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Abstract

Previcus research has assumed that rape reporting is unique, buc no study has syscemarically
tested this assumption. The present study used a probabiliy sample of female victims
from the Mational Violence Against Yvomen Survey to compare factors affecting rape and
physical assault reporting using multinemial logit regression. Overall, results suggested
that there was similaricy in reportng decisions between rapes and physical assaults in
terms of main effects. However, interactions suggested chat age, marital status, and physical
force each influenced reporting differently by assault type. Implications of these resules are
discussed and directions for future research are offered.
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Of all personal crimes, rape/'sexual assault has been considered the most serious and trau-
matic, short of homicide { Koss & Harvey, 1991; Resick & Mishith, 19497). Women may be
attacked by various types of perpetrators, most often someone they know (e.g., acquain-
tances, pariners). The Mational Women's Study (N'WES) indicated that only 22% of rape
victims were assaulted by strangers or someone they did not know well, 9% by husbands
or ex-husbands, 11% by fathers or steptathers, 10% by boyfriends or ex-boyiriends, 16%
by other relatives, and 29'% by other nonrelatives, such as friends or neighbaors (Kilpatnck,
Edmunds, & Seymour, 19492). Victims of sexual violence may expernience a range of behav-
ioral and psychological problems, which can last from a few months to as long as several
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Chen ond Ullman 263

vears {Frazier, 2003; Rothbaum, Foa, Rigos, Murdock, & Walsh, 1992). Despite these seri-
ous consequences, viciims of sexual offenses are less likely o report incidents o the pelice
than victims of other violent crimes. According to the National Cnime Victimization Survey
{NCVE), rape/sexual assault was least likely to be reported of all vielent crimes between
1952 and 19499 { Burcau of Justice Statistics, 2000 ), and this trend persisted in 2006 { Burcan
of Justice Statistics, 2007).

Sexual assault victims who do not report incidents to the police may adhere to soctally
constructed perceptions of rape such as rape myths (Burt, 1991 ; Lonsway & Fitzgerald, 19494}
and other beliefs that lead people to regard rape as justifisble {Muchlenhard, Friedman, &
Thomas, 1985). Fear of recerving negative responses from legal authorties may also dis-
courage sexual assault victims from reporting their experiences to police {Campbell, 2005).
Researchers have found that police were less likely to make an arrest if the victim’s credibil-
ity was guestionable {Frazier & Haney, 1996; Martin & Powell, 1994, if the suspect was
acquainted with the victim {Estnich, 1987 Frazer & Haney, 199%; LaFree, 1989), or if there
was no substantive evidence ( Frazer & Haney, 1996; Kerstetter, 19900, The decision by pros-
ecutors to charge 15 also affected by similar legal and extralegal factors that affect police
decisions to arvest (Frazier & Haney, 1996; Frohmann, 1991; Kerstetter, 1990,

Ciiven that socially constructed perceptions of rape and negative responses from legal
authorities are commeon, such as disbelief and blame of rape victums, it is reasonable to
assume that factors affecting therr decisions to report are different from those affecting
victims of other violent crimes. Myers and LaFree { 1982) found few sigmificant differences
in prosecutorial decisions between sexual assaults and other crimes but suggested that
future research should examine whether this conclusion holds for stages before prosecu-
tion, such as victims® reporting decisions. Although research exists on correlates of rape
reporiing, fewer studies have looked at physical assault reporting. Rescarch on correlates
of reporting has been atheoretical and has ofien examined victim demographics and assanlt
charactenistics. Past research in both of these areas is now reviewed.

Correlates of Rape Reporting

Several demographic characteristics of rape vietims relate to their reporting decisions. Vietim
age 15 unrelated to police reporting (Bachman, 1998; Clay-Warner & Burt, 2005; Fisher,
Daigle, Cullen, & Tumner, 2003; Golding, Siegel, Sorenson, Burnam, & Stein, 198%; Lizotte,
19%5), education is negatively related to rape reporting { Lizotte, 1985 Pino & Meier, 1999),
and victim’s marital status | Bachman, 1998; Lizotte, 1985; Russell & Bolen, 2000), race/
v:'tlmlcit_',' {Bachman, 19%; Fisher et al., 2003; Wyatt, 1992), and soCioeconomic status
{Bachrman, 1992; Pino & Meier, 1999) show inconsistent relationships with rape reporting.
Studics of both probability and nonprobabality samples show that rapes/sexual assaulis
commitied by strangers are more frequently reported to police than those perpetrated by
nonstrangers (Felson & Pare, 2005; Fisher et al., 2003; Golding et al., 1989; Greenberg &
Ruback, 1992; Lizotte, 1935; Pino & Meler, 199%; Ruback & Meénard, 2001; Russell &
Baolen, 20000, with the exception of three studies using NCVE data (Bachman, 1993, 1993;
Baumer, Felson, & Messner, 2003}, perhaps due to known measurement lmitations of this
survey (Koss, 1992). Women whose experiences meet the legal defimition of rape/sexual
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264 Vialence Against Women [6(3)

assault may not acknowledge themselves (1.2, self-label) as rape victims if they believe that
physical force or weapons are essential elements of rape/sexual assault (Fisher ot al., 2003;
Littleton, Axsom, Breitkopf, & Berenson, 2006 ). Physical force by assailants {Bachman,
1993; Du Mont, Miller, & Myhr, 2002; Russell & Bolen, 2000}, presence of weapons
{Fisher et al., 2003; Russell & Bolen, 20000, completed rape {Bachman, 1993; Golding
ct al., 198%; Russell & Bolen, 2(400), and wictim injur'u:ﬁ {Bachman, 19493, 199%; Do Mont
etal., 2003; Lizotte, 1985; Pino & Meter, 1999 are all related to increased rape reporting.
Women are most likely to report imcidents happening at home or in their cars and least
likely to report attacks in social situations such as dates (Williams, 1984}, The effect of drug
or alcohol consumption on rape reporting has been less studied, but women who are mtoxi-
cated may be more likely to be viewed as sexually available and to be blamed for being
raped (Norris, Nurnus, & Dimeff, 1996), resulting n less police reporiing, However, rescarch
on rape reporting shows that neither offender nor victim use of drugsalechol prior to inci-
dents affects victims " reporting decisions (Clay-Warner & Burt, 2005; Fisher et al., 2003).

Correlates of Physical Assault Reporting

Only a handful of existing studies have examined correlates of physical assault reporting
e police. Twe studies found that police reporting did not differ by vicum race/ethnicity
{Baumer, 2002; Felson, Messner, & Hoskin, 1999}, but one study found that Black victims
were mare likely to notify police than White victims (Felson, Messner, Hoskin, & Deane,
2002y, Clder victims were more likely to report assaults to police than younger victims
{Baumer, 2(H02; Felson et al., 2002). Victim income and educational level were negatively
related o stmiple assault reporting but had no effect on ageravated assault reporting, whereas
marricd victims were more likely than unmarried victims to report assaults {Baumer, 2002).

Unlike rape reporting studies, which have consistently shown that victims are more
likely to report rapes/sexual assaults committed by strangers, research on physical assault
reporting based on NOVS data has shown mixed findings regarding the effect of victim—
offender relationship. One study showed that victims were less likely to call police if the
attacker was a nonsiranger ouiside the family than if the attacker was a stranger (Felson
et al, 2002}, and another study showed more reporting when the offender was an ex-spouse
rather than a stranger ( Felson ot al., 19999, A third study showed that simple assault, but not
aggravated assault, was more likely o be reported for family member than for stranger
assailants { Bawmer, 2002). Studies have consistently shown a positive association between
sertousness of assaults and reporting rates. Felson et al. { 1999) applicd the Sellin-Wolfgang
Scale (Sellin & Wolfgang, 194} and found the more serious & ciminal event was, the
maore likely the victim was to call police. Researchers also found that assaults were more
likely to be reported to police if the vicom suffered injury or if the offender was armed
(Baumer, 2(02; Felson et al., 2({02).

Incident location and offender use of drugs/alcohol are also related to physical assanlt
reporting. Police were more likelv to be notified when incidents happened in victims'
homes (Felson et al., 20025 or in their neighborhoods (Baumer, 2002). Jasinski (2003)
analyzed NOWS (1992-1994) data and found that female assault victims were more likely
to report to police if offenders used either drugs or aleohol at the time of the incident, but the
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association disappeared after other individual and incident-related correlates were included
in the analysis.

Comparing Sexual and Physical Assault Reporting

Some studies have combined sexual and physical assault with other cnmes {e.g., robbery,
theft) to examine correlates of vietims™ reporting behavior (e.g., Conaway & Lohr, 1994;
Singer, 1%85; Webb & Marshall, 1989), without examining cach type of crime separately or
comparing correlates of reponting decisions. Only Lizotte's {1985) study of National Crime
Survey (NCS)( 1972-1975) data showed that factors that made strong cases for prosecution,
such as stranger assailants and semous injuries, were better predictors of rape reporting than
of physical assault reporting, leadimg him to conclude that rape reporiing may be unigue.
Although important, Lizotte's { 1985) study was limited by reliance on the NCS, which
has been enticized for methodological problems (Eigenberg, 19940; Koss, 1992); statistical
analyses comparing two assault types that were not stringent; combining males and females;
and not separating victim reporting from third-party reporting. The latter point is imporiant
because third parties notified police of nearly half of violent crimes {46%) between 1992 and
20060 { Bureau of Tustice Stanistics, 2003), vet determinants of third-party reporting are rarcly
studied. In a few studies, third parties were less likely to report rapes/sexual assaults if vic-
tims were older or weapons were mvolved (Greenberg & Ruback, 1992), and less likely to
report intimate pariner sexual or phvsical assaolts (Baumer et al., 2003; Felson et al., 1999),

Present Study

Compansens between rape reporting and physical assault reporting are imponiant bocause
if distinct correlates are found, special methods for encouraging rape victims to report will
need to be developed. However, if they are similar, possibly public awareness of sexual
violence against women has increased, and women are equally likely to report sexual and
nonsexual incidents. Due to the lack of research on the uniguencss of rape reporting, the
present study used the National Violence Against Women Survey (NVAWS) to evaluate
whether factors identified in the past research are unique to rape reponting compared with
physical assault reporting in women. It was hvpothesized that assault characteristics {(e.g.,
physical force, injury, weapons, stranger assailants, perceived life threat) would play a
stromger role in sexual assault reporting than physical assanlt reporting, whereas hypothe-
ses were not made about victim demographics given past inconsistent results. Unlike past
research, exploratory analyses were done to see if correlates of reporting varied if reported
by victims or third parties.

Method
Sample

The National Institute of Justice (N1J} and the National Center for Injury Prevention and
Control {(NCIPC), Centers for Disease Control and Prevention {CDC ) jointly sponsored the
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266 Vialence Against Women [6(3)

NVAWS, conducted by a survey research firm, to further the understanding of violence
against women (Tjaden & Thoennes, 1999). A national sample of 8,00 women, aged
18 vears and older and living in the United States, was drawn by random-digit dialing
{RDD) from households with a telephone and was interviewed by female mterviewers
using 4 computer-assisted mterviewing svstem between November 19935 and May 1996 In
households with more than one eligible woman, the woman with the most recent birthday
was selected (Tjaden & Thoennes, 1998a). The participation rate for female respondents
was 72.1% (Tjaden & Thoennes, 1998k

The NVAWS defined rape as “an event that ocowrred without the victim’s consent, that
invalved the use or threat of force to penetrate the victim’s vagina or anus by penis, tongue,
fingers, or object, or the vietim’s mouth by pemis™ {Tjaden & Thoennes, 1998a, p. 13). The
NVAWS used a set of five screening questions o identify rape victims. Questions were
phrased using specific behavioral terms to ask whether respondents had ever been forced
or threatened by a mian or woman to have vaginal or anal intercourse by penis, tongue, fin-
gers, of objects or to have oral intercourse by penis. Both completed and attempted forms
of sexual assault were assessed. Physical assault was defined as “behaviors that threaten,
attempt, or actually intflict physical harm™ (Tjaden & Thoennes, 1998a, p. 133 A modified
version of the Conflict Tactics Scale (Straus, 1990) was used to screen respendents for
physical assault expericnced as an adult by any type of perpetrator.

The present study selected incidents involving a male offender and a female victim who
was at least 14 vears of age at the tme of assault. If a woman was victimized by more than
one type of perpetrator at different pertods, the most recent incident was selected, This
resulted in 531 sexual assault and 1,278 physical assault cases. There were 441 incidents in
which victims experienced both sexusl and physical assault in different years. Previous
research shows that victims are more likely to report future victimization to the police 1f
their previous reporting experiences have positive results (Conaway & Lohr, 1994;
Shapland, Willmore, & Duff, 1985) or if they have a positive view of their prior interac-
tions with police (Waller, 1990). Therefore, for women who had been victimized both
sexually and physically, their first victimization incident was sclected. If sexual and physi-
cal victimization occurred in the same vear (n = B4). netther incident was included in the
analysis because the order of meidents could not be determined. This selection process
resulted in a final sample of 874 sexual assault and 1,376 phvsical assault cascs.

Measures

Dependent variable. Respondents who disclosed their experiences to interviewers werne
asked whether incidents were reported to police, and if so, who notified police. The depen-
dent vanable was coded with three outcomes: O = pa, | = ves, reparted by a thivd party, and
2 = ves, reporied by the respondens. In the multinomial logit medel, “reported by the
respondent” was used as a reference category.

Yictim demagraphic characteristics. To be consistent with the past studies, women who
were assaulied at the age of 14 or older were selected, Although age at assault less than 16
may be considered child sexual or physical abuse, the resulis did not differ when the
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analyses were conducted excluding those under 16. Respondent age at the tme of assault
was coded in years, and employment status was coded as 0 = unemploved or 1 = emploved.
Highest level of education was coded as 0 = no college or 1 = some coliege, and marital
status was coded 0 = pemarvied or | = marvied (including common-law relationships).
Respondent ethnic background was dichotomized as 0 = son-Whire or 1 = Whire. Respon-
dent income was measured by ordinal categories in the NVAWS and was coded in
the present studv using the midpoint of each income category to treat Income as continu-
ous: USS0, USS2 500, USST50, USS12.500, USS17.500, USS22.500, USS30,000,
USE42 500, USE65,000, USE00.000, and US%S110,0040.

Assault characteristics. As the present study focused on male violence apamst women,
respondents victimized by same-sex perpetrators were excluded from analyses. The
vichim—offender relationship was examined n a more claborate manner for bivariate
analyses: 0 = stvanger, |1 = curvent or former sponse or partner, 2 = relative (father,
steptather, brother, stepbrother, brother-in-law, uncle, grandfather, step-grandfather, male
Cousin, son/stepson, son-m-law, nephew, nephew-in-law, another male relative), 3 = boy-
friend or date, and 4 = acquainiance. To avoud losing degrees of freedom and find the
best-fit model for the multivariate analysis, the victim—offender relationship was coded as
0 = won-stranger or | = stranger. Three measures were used (o asscss assault seriousness:
use of physical force (e.g., slap, kick, beat), presence of weapons (e.g., gun, knife), and
victim physical injunes {each coded 0 = no, 1 = yves). Incident location was coded 0 = place
ather than the respondent & home or | = the respondent & home.

Respondents were asked about their own and offender use of substances {e.g., drugs,
aleohol, or both) at the time of the assault. Victim substance use was coded 0 = o or | = pes
and offender substance use was coded 0 = wo, | = ves, and 2 = don ¥ know. Offender
substance use was recoded into two dumimy vanables (Le., | = ves vs. 0= all other cases,
1 = don t know vs. 0 = all other cases) to enter the multinomial legit model. Alcohol and
drug use were also examined separately, but results did net differ based on the coding
schemes. Victim perception of life threat during assanlt (0 = so or | = ves) was assessed by
asking whether they believed they or someone close to them would be seriously harmed
or killed duning the incident. Finally, assault type was coded as ) = sexwal assanli and
1 = plrvsical assanlt.

Results
Sample Characteristics

Sample characteristics are shown in Table 1. Nearly two thirds of the sample (61.1%) con-
zisted of phvsical assault incidents. Three quanters of mncidents {74.9% ) went unreported,
17.7% were reponted by victims, and 7.4% were reported by third parties. Yictims™ age
ranged from 14 to 72 years at the time of the assault (M = 26, 80 = 9 .45), and personal
annual income ranged from USS0 to USSTI0000 (M = USS21,000, 50 = 1893), Two
thirds of women were employed, 58.3% had some college education, 79.4% were White,
and more than half {53 8%} were marmned.
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Table 1. Description of Yariables

Vialence Against Women [6(3)

Variable

M (5D}

Vierim age ar assault (from |4 e 72)

Wictim mid-peint of income (in units of USEHT,000)

26.0 (9.45)
215 (18.95)

%

Assault type
Sescual
Physical
Wicoim age ar assaulc
=16
zl6
Wictim employed
Viczim collage education
Wiczim ¥hize
Wictim marrled
Swranger offender
Use of physical force
Use of weapon
Viczim injured
Assault happened at hoame
Wictim substance use
Perceived life threar
Incident reporeed
M
fes, by third party
fes, by wictm
Perpatrater cype
Stranger
Former or cUFFEnt spouse ar partner
Relative
Boyfriend or date
Acquainmance
Offender substance use
MNe
fias
Dron’t ko

B9
&l

6.9
231
65.7
5B3
794
538
1.8
695
13.2
134
577
13.2
424

749
74
177

(R}
516

58
178
13.0

160
500
14.0

Drata on assanlt charactenstics showed that 11.8% of incidents involved stranger perpe-
trators, OFf known perpetrators, more than half (58.5%) were former or current spouscs or
live-in pariners, followed by boyiniends or dates (20.2%), acquaintances { 14.7%}, and rela-
tives (6.6%). Seventy percent of incidents mvolved phvsical force, 13.2% involved
weapons, and 57.7% happened at the victim's home. Victims perceived that 50% of inci-
dents involved offender substance use, 36% did not, and in 14%, victims were unsure.
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Table 2. Comparisens of Yictim Characteristes and Assault Characreristics Berween Sexual
Assaules and Physical Assaults

Sexual Assaulc Physical Assault
Wariable Ms® n Mat n 1]
Wictim demagraphies
Age at assault 2210 ar4 28.47 1,376 ooo®
Midpoint of Income 073 775 21595 1160 65
Emplayed 0.563 a73 067 1,375 074
Callege education 062 874 0.56 1.371 005t
W'hioe onTe B&4 0re 1344 541
Married 052 a7l 055 1371 301
Assaule characreristles
Use af physical force 033 854 092 1.368 0oo®
Use af weapon 0.0s 858 016 1,370 oo
Wietim injured 027 8a8 038 1366 ooo®
Happen at home 0.40 Ba% 0ey 1,372 oo
Vicoim substance wse AL 857 R ] 1361 .ooo®
Percelved life threat 041 a58 043 1,353 2B9

a.Variables from “Employed” to “Peroxived life threat” mvohe proportion difference vests.
b Sgmificant at the Holmeadjusted 05 level

Omnly 13.2% of victims used substances at the time of the incident. One third of victims
were phvsically injured, and 42.4% feared serious harm or death during the incident.

Bivariate Comparisons of Sexual and Physical Assault

Independent-samples ¢ tests for continuous and dichotomous variables (see Table 2) and
chi-square tests for categoncal variables {see Table 3) were conducted to compare sexual
and physical assaults on victim demographics and assault charactenstics. The Holm pro-
cedure was applied to adjust the Type 1 error rate at the 05 level (Aickin & Gensler,
1996}, The mean age of women at the time of sexual assault was significantly younger
than that of physical assault (22,1 ws. 25.5), q2004) = 1690, p < 001. Sexuval assault
victims were significantly more likely to have a college education (62%]) than phvsical
assault victims (56%), #1889} = 2,81, p < .01, There were no significant differences in
income, employment status, ethmeity, or marital status between victims of sexual assanlt
and physical assault.

All assault charactenstics significantly differed betwcen sexual and physical assaults
except for perceived life threat. Physical assaults were more hkely to mvolve physical
Force (92% vs. 3394, ¢ 1214} = 33.54, p= 001, and weapons {16% vs. 996), (2151) = 5.24,
p = 01, than sexual assaults. Physical assaults were also more likely to happen at home
than sexual assaults (699 v, 40%0), £ 1768) = 14,15, p < 001, Although sexual assault vie-
tims were less likely than physical assault victims to suffer physical injuries {27% vs. 38%),
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270 Vialence Against Women [6(3)

Table 3. Comparisons of Whether Reported, Perpetrator Type, and Offender Substance
Use Berween Sexual Assaults and Physical Assaults

Sexual Assaule Phiysical Assaulc

ariable n % n % p
Whether reparced

Mot reported 72 B23 956 70.2

Reparved by victm 92 0.6 0z 122

Reporved by third parcy &l 7.0 103 Ta Ao
Ferpetratar cype

Stranger 145 16.6 120 a7

Spouse/parmer 105 115 Q55 69.5

Relatve 92 10.5 39 18

Boyfriendidace 112 154 178 13.0

Acqualntance 210 4.0 az 6.0 i
Offender substance use

Mo 176 s 532 iaa

fig 443 50.6 &80 49.8

Dron’t know 155 17.8 1&0 1.7 oo

a. Significant at the Holmeadjusted 05 lewel.

W 19e6) = —5.47, p < 001, they were more likely than physical assault victims to use sub-
stances at the time of the incident { 18% vs. 10%0), #1518} = 4.5%, p < 001,

Women were maost likely to be sexually assaulted by boyinends or dates (25.4%),
acquaintances (24%), spouses or partmers {23.5%), and strangers | 16.6%), whereas physical
assaults were committed by spouses/partners (69.5%), boyiriends or dates {13%), strang-
ers (K.7%), and acquaintances (6%, 54, N =2248) = 48232, p = 001, Both assault types
were least likely to be perpetrated by relatives. Sexual assaults were more likely to mnvolve
perpetrator substance use and victims unsure about offender substance use compared with
physical assaults, 52, N = 2.245) = 21,84, p < .001. Finally, incident reporting varied by
assault type, with sexual assaults less often reported to police than physical assaults,
12, N=2.227)=50.54, p = L.

Multivariate Analyses of Police Reporting

First, a multinomial logit model {see Table 4) was estimated using the entire sample to
examine the effect of victim demographics, assault characteristics, and assault type on
reporting both sexual and physical assaults. Sccond. nteraction terms were added o the
multinomial logit model (see Table 3) to examine whether comrelates differed by assault
type. “Reported by victims"™ was chosen as the reference group for the model because the
present study mainly focused on two compansoens: (1) nonreporting versus victim report-
ing and (b} third-party versus victm reporting. In addition, victim annual income was
omutied due to mussing data and the fact that it was nonsignificant in preliminary analvses.
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Table 4. Multinomial Logit Model Predicting Palice Reporting (N = 2,072)

Me vs Vicom Repart Third Party vs¥letm Report
Wariable [V (5E) [i (5E)
Inwercept 3.649 (0.325)* 0.377 (0.488)
Wictim demagraphies
Age at assault —0.022 (D.007)** =003 1 (Dorny
Emplayed —0.004 (0. 143) ~0.518 (0.206)**
Caollege education 0.281 (0133 —-0.333 {0.203)
Whice 0.530 (0.155)* 0.030 (0.231)
Married 0.213{0.132) 0173 {0.204)
Assaule characreristics
Stranger perperator —1.388 (0.220)** 0.361 (0.290)
Use af physical force —0.360 (0.208)* -0.478 (0.288)*
Use af weapon —0.476 (0.17a)** 0.215 {0.243)
Wierim injured —0.788 (0.141)+* 0.184 {0.227)
Happen at home —0.252 (0.154) 0.024 (0.240)
Offender substance use |® —0.280 (0.154)* 0.402 (0.269)
Offender substance use 2° —0.843 (0213 0.484 (0.315)
Wictim substance wse 0271 (0.214) —0.426 (0.354)
Percelved life threac — 1048 (0.1 40)** 0.01% {0.229)
Aszaul rype
Physical assault —0.703 (D.175)** —0.304 {0.242)
=2 log likeliheod 2418.657
Likelihoad rate 3* 525823
df in
b walue D0
MecFadden's R? 179

2. "Reparted by the victim” is the reference category: 0 = wotim report ws. | = not reportsd; 0 = wotim repart

ws. | = thirdparty report.

b. Offender substance wse 1: 0 = other coves. | = offender wsed substonces; Offender substance wse 2-

0 = other cases, | = victims did not know whether offenders wsed substonces.
L Tp 2 05

Mo multicollinearity was detected among the independent varables. A total of 2,072 cases
{304 sexual assanlts and 1,268 physical assaults) were meluded in the analyses: 1,559 unre-
ported, 360 reported by victims, and 153 reported by third parties.

Ape at assault, college education, and ethnic background had significant effects on the
probability of reporting by victims, with more reporting by older, less-educated, and non-
White victims. Maorcover, five assault charactenistics significantly affected victims” reporting
decisions. The cdds of victim reporting compared with nonreporiing were greater for attacks
by strangers, with perceived life threat, weapons, victim injury, and when victims were
unsure whether offenders used substances. Also, victim reporting was twice as hkely for
physical assault as for rape. With respect to third-party reporting, two victim demographics,
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Table 5. Muldnomial Legic Madel With Interacton Terms Predicting Police Repordng

(N =12072)
Mo vsVietm Repore® Third Party vs Victm Report®

Wariable 5 (5E) P (5E)

Intereept 3945 (0.58T)* 1.331 (0uB36)

Wicdm demaographics
Age ar assaule —0023 (0.015) -0.074 (L025)™=
Ermipleyed 0148 (0.275) -0L607 (363)*
College education 0ol (0.273) —0.224 (0.368)
Whice 0480 (0.312) 0209 (0419)
Married 0228 (0.274) ~0.347 (03BO)

Assault characteristes
Stranger perpetrator — 1 .DBB [0.359)* 0.238 (0.453)
Use of physical farce —0.7%0 (0.324)* ~-0.702 (0n.452)
Use of weapan —0E21 (0368 0023 (0.449)
Victm injured —0BDT (0.3 10+ 0123 (0.436)
Happen at hame —0.413 (0.294) 00001 (0.397)
Offender substance use |® —0.125 (0.348) 1110 (0569
Offender substance use 2° —627 (0.401) ool (;edd)*
Vietrn substance use 0604 (0.444) —0.328 (0.633)
Percelved life threat — 1069 (0311 0259 (0.429)

Assault oype
Phyzical assaul =799 (0.754)y+ —2.344 (1.1 14)*=

Interaction terms
Assault cype = Age ar assaule 0003 (0.017) 0057 (0uD3B)y*=
Assault type « Employed —0.255 (0.320) 0156 (0.445)
Assault type = Educadon 037E (0.314) —0.254 (0.446)
Assault type = ¥White Q{0361 0227 (0.508)
Assaule rype = Married —0076 (0.314) 0B322 (0.456)*
Assault cype = Stranger — 0460 (0.475) 0502 (0613)
Assault cype = Physical force 1,120 (0.452)*+ 0,609 (0.620)
Acsaiil type = Weapon 0598 (0.423) 0272 (0.539)
Assault type = Injury 0060 (0.34%) 0060 (0.515)
Assault type = Home 0208 (0.348) 097 (511
Agsault rype « Offender use | —0L 147 (0.38%) 0941 (0648)
Assaule type » Ofender use 2 —0. 192 (0.480) 0709 (0719
Assault cype = Vicdm use —0.589 (0.510) —0u0&0 (0771
Assault cype = Threat 046 (0.351) 0496 (0.515)

=2 lag likelihood —1191.641

Likellhood racis * 561.199

dff 58

p value L]

MeFadden's A® 1%

a."Reported by the victim™ is the reference category-0 = wictim report v | = not reponted;, 0 = wictim report

vi | = tfwrd-party report.

b. Offender substance use 1:0 = other cases, | = offendsr used substances; Offender substance use 2:

0 = otfser coses, | = wichms did not know whetfer offenders used swhstances.

oo 1L 2 05
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but no assault characteristics, had significant effects. Older age and being emploved were
related to greater reporting by victims than by third partics.

To test whether influences on reporting differed by assault type, interaction terms were
created by multiplying assault type (L2, 0= sexval assauls, 1 = phvsical assault) with each
independent vartable. The multinomial logit model was then reestimated by including all
predictors and interaction terms. Results are presented in Table 5. This composite model
significantly predicted police reporting, LRXZ58, & =2.072)=561.20, p < 001, However,
addition of mteraction terms did not improve prediction of reporting for either rapes or
physical assaults, LEX(28, ¥ = 2,072) = 35.38, p = .159. [n other words, there was a high
degree of similanty in comrelates of police reporting between rapes and physical assaulis.

Only one interaction term, assault tvpe by physical force, was significant {left panel of
Table 53, showing the effect of physical force on victim reporting decisions differed by
assault type. Follow-up multiinomial logit analyses for each assault type (results not shown)
indicated that use of physical force had a significant effect on rape reporting but not on
physical assault reporting. Specifically, physical force increased rape reporting but actu-
ally reduced physical assault reporting.

With respect to third-party reporting, interactions of assault type by age at assault and
assault type by marital status were significant at the .05 and 10 levels, respectively (right
panel of Table 5). Follow-up analyses for cach assault type companing victim and third-
party reporting suggesied that age at assault was a significant predictor for rape reporting
but not for physical assault reporting, whereas victim marital status had a marginal effect
on phyvsical assault reponing but ot on rape reporting. As victim age at assault increased,
the predicted probabality of third-party reporting of physical assault remained nearly the
same, whereas that of third-party reporting of sexual assault decreased. The assault type by
marital status interaction showed that victims who were married had lower predicted prob-
ability of reporting both sexual and physical assaults than victims who were not married.
Married victims decreased the predicted probability of third-party reporting of sexual assault
but increased third-party reporting of physical assault.

Discussion

The present study used a national sample of women (NVAWS; Tjaden & Thocnnes, 199%)
to examine whether factors affecting rape reporting are different from those affecting phys-
ical nssault reporting, an understudied issue in the literature on victio reporting to police.
Initial analvses of correlates of reporting including assault type as a predictor showed that
women who were older at the ime of the assault were more likely to report, consistent with
past research on phvsical assault reporting { Baumer, 2002; Felson et al., 2002). Also con-
zistent with prior rape { Bachman, 1998; Fisher ot al., 2003; Lizotte, 1985; Pino & Meier,
1959 and physical assault reporting findings { Baumer, 2002; Felson et al., 2002), women
without a college education or who were non-White were more likely to report to police.
Women were more likelv to report to police incidents perpetrated by strangers, with weap-
NS, OF ViCUm injury, as in previous research on reporting of rape {Bachman, 1993, 1993;
Felson & Pare, 2005; Fisher et al., 2003; Golding et al., 1989; Greenberg & Ruback, 1992;
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Lizotte, 1985; Pino & Meier, 1999; Ruback & Ménard, 2001; Russell & Bolen, 2000) and
physical assault { Baumer, 2002; Felson et al., 1999; Felson et al., 2002). Women were also
more likely to report when they were unsure of offender substance use, but more research
15 needed to interpret this result. Perceiving life threat during the assault also increased the
likelihood of reporting, possihly because these victims were more distressed following the
attack and’/or viewed these assaults as more serious. This 1s a new finding and shows that
both objective and subjective measures of assault severity predict police reporting. 'With
respect to third-party reporting, exploratory analyses showed that victims were more likely
than third parties to report to police if they were older or emploved. More research 1s
needed to explain these resulis, but it 1s possible that these women were more independent
and likely to make their own decisions.

Results showed that sexual assaults were less likely to be reported than phvsical assaulis,
consistent with government statistics { Bureau of Justice Statistics, 2003). However, con-
trary to the hypothesis that assault characteristics would influence rape reporting more than
physical assault reporting, multinomial logit regression analyses adding interactions of
assault type indicated that both types of victims were equally likely to base their reporting
decisions on personal demographics and assault charactenistics. Only physical foree dis-
tinguished rape reporting from physical assault reporting: specifically, it increased rape
reporting but reduced physical assault reporting. This may be due 1o rapes with force being
maore likely to be acknowledged (Littleton et al., 2006) and thus reported. Conversely, phys-
ical assaulis may be likely to be domestic violence—related and thus less reported, even with
greater phvsical violence. These data suggest phvsical assault victims with more offender
violence may be less likely to receive help from police and other needed services such as
medical attention for their injuries.

In terms of third-party reporting, the predictor of victim age at assault and marital
status distinguished rape reporting from physical assault reporting. Whereas victim age
was a significant predictor for rape reporting but not for physical assault reporting,
marital status had a marginal effect on physical assault reporting but not on rape report-
ing. As victim age at assault increased, the probability of reporting rapes by third parties
decreased, which may be due to differences in hifestyle/routine activities of women of
varying ages. Younger women may be more likely to be out with friends at parties where
rapes ocour, so third partics may be more likely to know about and to report these rapes.
Younger women may also be more likely to tell informal support sources such as parents,
whao then report to police (Konmd:, 1996), Women were less likely than third parties to
report phivsical assaults when they were marmied. Most of these physical assaults may be
domestic violence incidents that third partics may witness or hear about and/or women
may view these assaults as private matters, less serious crimes, or be more fearful of
perpetrator retaliation.

The present study’s findings contrast with the popular assumption that rape reporting is
unique. There are three possible explanations for similarities in comrelates of victim report-
ing of sexual and physical assaults. The first possibility is that rape reporting has never
been different from physical assault reporting. However, except for Lizotie’s { 1985 ) study,
no prier research compared reporting of sexual and physical assaults, so this i1s unknown.
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A second possibality s that rape reporting was in fact unique, but the extent to which it
differed from physical assault reporting has decreased i recent years because of increased
awareness of sexual vielence against women. Rape law reforms and the emergence and
growth of rape crisis centers in the 1970s and 19305 mav have plaved a major role in bridg-
ing the gap between rape and physical assault reporting.

Last, the present study found that 11.8% of the women { 16.6% of rape victims, 8. 7% of
physical assault victims) were attacked by strangers, which was consistent with past data
showing that women were less likely to be raped or injured by strangers than by men
they knew (Bachman & Saltzman, 1995; Estrich, 1987; Russell & Bolen, 2000). The high
number of ntimate partner violence ([FV} victims captured in the MVAWS does not indi-
cate that women were only attacked by intimate partners (in fact 13% were assanlied by
acquaintances, 17.8% by boviriends or dates, and 5.8% by relatives). However, the higher
percentage of intimate partner assailants in this sample compared with other representative
samples may have contributed to the nonsignificant differences in most correlates of victim
reporiing found between sexual and physical assaults. This possibility was evaluated fur-
ther by splitting the entire sample into IPY {spouses or pariners, relatives, or boyfrends or
dates) and non-IPV (strangers or acquaintances) subsamples. Results obtained using the
[PY-only subsample were analogous to those using the entire sample, whereas the non-1PY
subsample showed a significant effect of offender physical force and a marginal effect of
wictim age at assault (p < 10 on reporting that differed by assault type. Specifically, older
physical assault victims were more likely to report, whereas offender physical force led to
more rape reporting. These findings support the idea that the lack of differences in come-
lates of victim reporting found between sexual and physical assaults in the entire sample
may be because the NVAWS largely consists of 1PV victims.

The lack of significant differences found between rape and physical assault reporting
does not imply that rape victims are equally willing to report any type of sexual assanlts to
police. On the contrary, analysis of the rape subsample showed that rape victims are still
more likely to report incidents constituting stereotypical or “'real rapes”™ (Estrich, 1987)
with strangers, physical foree, weapons, and victim injury. These findings suggest that the
general public and women still need to be informed that sexual assault 15 a violent crime,
even if committed by nonstrangers, without weapons, physical force, or physical injury.
Furthermaore, fraining programs targeting criminal justice officials and other service pro-
wviders are needed to ensure that every rape victim who reports is treated justly and with
dignity, with the ultimate goal of iIncreasing rape reporting.

There are a few limitations that may have affected results of the present study. First, the
MYAWS used random-digit dialing methods 1o select the sample, which excluded women
without telephones and those who were homeless or institutionalized. In addition, in-person
intervicws may be better than telephone interviews for research involving sensitive topics
such as sexval assault and 1PV {Crowell & Burgess, 1996). A few studies have shown that
postassault psyehological symptoms (Golding et al., 19489; Russell & Bolen, 2000} and
receiving tangible aid from others (Ullman & Filipas, 2001) increased the hkelihood of
rape reporting. However, lack of postassault vanables in the NVAWS precluded analvses
of how these factors affected reporting in this study.
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Despite these limitations, this studv was an important comparison of the reporting of
these two types of assault in a nationally representative sample of women. The finding that
there were few differences in correlates of rape and physical assault reporting is important
because prior research has assumied that correlates of rape reporting are unigque. Although
a couple of differences in correlates of reporting these two types of assaults were identi-
fied, future research is needed 1o replicate these findings. Furthermaore, these findings suggest
that more research is needed on thess two tvpes of assaults and the vietim—offender rela-
tionship in which assaults occur, given that married victims were least likely to report all
assaults. Rapes were half as likely as physical assaulis to be reported 1o police, amd vic-
tims still based their reporting decisions on stercotypical conceptions of rape. Use of the
NVAWS data in the present study was a strength over past studies, but a larger number of
IPY victims in the sample may have precluded detection of differences in police reporting
between sexual and physical assaults. Other representative sample siudies not geared
toward assessing IPY are needed to replicate these analvses to better understand police
reporting by female victims of these two forms of assault. More heterogeneous samples
of victims may reveal differences in police reporting of these two assaults, which could
deepen our understanding and aid in the development of more appropriate strategies o
CNCOUrage reporting.
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