 'officio, 4tome, hotol info* ; Other
School. own home 'home buildings factory or motel etc,b place

6

10

5

8

6

13

1'1

13

6

a

. 5

3

5

4

3 .

3

4

3

3

5

9 .15. 2 o 58

4 i6 i 2 o 4
6 2g 4 1 53

5 45 2 1 . 59

3 : : 15 64 1 63

5 16 3 1 , 54
..

3 .16 3 1
.

51
d

Z 1 53 .
3 '12 . _

3 24 3 1 54c
5` 13 3 0 61,
6 16 1.

'4

6

4

6

Estitnated
number of ,

sictImizations

(21,915)

(59,298)

(664,807)

(41,115)

(195,760)

5 " (49,669)

10 ,, (67,045)

12 604,007)

.6 1769)

6

elnoludee colnnyncial building such Els, store, restaurant, blink, gas s tio
til.noludes on ihe streetlinA park, field, playground, school grokinds parking lot



APPEND
Natipnal Cr1 rne\SOrvy
Type of ,Crime Definitions

The types.of crime analyzed in this report are
defined by the National.Coime Survey Tollöw
RapeCarnal knowledge 'through the use. pf force:.

or the threat of force, including:attempts. Sta
.tutory rape (without force) is, excluded. In-
dudes both heterosexual and homosexual
rape.,

. .

RobberyTheft or Ottempttd-theft, directly from.
..a person, JO property or cash by fwe or.j
threat of force, with or without a weapon.

Aggravated 'assault.-LAttfick with II weapon result-
Mg iO any injUry and' attack, without a weapon'

''reStiltingeithpr in, serious injurf(eig., broken
bones, losaf teeth, internal injuries, lossof
Consciousness) or. in -undetermined injury 're-
quirMg 2, or more days or hospitalizatidn.
Also includes attempted ..assault with a weap-
on..

. .

SiMple amault,-.Atteack Without a weapon resulting
either in minor injurY (e;g.,.. bruises, ,block ,

eyes, cuts,' scratches; swelling) or in underter-
mined injury reCluiring leSS than. 2-dayS. of
hospitalization. Alsb includes, attempted 'as- .
sault withouta' weapon. : - .-

Personal larceny with contaet.Theft of tiursew,
, wallet; or cash py stealth directly from the

person of the victim, but Without force or_ the
threat of forCe: Also includes attempted purse
snatching. 4

Personal lairceny without contactTheft or at-
. tempted theft, without ditect contact between

victiin and offender, of property*.or cash from
any place other than the victim's hdme or its
imknediate vicinity.; In rare cases, the victim
sees the olfinder during' the conimission of
the act. .2

4

tc.
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r) Never workod
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. *Hood the houti? (Note: if'farni or b son operator to NH.
".ask about unpaid work.) .

, 11 t No Yes :,- How Many boas?,
r -.Ors -
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months to to ,h6isthing thot hoppenid
.. you which ught woo O-COlme?
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p le co telncthit incidents you'
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ELI
-------*--
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Loots* 4.7. Was.){)1sons, othot wtopon y anyo thin thew .. .
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ITEM C attempt made to steal,
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l INo

,
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Wool
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ttOCK' hook at item' 4 on cover Page li thls the sante

ITEM A
household as lest enumeration/ (Box I wilted)
. I Yes -'4KP to Check (tern 0 _LI tdo

26d, Nave'you been looking for work duHng the post 4-weeks?0 I (. 1 Yes Ito - When did yoi; lost .o,tk? -----. a I I Less than 5 year; ogna4KIP to 28o

15 or "' yea"
. 41- I Neve( :w

aso
)

SKIP to )6
orked

a
Sa. bliyou live in this holt:. on April I, 1970 ?..

Yes - SKIP to Chock Item A a j.,; No h. IS there any'retison why you could not toll* a lo LAST WEEK?9 I 1' I No Yes - Already has a job
3 ( i Temporary illness .

. 4 ( j Going to, School

..._
b. Where did you live on April I, 1970i (State, fore(gn coUntry,

U.S. pei ion. ow)

Soo, etc 1 c o l 4 n t j # 1. '...24._...f___________,. . sa -

ti ( 1 Other - Specify
c. Did you live.Inkide th. limit* ol a city, town, vflloge. itch?

Yes :vfllage: A P
-.Name of city, town, otC,

28a. a -44om did you (lost) work? (Name of company,

0.4
Fra-FT-1. 0 . j b ihs,Vdrfianiaatton 9r o(her employer)

t ,

d.. Were you in the Armed Porcos on April I, 1970?
. .--,4 1---

i. Yes 2 '... No 4 t 0 $ ! i Never worked -. SKIP to 36, -x.:it this person 16 years bld or older) 6 Rtrind el business or Industry is 'this? (or exorable: TV
.1 F!,/ /--- No - SKIP to 76 I .I Yes Cin .rodro mfg., fetal) shoe store, State Labor Dept., form):10
.-. 26p. What wre yay diing most of LAST WEEK - (wo/kia8, CLEM :1

CID
i -beeping house, going to school) or something'else? o, wou, you -

0411 I Working - -SKIP to -Zaa 0 !Unnble to work -SKIP
1 With a job but nor at work 1 Retired

An Imployeet of a PRIVATE company, basin**. or
2 . individual for wages, salary or commissions?
I Looking for work 0 Other - S . I .

a ; :! A GOVERNMENT employee (Federal, State, county,
4 Keeping house or local)?.,is, Going to school I ; SELF-EMPLOYED in OWN business, professional :i tif Armed For 1 it to

latm?practice at a ,II, Did you do any work 0 air LAST WEEK, not counti wor
;.around th hous 4c, (Working WITHOUT PAY in fomily busooss far?i- ii? (Note If form or ,btk3 3 operator oh H. r m

as), about unpaid won.) d, What kind of walk were yqu'doing? (FOr example: electeical
(ID o N'o Yes - How many hours?...... ``.-SKIPt5 28o engineer, stock cierii, typist, ((Omer)

c. Did you 'bow! o I-01 Of business Gaffe whic liu Wit. ri .
iemporarily absent or on layoff ST WEE \ ',. . at were.your most Important activitios or duties? (For0 ) No a Yes - Absent - P to 28a ekomPle typing, ketipyrg acCoont boolit, selling cars, etc.)

1 Ytto -. Layoff K1/21777 r

1 IN I IVIDUAL SCREEN QUE TION

36. The following questions refer onlY to thingVlhot j .1Yes - Nen many
hOppened lo you during thrlast 12 mooks - ; time?

between l; 197 , end ....., 197 Did ; I l'ii)
you hove your ipockorpickoi-Tpurse snOiged)?

46. Did you find arty Odom* that lotion. 1 I vO - How reSay
ATTEMPTED to steal something thot t thileel
belonged to you? (ether than .any
inciftents already mentioned)

,a

IN

. .

. you pa co ur ng the last 12 months la report'Did. tall the.' II JI I
somethlirg that happens to you which you thought woo a
crime? (Do not count any tolls matle'to th. palke
Concerning the incidents you hove (ust told Me about.)

; No- SKIP to 48 a

; vac ...- What happened?

37. Did spiyenl take something.(elsof directly
from you.by using farce, such os by a itickup,.. . Niro?'
mugging or threat? i . . ' ' I I No

. . ,------
28. Did anyone THY to tab you by usin loco , , Ivo ... new Nosy

or thriatening to haim yaw? other I on any tltMsV
.

-incIdolts already mentioned , : i I No
.2--,:. , ,

. .

39. Did Ontono boot you up, attack yoy or hit yoti !I i yes - Pew msny
with something, such Os a rocipoi bottle? ,; tient
(other then any incidorts already mentioned) ;:.140 - _

IN
Look tit 47 .sWas 1111 member 12 t'.

CHECK attacked or'threatened, or moo tgoig..: :_ I Yes." How loolt7
Of000

ITEM C thing-stolen or an attempt made to- :; 11 NO; 1
steal something that belonged to WOc i ......:a._,-...

40. Woo you brill:if, 41%11 al, at attaeked with I t'; Yes -.Hew many
Was ather weapon by onyane ot all? (other . um.,
than any Wit/onto already mentioned) !' ;No

IL Did an ne THRiATEN talteIll you uP al ,,. i ves - Hew any
THREAtEM you with a-Itnile, gun, or sorno0 Ho "oilier woopon,.:ROriacluding solophone thteottloy. ' , .

(Other than any,itialeleatt directly mentioned) - . \.....a
40.

arl

1111

IN

II

/
Di dnything happen to you during the lost l'i months which
)oou 'thought was a cilmo, but did NOTfloport tO the.palket
(othet than any incidonfs olleady montionod)
1-.1'No:- SRIP.to Cheek Item E
I .] Yes - What happened?-7-7.--....,---2. Did- anyano TRY to whit you in'sams ye, - timi many

othor woy$ (ober than ony incidents times?
olready mentione4). ! ! t No

. . , . . ' ,
... .

Loa dt 48s- Was liki member 12 f -1 yet goi, p000
CIIECK . attacked or threritened, or was sOmea'''.' iletest
ITEM D thing otolea or an attempt made to ;I' INo

steal something that belonged to

r .43. Ouvirkg the losl 12 Months, did anyen, steal : C. ' V" "*""things that- bIllanged to you trot tailde Oy cat
e0 truth, such et 'ochagor ot clothing? :1- 1),10 I ,illielit.

44. Webs anything OS en rem fou or i you .w010 i.,) yes c How many
' eey, Item homy, lar iniidneo,of warlit, In a IWO/

thee fr 4! testautot, or wh114 Waling? '1";flo ,

.,
. .

00 any otthe scion quest)oni contain any enytiis
lor '1:1116va Many timegt.".

( 1 0 - Intelvien next HH me her.. tnd Interview ,-
11114 0 ' , IIlust /*shorten), o d PH item 13 oti COYdr:'

,) yes ..,,..t.ill Cepee Modem nePorlSi

45. Otriiit 1 tin any. incidents you ye d Pii y .. Vet - Nett et 0
- meatIdodyWas anything (oliss).at all strilen' .11rsest

IrOM OW dutinglho lief )1 menths9 , ;NO
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ONGONEW RECORD
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Lino number

'!

''n

Screon-queatiOn number

Incident number

Notee TI oue ettott to dal Census. urecu * con dentin by lav,
(Public Lew- 93..13))- All identifiable infotruntien will be lisOtt Ottly by
poitens engaged in and-for.the purposes of lhe stayey. and may net Pe
chscluslil or tsileeised lb olltsr4 tor ally PurP0114

POO.. HCS.4
1,11./ oenanrstetit say costotncit

- SOCIAL AND gCONOMIC Efon5tics.A0411131OVIATION
11W11143, op I' elk Os

cc MO As COLLIfe firm cacti/ efin Ties
P. O. groOlICUMEff I 41111111,AfiC liOri P.

OA. 1)COAOIMKP43 4UsTICK

'CRIME JNCIDOT REPORT

NATIONAL CRIME SUR.VEY
CENTRAL CITIES SAMPLE0. A

la. You solOhat during ill* 10,4.12 months - (Refer to
, appropriate oCteen question for ((cutworm of c(tme)..

In what month (dId this/did the first) incident hoopla?
(Show floshcord if necessary, finiouroge rpshondent to
give exact.month.)

__Month (01- 11

Is this incident report for a series of crones?

CHICK i No SKIP to

ITEM A 2, Yes - (Note. series inultittne 3 or
more sunolor incntents. which
respondent can't re separdtely)

b. In what month(s) did these Incidents take place?
(ArlOrk oil Mut ripply) '

106 Spring (March, Aprit, May)
2 Summer (June, July, August)

F all (Septenwer;October, November)
4 Winter (Decembei, Januaty, r 9brumy)

c. How-many incidents wre involved in thi: series?
(10/ s Three or lour

1 Five to ten '
F leven or more

4 Don't know

IN I EINIEWER If genes, the iolluivIng ultras
only to,,the most ref ent rut Ident.

Alsout what time did (thi s th vnost
Incident happen?

'pon!t know ,

'4Ouriog the day (60.
At inkilt (6 p.m. to

6 p.m. to midii
4 Midnight to s

Don't know

5. Were you o customer, 'employe*, or owner?

t ,Custorner . .

I Eniployeo

3 I' ,' Owner

41 ' Other
. .

b. Did th. person(i) stool or TRY to stool anythiogbelonging
to the star., rstaurant, office, factory, rttc?
t Yes

)

I

No SKIP to cliockiipto
off't knoy

.

o flenclet(s) live there tir hove o tight to be
s4elyfis,o guest Or a *liftman? .

do.

I Yes `SKIP to Check Item 8

2 ' No

on't know . .

E
b. Did the ollondor(s) octually get in Of just TRY to get

In the building?
I Actually gor in

z ' Just tried to got.

3o. Did this incident take ploc Inside the limits of this
city or somewhere else?

(09 ! inside liniits of this city - SKIP to 4
Swnewhere else in the United States

.1 Outside the United States , END INCIDENT REPORT
. . .

b. In what Slot* and county di4I this Incident occur?

Slaw .

9ourtty -
c. bid It hoppen inside the limits of 0 city, toWn, village, k.?

glo) No

r Eater name of city, (own etc. 4

0

T T -El
4, Where 4111 this incident tali. aloe*?

1 !At or in own dwelling, In garago 'of
other boilding on Property (Includes 1k iKIP to*604, hreak.in or attempted Ineoloio)

4 In vacation 1106, hotel/mot&
'Insu coinniorcial bullsfing such as ,
store, reskauram, Pa.*, gas
Public conveyance or stntion

. 4 ) ' Iliside Office, factory, or WatolloOsa.
Near ownhonie, ytud, sidewalk,

ctirPort, apartteent hall

ltemter breoli.in)
(Doe nO is nclude hteoksla or s

d p

z

SKIO
6 )0,1 the lit eat, fis a park, (leld, play.. to Check

yound, school grounds or parking lot Item' 8

t In,edde Sehanl

6 ) Sliest IN-,F.
.

.ASK
5ti

4

3 I ()Wet:know

14os ther:'ony evidenceNuch.os o btoken lock or broken
window, that the offender(s) (lotted 111.s way in/TRIED
to force his!way (n) thtbuilding?

7 No
. Yes What was the evidence.? Anything else?

(Munk nil Mot UPO/v1
j Broken lock nr window

3 U orced door or window
(or tried) SKIP
Slashed screen to Oock

' Other Stnu y . Item 8

.

d, How dld the o lond er(s) (gef In/fry to g'et in)?

0,1eD Through iuttocmut door or window

!Had key

31 I Don't knose

ci other Specify ... .
Isks" respondent or any other member of

CHECK
this household present whim this
Inci,dent occurredt Waist sure,

ITEM D t 11,to - SKIP to I3o
' Yas

1

Page 9

h. Old the.person(s) hov a weapon such as o gun or knife,
or something he wos u Ing as a weapon, such os
bottle, or wrench?

r I I No

21 I Don't know

Yet - What was the weapon? (Mork all lhdt ripply)

1( "1 Gun

olclith!e

ts, Did the Perso-Whit-you, knook you down, ot actually
attack you In Mlle Other vrtty?

Yee s- to?,
f .1 NO

' tt Dld the petion(s).,throaten you with holm .in ony way?

f..I NO - SKIP

P.

0

". ." 3. '
,AAAA.A.A



Ii.fo.i:,,,ibikko.44:;.:14. .,,-.:i, viifIA40., twAI memo . r ',wilful I.,... *Ilatia V...stditlaikAANI*40444- -Wai.bMiii
tdr ill1W Wile Ylie *fastened? 'Any tither way?

*(MOrk;oli.triPt- OPPly)
(ED ILI Verbal threat Of tape ;

Verbal 'threat. of ittack.other. this rape
.. 4 ip Weapon prisiont; or threatened ,

wIth weapon
e Li AttelnOted attack with weapon
: i Op esampla, Shot at)
si".) Obledt thrown at person
a i,. I Followed, surrouncled ...i.. ,Utee7 7 SPecity.,__Li.....---,---

SKIP.
to

.., 10a

Oct llIdittOlItettee at 4pty selItt beliefits pteotant'pay fey all 01.04,1.0
trup.tetesetedisel.omp nitre? A8 / 0 Not ye Highld. . .

40.Nons; ... . -SKIirto 10a
; 3.0 poi. .....,, . ..tt 0 Part-,

d.; How.einish did Insuroneior 0 heolth.beneflts program pay?

' ain an estimate, if necessary/Q S*'' (Obt
. ,

10o. Old yaw de anything to protect yoursel( ere your proper4i
wing the incident?

0 111113 N4 -!.SKIP to 5 i ,ILI Yet
..,. ---------41--------

ft. Wher acturmy, noPprmed? Anything else?
fAtork all..thot..apply). :

1,LI Something taken withoUt permission
1 Aitomptint or threatened. to

take something
Har assed, argument, abusive language

j.. J Forcible entry or -attempted
.. forcible entry of.houko

- I e 'as 1.F orctble ntry or ttempted
entry of car

'
o (''. I Damaged or destroyed proPerty

Attempted or threatened to
. tinn!sge or destroy Preporty

a r. j Other - Sbeci 6, 7
..

.SKIP
to
10a

.

';' b... What did yew do?- AnYthing.slie? 'Nark '011iffoloPPly) .8 ,0 Used/brandished gun 0 knife
3 (D Usid/ttied physical force (hit..chased. ttirew Oblect. used

other weipon, etc.).
.

3 .TrIed to get help. sut attention, stare offender away0 m
.. (screamed, yelled, called for'help, turopd.On lights'.,etc.)
4 ri Threatened, "agile& reasoned; etc., wish offender .. '. :

- 5 0 Resisted Wlthout force. used evasive WIWI (ratildroPe aw,ar.
hid, hel pe(tY; locked door, ducked, shliqded rilf. etc.)

1.. .e n OtherS ec y .

II. Was .the slime e rn y only one or more than one person?
'it: Inly one 7 2 LI Dor* know - 3 M More than one 7..;

SKIP to 12a .
. ... ..,..

I. How did the person(s) ottaelryout Any
other way? (Mark all that appo)' , ..

(3) i ¶ '. i Raped . i
2.1 I Tried to rape

.

Hit with oblect held in hand, shot. knifed
4 ;, I Fill by throwP object- !)

Hit, slapped, knocked down
a *I Grabbed, held,, tripped, itimPed, puthed a .

Other.- Specify

o. Woe th ale
female

(E) 1111 Hale

.Female

0 on't kno*.

I. How many persons? i
. .

.
. r ;.g. Were themale or female?0 , cp All male

2 D All female
. 3 fi-i Male and female

. 4 E__I Don't know -b. ow old would you soy 6,.
the person was?0 , 0 Under 12

2 E.1 12-14

3[115-17 ,.

i 1:-J 18-20

.ti :1 21 or over

a u Don't know
,.,

.

do. What wear the iniuries yoU suffered, If any?
4 Anything else? (Mark all .that ,,,,,,)

(E) il Mono - SKIP to 10a
Roped

3 i I Attempted rdpe.
4 l'knile or gunshot wound
a i 1 Broken bones or tee ked out
a ! Internal injuries, kn, .sclous .

r , 1 i Bruises, black eye. cuts, . welling .

'.o i, J. Other --- Specify

h. Now
youngest

CD 1 Ei
2 t-- I

...

3 fj:-I

4 F.)

old would you say the ..

was?
Under 12 5 El. 2.1 'Or over -
i2-I 4' 3101) to i

IS-17 6 E) Don't know
/13-20 .

I. how old wouldiou say the
oldest'vras?

OID in Undit 12 4 Ej 18-20

e, Was the person someone you
knew or Was' he o stronger?

12-14 5 0 21 Or Over
..

3 [,__I IS-17 o 0 Dein't knowb. Were yorl Iniured to theearent that you tided
vodkal attention abet thriottacb?,

(E) ii.INo- SKIP to 10a 0
0,:lYes

1 D Stranger

....'2 El-Don't know

3 :-J.KflOWfl by
sight only

4 :i Casual
acquaintance

a LIYIell known

so,
to e

j. Were any of the pillions knewn
of relined to. you or were they
all suongerit

0 1 LI All strangers SKIP .

2 E I.DOn't know to m

3 L.) All relatives SKIP
4 [-I Some relatives J. to i
s 0 All known. .

e LI Some known

1. Did you receive any testament at a hospitalt,
OD t ;':.1 No ,

2 j ,.I Emergency room treatment only, \
Stayed overnight or longer -
HoWmony days? 70 . .

.
.0

a, What was ike total amount of your mirdieal
expenses tetylting -from this Incident,'INCLUDING
anything paid by Insurance? Include hospital
and doctor bills, medicine, sheropf, braces, and
any other iniury.lelOted medical expenses.
INTERVIEWER - If felliondent does not know
Wet amount. eticaurage hIM tO-give an.esilmdte,

60 o I.1 I No '4ott -,

S .

. ,

d. Wos
of ye

s i i D

. person o relative
s?

0

s - What.relationship?

Spouse ea.spouse

Ir. How well weie.thsy.known?
(Mark all that apply)

(E) t D By sight only .

a E. j Casual .

.,; ecousIntence(i)
st.) Well. known

.

.

SKIP
to m

.L.] or

t 0 Patent 1

4 0 Own child
s D arsth4r or slater .

1
a Ej Othat totethie -

SPbcffy-7
.

.1. How were they -telated.to yeu?
(Mark olt trick apply)
1 0 SPouse or 4 0 Brothers/

exi.apouse sisters-
a 0 Parents s Other .-
$ o OWri Sped/y.7

children .

x Li pso.t,ifflow ,

. Atli'. time al'ilte Incident, were''yoU chafed
by any medletil inagranetr, or Were yaw eligible
for benefits from any Oh., type Of health
benefits prowess, such di Medicaid, Veterans'
A415101011150, or ilttlk Weller'?

CS .1(11 No " "" SKIP to 10da U Don't know

. .

.
4.

.,
Ott. Were all of them -0 i 0 whito

2 0 Negro?
a D'Other? ,., SpecIty1:;

rt. a ii/ihe -
;(r) i WhAte?

2 Arlo? ,
a Ca() es, .:Specitryo

kip
t102

--

.

i. Oii ,..--,.-awir- 1 1--7-----ar--,.,,, is. 1.7.0.174-0
\ .- ero,,,,e, It Impotent, In erder,treget part or ell

. . 4., you, maltdi expesiteo IWO .

.

0, c:1- '.0g

4 Li COMbination ..:SpeCify
. ."1..,......i...-

St) tionl, knowkrt DOWt knqw . -....rm. _. .. .._
.4 tt.t.t41



Om Were you the.enbs perietitheve besides the ollondot(e)?
t (.: Yes 5/0, to 134 .
a (.1 No "

lo.'flow teeny el ..th-eso persona; net Writing muse% were
r141, *di Weed; iftrestenerli-. Do not include persons
tumor r2 yearo of ego
o Viono SKIP tc 13a

Number of.Pertions.

4..400 ;my of these perstins membeis ef. your household new?
Deltaf include household members under 12' years of ag.
0 LI NO.

Yes Hove Amoy, not counting yourself/

(Also mark i'Yes" in Check Item I on page 12)

13o. Was something stolen or token without permission that
belonged to you or others in the household?
IlaYERVIEWER Include anything stolen from
unrecognizable business in respondent's home. 0

Do not inc,lude anything stolen from a reCognizabll
business in respondent's home or another businesi. such
us merchandise or cash from a register.
t 1. l Yes SKIP to 13f '1

('. No

b. Did the person(s) ATTEMPT to talte'something thot
belonged to you or others in the household?
t I.No' SKIP to lie
21 1 Yes

0

c. What did they try to take? Anything els.?
(Mark .011 that apply)

I 0 Purse
2 d Wallet OF .1110tiliy

3 n Car
A Itther motor 'ohmic
o r Pert of car (hubcap. tape-dock.
6 (.. 1 Don't'know: .

LIOther Specify

Old they allot.-
CHECK OF money. In I3c)

ITEM c. ( ) No S

Yes
.

(1: Was the (pufse/woilet/money) 'On year person. for
Instance In k pocket or being held?

t ( }Yes
'SKIP to 18a

I I, I

-

Wes a ;it of ether:WO( selileile taken
(BO 3 or 4 moked 10.1)0 .

LI
. ,

$K1P.to Check:Item E' '

. 0 Yee

,
Um 104 pinnies* to use 1)te (car/metor vehicle) aver *en

given to the portion who' took HI

1 0 NO

II

/
. .

Don, . ), SKIP to Check Itern E
t 1.4

i

$ 0 yes I

b. Old the person return/the (cot/Motor ve lo)?

a L) No

' CHECK
OEM E.

Is Box I or 2 marked in I31?

J No SKIP to 1Sa

) Yes

elletimeney) on,your persons ler Instance,
ng held by yey when if wee taken?

ake a pur
r 1reark

s. What did happen? (Mark oft that apply)

1.11 Attacjted

21. 1 Threatened.with harm

31:1 Attenipted.to break Into-house or garage

C.) Attleited to break into car .
6 J :Itlarbssed, ergument..abusive language

Ditinaged or destroyed Property

7 I. 1 Attempted or threatened to daMake or
destroy property I .

'Ii Other pec

f.. Whet Woe token that holongedio y
the heusehold?, What else?

CaSh:
' and4or . .

...Prepetty: (Mark all (hot apply)

0 (. Cfhly 'cosh taken SKIP to lei

2

(feet
.. 4 Dother motor vehoe

s I Part 6f cer (hubcaP, ttlpedeck,

rOnlOttSS.,4

(Midi Speed?

Was only cash taken? (Box 0 marked in.131)

C.1 Yes SKIP to 16a

No

Itoeher,(whet *es the

stolen chrks ond credit cords, even if they were used,
INTERVIBER Excludi stolen coati; and enter SO fOr

gt /slue el the PROPERTY
that wos teken?'

W

$

b. How did ou decide the value of the' property thin toes
stolen? (Mork all thcIt.cipply).

410 Or ginal cost
2 El R Placement cost.

3 0 r rs'onal estimatt bf carrell( value.
4 0 In uianee report *Stimete
6 0 P lice estimate . .

6 DP n't knew
7 0 Okhei4, Specify!

141. Was all or part al the stolen money or property. reeoverotil,
xcept for enything received hem imam&

0.*; A QNone .

SKIP ttrila

3 [Li Part

kr What was recovered?

Calk S
and/or .

'st Property;.(Mork al( IMH 400
0 0 Cash only reedveted, Stara', tic)
t 0 Puts t

0 Wallet
a 0 Cif(
4 0 Other Motor Vehicle
e 0 Pert of CM (hubcap. tepe!deck, etc.)

6 Ll Othr , ,

Whet we the value el the plpftly toorrvirid(eneludieg
(*Covered cash)" . .4

;'



.;,
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Wes that. onylnititonie oattlnit:ihoft?

NO

PUP to IN!
. .

a (:',1Don'I kflQW J .

b. Wes this lss reported% rut insuronaestompenyt

IONA ,

SKIP to, leo
e °Don't know.,

3 n
c. Wets any of this less recovered through Insurancit.

[J Noi yet settled
nue tom.

3 L.11 Yes.

, d. How much was recovered? .

. .

INTERVIEWER Il proPerty replaCed by insurance
conlpony instead Of cash settlement. ask for estimate
of volue of the property reOldcod,

It. Wont 14 Pelle* iniermed 44 this ineldens In any.way?.
r

"`'.' 1:113cin't knOty, - SKIP to Cbech Item 4
Yos - Who told them? .

a Viouseholcl mimbor
...a En Someone else: SKIP to Check item G
.4.(:) Police on scone

I. What Wei-the reason, this Ineident W40 not reperforl to
. :the pollee? (Mork oil thot Apply)

E] Nothing coultEbe done lock of proof
a DDI.d 'not think it impikent ono*
sr' Police wouldn't:. wont to be bothered .

PIA Mit want wit*, time 7- too inconvenient
1;) Private or petiloidt matter, did nOt want to.roport It
L,1 Did not want to..getinvolved
0 Afraid o(reprIsal
(Z.I. Reported to someone else
0Other- Specify

CtiKCK
37 91,G

Is this person .16 years or.olderl
No.413kIP" to Check Item H

C,:) Yes ASK 21ti .

4

ila, Did any household 'member, lose any time horn work
.becous. likis.incident?
o ; No AMP

Telf : Plow many members

b. How much tint. Was last eltogether?

L 1Less than I doy

1 L.:6-1Q days

' Over 10 days

. 1 Don't know

19a. WO anything damaged but not in this Incident
Per *sample, was a lock or window broken, clothing
damaged, or damage dae to a car, otc,?

No SKIP to 20o.

b. (WirsiworoY the domegej Wolfs/ roaalred or toPleted?

( Yes SKIP to I9d

a [I No" .

c. Now much weuld it colt te repair or MO/co the
damaged item(s)t

tkk

CD

CD

CD

SKIP to 200 .
x Don't kliow,;

, d. Hew much wes 1414110f ei.roplotemont cost?

X LI I No cost at doetihnow SKIP to 200

.

11

21a. so.* ieb.ot the tinto.thi: hidden( happened?.
o S to Check Item N

Ye

What was th, lob?
e as desctibed in NCS3 Items 20ee AR1P to

. Check Item H
Harent than described in NCS-3 ltems;20ae

c: Poi whom did you work: (Name of Company, business,
'orlanisotion otojher Employer). - .

d...What kind of business or imlustri is this? (For ruiample: TV
curd-raft Mk.. retail shoe store, State Lobor Dept.. form)

e, Were you

% An'etnPlOYee Of a PRIVATE company, busine.sw.or
individual for wages, salary Or commissions?

a ri A coyeimmtriT enefloy (Pederol,.State, county.or local)?
s CiSELF.EMPI,OYED fit OWN.busitteis, Professional

. practice ot-torm?

o E.) Working WITHOUT PAY 'InsfamIly businios br farm?: .

What kind of work wows yew doing? (For,example: electrlicol
engineer, stock dell, typist. former/ * .

I I I

What'wer. 'your most important activities rot duties? (For exompler
tyPint, keeping account books, selling cars, finIshin$ concrete, eta.)

XV'

.CHECK
ITEM It

Summarise this Ih4Ident or-series of tncidents.

M./

e..Whe pelt) er will pay tor the'repOirs ii replacement?
(Mark OH that apply)

Household Member.

Lendlord

t

.

's Insurenew,_

4 ), Other 4 Specify

sow merr.4 10.1.141 4, Pio 12

oleti
yin' I

,

°dot

Look at licon Incligi Remits. lit there in ontry
(Or "How pone"
ri No . . .

Wee 4e. iure fird hose artineident Report fOr each
HH. member 13 years of. eye Or Mit` WhO was
robbed, harmed, cW threatened In this Incident,

lOthts the lost Incident Report to be III led for this person'?
NO kto.nekt Incident Report,
Yes (hit the lost NH meMber %Abe interviewed?*

Interview *mkt NH member, .

otl eto INfERVIEW...Enter total
..nurtiber ordriniClocident.ROPOtie-

. for 00 n441411°10 in .

. item 13 on the Oyer* MCS43. .

i
.

o
,
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03 DEPARTMEN*OFJUStICE .. . .

LAW01001.10EMENT ASSISTANCE ADMINISTRATi9N
, .

. USER .EVA04.TION 4 .0
. .

,

Ctintinot Victim of.tOrk lo Urboli Schools
SD-vAD. J-56$96 .

..

f1)/TirlieNaderi
.

.. , )/. he Criminal Justice Research Center and the Law Enforcement paslitance.AdMinittration are inter-.
/ ested:in your comments end suggestions aboUtthis report We haveprovided this form forwhateVer

7 opinions you wish to express about it Plea's* cult out both.of ihese pewee; staple,them.tOoether on one
cornet end fold so that the Law Enforcernent Aelistance Administration,ffiddress aPpettis On the Outside.
After fOt.dinoi use.tape to seal closed. NnpoatagnatemP Is nitiellser.Y.

. .
. Thenk you for Your help. . A----\:_, .

..

1. For what purposedid you use this report?

.
.

,.
4 . .

..
.

,

, .

.2, For thet purpose. the report rl Met most of my needs 0 Met some of my. needi 0 Met none of my needs0 ,
. ..

'3. :How will this' report be useful toyouT .

. . .
,

ii Data source Other (please specify)
..6. .

.
..o Teaohing.materiel .

. .

0 lieforenloe for anicle or report (7,1 Will not be useful to me (please explain)- ..6.-........
Cr rGeneral information .

.--A _j:l Criminal justApe program planning

.

.

.

t .

,4, Whith parts of the repOrt if any, were difficuli to understand ot Use? How 'could they be improved?
k

. .

,

". I . ,
.

.
. ,,

. ? Ile

i..

J
. .

. . .
.

..

, .

6. Can you paint out specific parts* thext ortable 'notes that are not clear or terms that need to be defined?
,

. .

. , .

, .

. .

. . .

o /

.

.
.

. ea
,

.

.. .. .

.
, a

. t.

0 e
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Van you point Out any spec I o stethitioel techniques-or term nology used In title report that you feoIshould
, be more adequately esple1ned7 How could these be.better explalmitg

7. Are Oars ways his report could be improved that you have not mentio
et

11'631

-1441

4

, ?Ulna suggest other topics yá would like to see addressed in future analytic reports using National Crime
/Survey victimization andlor atti de data.

. I



11, IllIsihit"000114I-Prdid you IMO thle reportt
.

.
'0 "flesserchar . .

.

-
.

, .

ici Iduclitor (
0. .fitudent t. .

-o Criminellustioipoem, employ...* . . .

O. Goyernment'em' &Yee oihei than crimineflustics Specify. ,.. .. .
.0 Other Specify -

.
.

,11); .if you used this reportee..440yemmen te the level orgeVernment.

Pederai _ ,

Suits

..,

111.City
::. .

0 .0ifter SpidifY
. 0 County ,. .

, ihm
1 . ff you 's\eed 011e report as a criminal justice agency employee, please Indicate the *sector In which you

..work. ..
.

0 Law inforo entipolicel 0 Corrections ..

0- Legal ieryiceird proseCution . 0 Parole .,

.0 Public.or.pdvate4totensosioryioes 0 criminal Justioe"plinning agency
...

: 0 Courts or court adndnistratlon . C T Other criminal justice agiinoy.- Seedily type
,0 Probation
Milial

1 , . If you used thiareport as a iminal Justice employee, please indicate the type of POsitiortyon h . d. -:-

Mark all thatapply .. . a
,,

.
.

:

ci 0.':igincy or institution administritor '''.,-,. 0 Program or. projeci manager ..
0 General program plannedevaluatorlanalyst Ca Stitiatician ,

0',.Budget planneneyaluetorlanalyet 0 .0ther Seedily.. .

':,IIII Operadons or management plannedoyaluatorlanalyst 11 .
.

1 . Additional comments :01

i ill

I

, I

II.

-

..\

.

I. P'.
' l' ' i '11 .1 1 ' 'I 4 . .- I

, 1--. -
. 11,1 i ,,* 0 .

. I I

I .

71, 1

I t II'
di....

.

I
1

I

*.q.
1..

, 4
1

1

Si

-
,I1 I

,.
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