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A8STPACT: 

THE LONGITITUOINAL SrUD~ RgPORTEd IN PAPEA 

ADDRESSES SIGNIFICANT METHODOLOGICAL GAPS IN fHE STATE OF 

THE ART LITERATURE ON CHILD VlCTIMIZATION e~ UTILIZING A 

PROSPEC'tIVE RESEARCH DESIGN AND COM~ARISON SA~PLES MATCHED 

TO 900 VICTIMS OF EAR~IER CHILO ABUSE. DATA C.OLLe:CTION 

TECHNIQUES UTILIZED INFORMATION SOURCES OF SE.VEPAL 

COOPERATING AGENCIES--POLICE, WELFAPE, AND PRoaATION 

DEPARTMENTS, PUBLIC SCHOOLS ANO JUVENILE DEPENDENC~ COUPT • 
•• 

VICtIMS AND COMPARISON SUBJECTS ARE CONtRAstED Orl' S.OCIAL AND 

DEMOGRAPHIC FACTORS AND ON SEVERAL LONG-TEPM ADJUSTMENT 

FACTORS: SCHOOL ADJUSTMENT, OELINQUgNC~ AND ADULT 

CRIMINALIty. REPORTED, VICTIMS WERE MORE LIKELY THAN 

COMPAAISON SUBJECTS TO COME fROM LOW SOCIO-ECONOMIC STATUS, 

~ELFARg DEPENDENT AND M08ILE FAMILIES, TO ShOw LOW ACADEMIC 

ACHIEVEMENT AND ~OOR SOCIAL ADJUSTMENT IN SCHOOL, AND TO 

BECOME DELINQUENT. POSSIBLE REASONS rOR THE fINDI~GS, 

INCLUDING BIASED REPORTING WERE CONSIDERED, 

IMPLICATIONS FOR INTERVE~tION STRATEGLES DISCUSSED. 
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CHILO VICTIMIZArION: 

~ LONGITUDINAL ANALY$IS 

SlCJU.iBOUUll 

ALTHOUGH CHILD VICTIMIZATION HAS SEEN rHE SUBJECT OF CONSIDERABLE 

RESEARCH I~ RECENT YEARS, A NUMBgR OF ISSUES REMAIN U~PESOLVgD. THE 

CHARACTERISTICS OF ABUSED CHILDREN AND tHEIR FAMILIeS HAyg FR~QUE~TLY BEEN 

DESCRIBED (AMERICAN HUMANE ASSOCIATION, 1978: GIL, 1973: AND SOLUMON, 

1973), BUT ADEQUATE CUMPARISONS wITH THE GENERAL POPULATIO~.rl~YE NOlr BEEN . 
AVAILABLE. DESPITE WIDELY HELD ASSUMPTIO~S ABOUT Haw VICT!~rZED CHILDREN 

AND THEIR FAMILIES DIFFER FRO~ OTHERS IN THEIR COMMUNITIES surH DIFFERENCES 

HAVE ~OT BEEN EMPIRICALLY DEMONSTRArED, USING CAREFULLY SELECTEO COMPARISON 

SAMPLES. 

~HILE A NUMBER OF CLI~ICAL STUDIES HAVE DESCRIBED ~AMILtkS "~T RIS~" 

OF REPEAT VICTIMIZATION, SUCH STUDIgS USUALLl FOCUS OM PERSONALIty 

VARIA9LES, FAMILY INTERACTION 01~AMICS, AND FACTORS NOT READILY DLSCERNISLE 

TO INVESTIGATOPS RESPONSIBLB FOR CASE DIS~OSIrIONS. AS ~ RESULT, DECISIONS 

AFFECrING INTERVENTION STRATEGLES ARE FREQUEN1L~ eASED ON INAD~~UAT~ 

KNOwLEDGE CONCERNING THE RISK OF REPEAT VICTIMIZATION. l~FORMATIO~ IS 

~NEEDED CONCERNING THE PROBABILITY OF REP~TI1ION eASED ON VA~rlatEs REAotL~ 

OBSERVABLE DURING THE INITIAL INVESTIGATION. 

rHE IMPACT OF VICTIMIZATION ON A CHILD'S 'sueSEQU~NT saCIAL ADJUST~ENr 

HAS BEEN DESCRIBED BY SEV~AAL INVESTIGATOPS. KEMPE A~D h~L'~R (1972) 

! 
I 
t 
r 
I 

ASSERT THA'r: 

"ABUSED CHILDREN WHO HA~€ BEEN DENIED NORMAL OFVELOPMENT 
EXPERIENCES HAVE GREATER DIFFICULTY IN tHEIR A8lLITY TO MAKE 
DECISIONS, U$E OTHERS PRO-SOCIALLl, DEVELOP tRUST, AND (THEY) 
MORE EASILt BECOHE DEPENDENT ON OTHKRS." 

SIMILARLY, MARTIN (1972) DESCRI8ES DIFFICULTIES IN SCHOOt ADJUSTMENT~ 

"IN SCROOL, ABUSED CHILDREN BEHAvE FEAR~ULLi, ARE CLINGING 
A~D ALOOF WITH PEERS. WITH THE TEACHER, THE~ OPPOSE CONTROL, ARE 
MANIPULATORS, UNRESPONSIVE TO PRAISE, AND APATHETIC TOWARDS 
fHINGS MOST CHILDREN THEI~ AGE ENJOr." 

HOWEVER, THESE GENERALIZATIONS HAVE /IIOT BEEN TESTED 'l'HROUGH 

COMPARATIVE M€ASURgM€~T OF ABUSED AND NON-ABUSED CHILDR~N tN SUBSTANTIAL . 
NUMBERS • 

WIDESPREAD.CONCERN ABOUT THE NEGATLVE CONSEQUENCES OF INTERVENTION . 
STRATEGIES, SUCH AS COURT-ORDERED PLACEMENTS, SUGGESTS ~HE NEED fOR 

DETERMINING THE EXTENT TO NHICH CHILDREN MAKE INADEQUATE SOCIAL ADJUSTM~NTS 

AS A RESULT OF THE INTERVENTION. ON TBE OTHER HAND, thERE ARE SO~E 

CHILDREN THAT SEEM TO ~DJUST ADEQUATEL~ DESPITE THE VICT1~IZATION, AND 

POSSIBLE INTERVENING FACTORS WITH THESE ~OONGSrERS SHOULD BE STUDIED TO . 
IDENTlF! THE SOURCE OF THEIR "lhVULNERABILITY." 

A NUMBER OF RESEARCHERS CONTEND THAT ABUSED CHILDREN G~aw UP TO 6E 

ABUSIVE PARE~TS. SOLO~ON (1973) REPORTS THAT 30% - 60~ OF A~USIVE PARENTS 

~ CLAIM TO HAVE BEEN ABUSED AS CHILDREN. S~EELE AND POLLOCK C196a), AND 

ADAMS (1976) FOUND "MOST" AeUSING PARENTS HAD SEEN ABuaro AS CHILD~£N. 

YOO~G (1964) THEORlZED THAT ABUSING PARENTS THEMSE~VES SUfFERED At fHr 

HANDS OF THEIR PAR€NT5. GIBBONS AND WAL~EP (1956) CONCLUDED THAt 

... ............. . 
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REJECTION, INDIFFERENCE AND HOSTILITr I~ CriI~DhOOD PRODUCES C~UgL PA~ENTS~ 

COURT (1969) SAID THAT AdUSING PAR~N1S rENO 10 ID~NT!FY WIfH THEIR Q~N . 
"SAOISrrC" :PARENTS AND INfLICT ON THEIR OFF-S@RLNG THE hURTS rHE~ 

EXPERIENCED AS CHILDREN. THESE FIHDI~GS ~H!LE LDGICAL A~~ lNCO~PL~TE __ 

THEY FAIL TO INDICATE HOW MAN~ VICTIMIZEO CHILDREN 00 ~o~ A~COME ABUSIVE 

PARENTS. 

ANTI-SOCIAL BEHAVIOF OUTSIDE THE FAMIL~ UNIT IS ALSO THQUGHT ro RESULT 

FROM CHILO VICTIMIZATION. CURTIS (1963) ASSERTED THAT VTOLENCE BAEEOS 

VIOLENCE, THEORIZING THAT AN ABUSED CHILD HAReORS €XCESSIVE HOSTILITI 

WITHOUT ACCEPTA8LE CHANNELS OF RELEASE. " BENDER AND CURRAN (1974), OUNCAN 

(1958), BUTTON (1973), AND EASSON AND STE1NH€LBER (1961) STUDIED SMALL 
~ 

SAMPLES or INDIVIDUALS ~HO HAD COMMITTED MURDERS OR VIOLENt ASSAULTS ~ND 

EACH CONCLUDED THAT THE pg~PETRATO~S HAD FR~QUgNTLY BEEN ABUSED AS 

CHILDREN. ~ARTIN (1972) ASSERTED THAT THE BAtTERED CMILD MAY BECOME 

VIOLENT, BUT HE QUALIFIED THE STATEMENf BY ACKNOWLEDGING TH_t IT 15 NOT 

KNOWN Haw MANY BATTERED C~110REN GROw UP WItHOUT POLICE OP SOCIAL AGENCY 

CONTACT. 

MUCH OF THE rBEOR~TtCAL DEVELOPMENT ON ~HICH INTERVENTla~ Sr~ATEGIgS 

ARE BASED HAS FOCUSED ON PSYCHOPArHO~OGICAL EXPLANAtl0~S.-!T HAS BEgN 

WIDELY ASSU~ED THAT ADULTS wHO ABUSED CA1LD~EN A~E qSICK." ~E~N!a AHD 

~SCLARE (1969) INDICA!E THAT TH~ TEN PATIENTS INVESTIGATED IN rH!IR S!UD~ OF 

ASSAULTIVE PARENT5 WERE FOUND TO HAVE PERSONALITY DISOROERS CHARAcr~klZED 

Bl INADEQUACY AND IMPULSIVE BEHAVIOR. WALTeRS (1975) REVIE~S AND CITES A 

NUMBER OF STUDIES DESCRIBING ABUSERS AS PSYCHOLOGICALLY IM8ALANCED-­

SILVER, DUBLIN, AND LAURIE (1969), FONTANA (1971), AND SPIN~TTA AND RIGLER 

(1972). GIL (197t) ALSO ~EVLE~S A NUMBER OF STUDIES WHICH eMPh~S!ZE PA~ENT 

................ .. ,.,.;.!t- ..... ;j .... ". " .. ., A" • • •. _ •• . ............. '" ..... .. .... . . , . ~ .. -. - " -~ _.. . ....... - . .. ... "-. ' .. ,.. [. 
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PATHOLOGY--STEELE AND POLLOCK (1969), GALDST~ON (1965) AND NUMEROUS OTH~RS. 

.' 

HOWEVER, MULTIDIMENSIO~~L ~ODELS OF CAUSATION ARE INCREASlhG IN 

SIGNIFICANCE. KEMPE AND HELFER (1972) POINt OUT tHAT ABUSIVE OR N~GLaCTFUL 

BEHAVIOR IS A COMPLEX PATTERN INVOLVING SEVERAL CAUSAL FACTO~S. GIL (1971) 

AND GELLES C197~) HAV€ FOCUSED UN THE SOCIOLOGICAL AND CONfEXTUAL VARIABLES 

ASSOCIATED WITH ABUSE. WHILE THERE HAVE BEEN A NUMBER Of ATTEMPTS TO 

IDENTIFY THE ABUSE - PRONE PARENT (PAULSON, AFlfI, CHALEt, THOMAStON, A~D 

LIEU 1975, HELFER AND KEMPE 1976) THERE. HAS 8E~N LIITLE ~ESEARCri DIRECTED 

AT SITUATIONAL STRESS FACTORS WHICH MAY P~ECIPITATE MALTREATMENT AND ~HICH 

COULD PReDICT RISK OF FUTURE INCIDEN~S. '0 

MOST OF TH~ EARLIER CHILD VICTIMIZATION STUDIES HAVE BEFN PLAUGED 8Y 

SERIOUS DESIGN AND METHODOLOGICAL FLAwS. THESE FLAWS INVCLVED RESEARCH 

DESIGN, SA~PLING, AND DATA COLLECTION TECHNIQUES. RESEARCH OESIGNS WERE 

LARGELY RESTROSPECTIVE, GENE~ALIZING FROM EITHER VICTIMS OR VICTIMIZERS, E~ 

POST FACTO, ~IrH FEW PROSPECTIVE OIESIGNS. SAMPLING PFOCEDUP~S HAVE 8EE~ 

INADEQUATE--OFTEN USING SMALL, UNREPRESENTAtIVE SA~PLES SUCH AS VICTIMI~rNG 

PARENtS IN CLINICAL THERAPY PROGR~MS. T~E VALIDITY OF DATA COLLECTION 

PROCEOURES WAS fREQUENTLY SUBJECT ro C1iAr..LENGI£ SINCE SURVEY DATA fRO~ 

VICTIMIZERS WAS USUALLY COLLECTED RETROSPECTIVELk, IN cor..., UrJC 'r ION wIrH 

LEGAL INVaSTIGATIONS, THEREsr INCREASING tHE PBO~ABILr1Y OF DEMAND AND 

I • COMPLIANCE EFFECTS, AND SOCIALL~ ACCEPTABLE RESPONSES. IN SI'II.M.AR~, MOST OF 
I 
t ,THE REPORTED EARL~ FINDINGS CAN 6E CHALLENGED ON THE SASIS OF seRIOUS , 
I METHODOLOGICAL FLAWS. 
j 
j 
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f! 
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CURBENT STUDY OBJECTIVES 
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THE CUFPEHr STUD~ WAS D!SIGNgO TO FILL SIGNIFICANT GA~S IN THE 

RESEARCH !lITERATURE. CAREFULLY DESIGNED LONGITUDINAL StUDl. 

S~EC1FICALLY, THE RESEARCH AND SA~PLING DESIGN OFFERED TH~SE ADVANTAGES 

OVER EARLIER STUDIES: 

CAl A LONGlrUDI~AL STUDY wHICH TRACES PROSPECTIVELY, THE LONG-TERM 

BEHAVIORAL OUTCOMES OF VICTIMIZED CHILDREN IDENTIFIED OVEK A LONG~R TI~E 

SPAN (15 YEARS IN OLDER CASES.) 

(B) COMPARISON SAMPLES MArCHED 10 VICTIMS ON S'y~RAL IMPOHTAN! 

DEMOGRAPHIC VARIABLES, PER~ITTING CON~RAST ON DEPENDENT VARIAHLES. 

eCl SUFFICIENTLY LARGE SAMPLES TO PERMIT STATISTICAt CONTROL OF 

IMPORTANT'DEMcrGRAPHIC FACTORS. 

(0) OATA COLLECTION PROCEDURES UTILIZING OFFICIAL RECOROS OF SECONDARY 

DATA SOURCES AND PERMITTING T~IANGULATION BETWEEN SEV€RAL DATA SOORCES, 

RATHER THAN RELYING SOLELY ON SU8JECTIVE SURVEt DATA. 

rHE S!UO~ HAD THE FOLLOWING OBJECTIVES: 

1. COMPARE CURRENrLI VICTIMIZED CHILDREN AND TH!IR FAMILIES ~ITH 

NON-VICTIMIZED CHILDREN AND THEIN FAMILIES ON SOCIA1 AND 

DEMOGRAPHIC FACTORS. 

2. IDENTIFY SOCIAL, ECONOMIC, AND FAMIL~ STRESS FACTnRS ASSOCIAfED 

WITH REPEAt VICTIMIZATION. 

'~"'- • .. ,,-- ... , ............ -... _.. .. ..... ·.·.I· .. ~ .... "'"" .... "''''f& ___ .''' ___ ,"" 
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3. IDENTIFY PATTERNS OF FAM)Lt MOSILITY ASSOCIATED hITh CHILO 

MALTREATMENf AND THE IMPLICATION OF SUCH M081LITY fOA REPORTING 
I, 

AND INTERVENfI0N STRArEGIES. 

4. EXAMINE rHE INTERVENTION STRATEGIES USED WITH RECENT'VICTIMIZATION 

FAI.1ILIES. 

5. TRACK CHILDREN VICTI~IZED (AS EARLY AS 1955) INTO YCU~G ADULTHOOD, 

STUDYING THE INCIDENCE Of DELINQUENCY, ADULt CRIMINALITY AND ABUSE 

Of THEIR OWN CHILDREN. .. 

FOR DIFFERENT PROJECT OBJECTIVES ~E SELECTED DIFFERENT STOCY SA~PLES. 

• 

" .". -'" • ~ : •• ~ ..... " '.' I".M~ ,.... ~, ... 
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RESEARCH D~SIGN AND SAMPLING PFOCEDURES 

tHE SASIC BESEAACH DESIGN 8~PLO~ED WAS tHAT OF A LO~GIrUDINAL 5UR~E~ 

WITH DATA COLLECTED AT DIFFERENr POINTS IN TIME ON BOTH VIC,(I~5 (A~D TriEIR 

FAMILIES) AND Q~ MAfCHED COMPARISON SUBJECTS. HOWEVER, "THE SAMPLES 

SELECTED AND METHODS OF DATA COLLECTION VARIED WITH DlrFERENT PROJECT 

08JECTIVES~ 

FOR THE FIRST OBJECTIVE, COMPARISON OF SOCIAL AhD DEMOGP4PHIC FACTO~S 

ASSOCIATED WITH VICTIMIZATION, 600 CASES REPORTED TO AN~. INVESTIGATED 8Y 

THE SAN DIEGO POLICE DEPARTMENT DURING 1976 AND 1978 wERE STUDtED.* THE 

DISPROPORTIONATE STRATIFIED SAMPLE WAS DELIBERATELY SELECtED AS FOLLOWS: 

3~O FROM 1976 AND 300 FROM 1978, INCLUDING 200 PHYSICAL ABUSE, 200 NEGLECT 

AND 200 SEXUAL MOLESTATION VICTIMS Cl00 FOR EACH YEAR.)'* 

. THE CRITiRIA rOR SELECTION OF THE 1976 AND 1978 VTCTI~ SAMPLES 

INCLUDEO: CAl LOCAL RESIDE~CE, C81 ENROLLMENT IN SAN DIEGG CIIY SCHOOLS 

FOOTNOTES: 

*. I~ AN EARLIER STUDr, 4,000 CASES RgPOATEO TO THE SA~E 

JU~ISDICTION COMPUTER-ANALrZED DESCRIPTIVe: 

k DEMOGRAPHIC DATA. HOWEVER, NO COMPARISON SUBJECTS WERE 

STUDIED. (SEE 60HNSTEDT AND S~ITH, 1979) 

**. Ir WAS NECESSARY TO AUGMENT 80TH THE 1976 AND 1978 

SA~PLES FROM ADJACENT YEARS IN ORDER TO 08TAI~ SUFFICIENT 

MOLES rATION AND MEGLECf CASES MEETING ~AMPLE CRITERIA. 

... .... ~ .................... ~.. --~ ........ ,-.- -.. • .. - #,...,. "'. '" '" ..... . 

-

). 

___ ,.. ______________ ~_I!!MI-E..----'.--

(TO ALLO_ SELECTION OF NON-VICTIMIZED SCHQOLMAre:s AS COMPARISON SUdJ1CTS); 

eCl ONL! ONE VICTIM SELgCTED PER FAMILY (USUALLl tHE PRIME VICrI~), AND (OJ 

CONDItIONS SERIOUS ENOUGH TO WAFRANT FOLLOw-UP (INVESTIGATIO~. REFERRAt, u~ 

INTERV€NTION 8~ AN AGENC~ OlkER IRAN POL1CE, OR A PPEVrnUSLY REPOR1ED 

INCIDENT OF CHILD VICTIMIZAtION). 

IN ADDITION, TWO CO~PARISON C~SES ~E~E SELECTED FOR EACH VICTIM: ONE 

MATCHED ON THE BASIS OF AG£~ GENO[R AND ETHNICIT~ war.LE THE SECOND 

COMPARISON WAS MATCHED ON THE BASIS OF AGE AND GENDER 9U! ~rTH ETHNICITY 

FREE TO VAR~. 

.. 
OBJECTIVES 2-4 UTILIZED THESE SAME SA~PLES, eUT ·COLL!C'1ED 

I 

D1FFERENT 

DATA FOR EACH OBJECTIVE: THE SAMPLE OF 300 1976 VICTIMS ~AS STUDIED TO 

DETER~l~E THE EXTENT OF REPEAT VICTIMIZATION AND SOCIAL, [CONOM1C, A~O 

FAMILY STRESS F~CTORS CORRELATED WItH PECIOIVISM. THE S~Mi 1976 VICTIMS 

AND THEIR COMPAR1SQN S~BJECfS WERE ALSO STUOLEO ~O DETE~M1N€ @ATTERNS OF 

rAMIL~ MOBILITY AND THE RELAtIONSHIP BETWEEN M08ILIT~ AND RECIOIVISM. TriE 

1978 VICTIMS WERE SIUOIED IN ~EETIHG THE FOURTH OSJECTIVE, OEtEPMIHING ThE 

INTERVENTION STRATEGIES USEn ~ITH RECENT VICTIMIZATION rAMILIES. 

FOR. THE LAST OBJECTIVE, STUD~ING LONG-TERM Cc:RfiE1A'rES OF 

VICTIMIZATION, 319 VICTIMIZATION CAS~S INVESTIGArED ~ETWEEN 1955 AND ly75 

WgRE STUDIED. AMONG THESE CASES THERE W€~E 122 CLASSIFIED AS PHXSICAL 

ABUSE, 163 NEGLECT AND 34 SEXUAL MOLESTATION. SINCE EtHNIC IDENTIFICATION 

• WAS NOT AVAILABLE ON €ARLl CO~PARISOH SUBJECTS, ONLY ONE COMPARISON WAS 

MATCHEO FOR EACH VICTIM ON fHE 8ASIS Of AGE AND GENOER. 

IDENTIFICATION OF THE EARLY SAMPLE, INCLUDING VIC~IMS I~Y~STIGATgD 

. +.- . .,.~ ... _ .... ,.~ ....... , .............. "'. 
'~;';';""'l":;ntw.<-"""<4"' ",' 

.. ... -.. J> .... tH '".,. • • 
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BE1~EEN 1955 AND 1975, INVOLVED SOMg~HA[ DIFFERENT CRITERIA. EARL~ VICTIMS 

WERe: IDENTIFIED FRor,~ POLICE FECOPOS ~'ND SCFEENED FO~: (A) LOCAL' R€SlOf~NCE 

AT THE TI~E OF INVESTIGATION, (8) EN80LLMENT IN SAN DIEGO CITY S~HOOLS AT 

THE TIME OF INVESTIGATlON, (Cl ALL VICflMlZ~O SI8LINGS ~£~& INCLUOED IN ThE 

SAMPLE, (D) CONDITIONS SERIOUS ENOUGH TO WAPRANr FOLLOw-UP, eEl LOCAL 

RESIDI!.;NCE. 

rHE CURRENT-AND-LOCAL RESIDENCE SCREE~ING, NECESSARY FO~ VALIDIT~ OF 

LONGITUDINAL COMPARISONS, WAS'ACCOMPLISHED WITH THE HELP OF 1HE CALIFORNIA 

MOTOR VEHICLES DEPARTMENT. USING MOTOR VEHICLES' RECORDS, hE I~ITIALL! 

SELECT~D VICTIMS OVER 16 yeARS OF AGE WHO HELD A CA~~FOPNIA DRIV~R'S 
. 

LICENSE LISTING A CURRENT SAN DIEGO COUNTY RESIDENTIAL ADORe:S~. LATER IHE 

SCREENING FOR RESIDENCE wAS EXPANDED TO INCLUDE V:CTIMS IDEN1TrtED AS LGCAL 

RESIDENTS THROUGH TWO ADDITII'NAL AGENCIEs--eltx SCHOOLS A~D COU~TY W~LFARE~ 

THIS EXPANSION ALLOWED YOUNG~R AND LOWER SES VICTIMS ~O BE I~CLUDED IN THE 

STUDY. 

THE FINAL STAGE IH SC~EE~rNG EARL! VICTIMS ~A6 TO VERIFY LOCAL SCHOOL 

ENROLLMgNT SINCE 1970 -. A CO~DITION ',ECESGARY FOR DATA ACQUISITLON AND 

SELECTION Of COM~ARISON SUBJECTS. 

eECAUSE MOST Of THE CASES INVESTIGATED FPOM 1955 TO 1967 wERE CLASSED 

AS NEGLECT, OTHER MEANS Of' IDENTIFYING ~APLY VICTIMS Of PHYSICAL 48USE ANO 

• SEXUAL MOLESTATION ~ERE EMPLoxeo. ~E THEREfORE EXTENDED THE rA~LY CLOSING 

DATE rRO~ 1967 TO 1975 IN ORDER TO INCLUDE SUFfICIENT CASES LA~ELED AS 

PhYSlCAL ABUSE OR SEXUAL MOLESTATION. VICTIMS XOUNGER T~AN 16 YEARS Of AG~ 

~ERE INCLUDED IF fHE¥ ~ERE SCHOOL ENROLLED QURING 1980. 

• _ .......... ~. ' ..... ',... "~1· . ...." ... ~. . . . ... 

II 1 

I 

THE SELECTION Of COMPARISON SUBJECTS FOR THE E~RLY SAM~tg PROVED TO BE 

PARTICULARLY DIFFICULT. 

TIME PERIOD OF REPORTING. 

FiRST, THE EARL! VIC rIMS REPRESE~t~O AN EX£ENOED 

SECOND, SCHOOL gNROLLMENT ROS1ERS wERE ~OT 

AVAILABLE P~IOR TO 1970. THIRD, CURRENT RESIDENCE COULD NOT BE DETER~lNED 

AT INITIAL SAMPLE SELECTION. FINALLY, ETRNICITY ~AS NOT AVAILA~LE FROM 

SCHOOL ENROLLMENT ROSTERS MAKING IT IMPOSSIBLE TO MATCH ON EIHNICITY. 

BECAUSE OF THESE FACTORS, DIFFERENT DECISION RULES ~EGAPDING SELECTION Of 

EARL~ COMPARISON SU6JECTS WERE NECESSAR~. 

•• 
THESE pPOB~aMS WERE RESOLVED AS FOLLOwS: THE FIRST AND SECOND 

PROBLEMS wERE MET 6~ USING THE EARLIEST AVAILABLE ENROLLMENT ROSTER, 1970, 

AS THE BASIS FOR MATCHING ON AGE AND GgNDE~. THIS MEANT THAT THE EARLIEST 

I VICTIMS WHO HAD L£FT SCHOOL PRIORro 197'() WERE ELIMtNA'rEp FROM THE 

" COMPARATIVE ANALYSIS, (ALTHOUGH LONGlfUDINAL FOLLOw-UP DATA WERE STILL 

COMPILED.) FOR THOSE FEW EARLY VICTIMS REPORTED BETWEEN 1970 AND 1975, 

SCHOOL ENRGLLMgNT RUSTERS FOR THE YEAR OF REPORTED VICTI~lZATION h~AE US~D. 

THE rHIRD PAOSLEM OF DETERMINING CURRENT RESIDENCg fOR CO~PARISO~ SOaJ~CTS 

WAS ~ET BY SELECTING MULTIPLE (10) POTENTIAL COMPARISON SUBJECTS 'OR EACh 

VICTLM AND THEN SCREENING FOR CURRENT RESIDENCE tHROUGh THE UEPARTMaNT Of 

MOTOR VEHICLES. 

FINALL~, WE USED SOCIO·gCONO~IC STAfUS AS A CONTROL VAP[A8L€ SUPEPIOR 

TO ETHNICITY 1M MOST ANAL~SES. THg SELECTION Of ~ULflPLg POTENTIAL 

COMPARISON SU8JECTS ALLOWED FOR SOME MATCHING ON THe VAH..tA8LE OF 

SOCIa-ECONOMIC STA!US. AMONG THE tt~ POTENTIAL COMPARISON SUBJECTS 'OR 

EACH VICTI~, SCR€a~ING INCLUDED SELECTION OF fHE CO~PARISON aHOSE SC~OOL OF 

€N~OLLMENT MOST CLOSELY MArCHED THE VICltM'S SCHOOL ON A COM~CSIT~ INO~X OF 

.. '. .& ......... .. • "'. ' •••• , • , ... ~ • • ... -" '" t ' .. ~ ,,. •• " , 

_______ ......;...... _____________________ ---'--______________ ~-~.L~-~-~-
.... t. 
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SOCIa-ECONOMIC CBA~ACrER!STICS. 

THE FINAL SEEP IN SELEcrrON OF COMPA~ISON SUPJECTS EN1AIlED ~CRgENING 

FOR AN~ REPO~~ED VICTIMLZArION. 

IH ALL, OVER 2,400 EARLY VICTIMS hERE SCREENED TO IDE~11FY THE 313 

VICTIMS IN THE EARLY SAMPLE. HOWEVER, tRIS SAMPLE IS KNOWN to BE 8IASEO IN 

THE FOLLOWING ~AYS: 

1. VICTIMS LEAVING THE COMMUNITY HAVE BEEN EXCLUDED. 

00 

2. VICTIMS ~OT HOLDING A CALIFORNIA DRIVER'S LICENSE, CURRENTLY 

ENROLLED IN SAN OtEGO SCHOOLS OR CURREN1LY RECEIVI~G wELFARE HAVE 

BEEN EXCLUDED, BECAUSE OF RESIDENTIAL TRACKING PROCEDURES. . 

3. CASES SEEMING LESS SERIOUS OF INVOLVING FAMILIES ~rT~ NO MINOR 

CHILDPEN IN 1~62 wERE NOT AVAILA~LE SINCE THESE CASFS ~ERB PURGED 

FROM POLICE FILES IN 1962. 

4. CLASSIFICATION OF ABUSE TYPE IS NOT TOTALLY REtIAAlE SI~CE THE 

EARLIESt N~GL€CT CASES INCLUDED SOME ALLEGATIONS OF PHYSIC~L ABUSE 

OR SEXUAL MOLESTATION, WHICH ~ERE NOT CLASSED AS suca. 

TABLE 1 SHO~S XHg DIST~IBUTION OF SAMPLE SUBJECTS BY ~!~g ~E~IOD 

AND T~BLE 2 SHOWS THE DISTRIBUTION OF SAMPLE SUBJECts BY Tl~~ OF 

VICTIMIZATION. 

010 ri >li> ~. ,t ~ .... ,"I I,.. f ...... t' "'"' .~.. .... " ... ,>tI.. .. 

f 

Tlltf::: PERIOD 

TABLE 1 

DISTRIBUTION OF SA~PLE 
SU6JECTS BY TIME pg~IOO 

VICTIM COMPARISONS 
MATCHED otJ 

AGED Al-40 GENDER 

COMPA~ISONS 

"'ATCHED ON 
AGE, GENDEP 
AND ETHiUCITl 

rOTALS 

--•••• _____ a _______ _ 
._-----_____ 8 ________ ••• ________________ • ______ _ 

1978 SAMPLE 
1976 SAt>1PLE 
EA~Ll SAMPLE 

(1955-1975) 

312 
334 
313 

312 
334 
313 

312 
334 

----.-----_.-.. _._------... _._._---_ ... _-_._._-.-._-----._.-
TOTALS 959 959 

TABLE 2 

DIST~!BUTION OF 

646 

SAMPLE SUBJECTS BY TY~E OF VICTIMIZATION 

ABUSE NEGLECT MOLEST TOTALS 

1978 VICTIMS 105 104 103 312 
1976 VICTI"fS l1l 119 101 334 
EAPL)! VICTIMS 122 163 34 319 

TorALS 341 386 238 965 

DAtA ACQUISITION METhODOLOGi: 

00 

936 
1002 

EJ26 

------_.-
25~4 

DATA COLLgCTION PROCEOURES RELIED HEAVIL V OM S~CONDA~v A 
, "~ ~4 NALYSIS OF FILES 

COMPILED BY COOPERATING AGENCIES, wITH APPROPRIAtE SAFEGU~RDS TO ~ROtECt 

CONFIDENtIALIT!. POLleE OEPARTM€NT Flr·~s U~ PROVIDED INITIAL ALLEGATIO~~, 

OEMOGRAPijICS, P~ELIMIMAR~ DISPOSITION A~O tHE IN VESTIGA!tNG OFFICE~'S 

pgRCE~TION OF CONT~l~UrING FACTORS. IN LArEo ST~Ge:S, no' I f' .!1 C" U C e: F 1. L t. S ., E {1 !!. 

. - . , ..... ~ . .. " . 
.::;",.,'."-,, "!Jt-•• "",~.'-~~'; ~." "'..... C' '" . ,. . . . .... . 
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ALSO ACCESSED TO SCPgEN CO~PARISO~ SUBJECTS fOR POSS18L~ 4LLEGATIONS CF 

VICTI~lZAlrUN, AND TO rDENTrF~ LONG-TERM PAtTERNS OF RECIDIVISM, JUVENIL£ 

DELINQUENCY AND ADULf ARREST RECORDS. THE SlArE OF CALIFO~~IA CE~TRAL 

REGISfRY O~ CHILD ABuSE ALSO PROVIDED RECIDIVISM DA1A. 

SCHOOL ENROLL~ENT ROSTeRS wERE ACCESSED TO IOENTIFY MATCHF.D COMPARISON 

SUBJECTS AND THEIR DEMOGRAPHICS, AND TO DETERMINE OFfICIAL SCHOOL 

GUIOANCE/DISCIPLINE PROBLEMS. LAtER SCHOOL NUASES AND GUIDANCE COUNSELORS 

RESPONDED TO A "BLIND" QUESTIONNAIRE SURVEY WHICH TAPPle PROFaSSIONAL 

PERCEPTIONS OF SOCIAL AND ACADEMIC ADJUSTMENT FOR eOT~ VICTIMS A~D 

COMPARISON SUBJECTS (wITHOUT IDENTIFltNG VICtIMS.) 
"" 

WELFARE RECORDS IDENTIFIED CASE D~SPOSITIONp INTERVENTION STRATEGIES 

UTILIZED, AND AODlTtONAL DEMOGRAPHIC FACTORS, INCLUDING FAMILY wELFARE 

DEPENDENCY. JUVENILE COURT RECORDS PROVIDE~ ADDITIONAL DISPOSITION DArA, 

SOCH AS pgrITION fINDINGS, PLACEMENtS, AND COURT DISPOSI110N FOR THOSE 

CASES RESULTING IN A DEPENDENCY PET!~10N. JUVENILE COURT RECCROS w~R€ ALSO 

SCRggNED IN THE fOLLOW-UP PHASE FOR DELINQUENCY AND ADULI Dgp~ND&NCY 

ACTIONS, FOR BOTH VIClIMS AND COMPARISONS. 

THE DgPART~ENt OF ~OTOR VEHICL€S (DMV) FAcrLIT~TEO S~MP~E SELECTION 8~ 

SCREENING CUPRENl RESIDENCE OF EARLY VICTIMS AND COMPA~lSON SIJ8JgCTS. lOMV 

RECOROS ALSO PRUVIDED ADDITIONAL VALu~aL£ DATA ON TRAFF1C VIOLATIONS, TO 6E 

RE90RtED IN FUTURE PAPERS.l 

FINALLY, CONTENT ANALYSIS WAS PERFORMEU ON PR08ATION FIL£S FnR SUSPECfS WhO 

CHARGED ~ITH CRIMINAL OFfENSKS. THESE DATA hER~ UTILIZ~O IN 

~ILOT·TESTING CONCEPtIONS _NO INSTRUMENrATION PERTAINING 'CO trl~ MULtIPLE 

.. , ..... _ .• ,_ •• _ ....... ~_ .. " .... _ ....... ~ .. ".,. .... Iof~" ...... t~'._"''' '#"" 
• .. ,,.,, I~ fI , ... \'.~'.' "~~ , 
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PROBLEM FAMILY. 

OBVIOUSLY, rHE SUCCESS OF T~IS RESEARCH P~OJ8CT- DEPENDgO E'Tg~SIVELI ON tHE 

COOPERATION OF VARIOUS PAPtlCIP~T!NG 4G~NCIES. ELABORAig PPFCAuTIONS ~g~E 

TAKE~ TO PRESERVE THE CONFID~NTIALlt~ OF OATA SOU~CES, AND IN SOME 

INSTANCES, AGENCY PERSONNEL CO~P~gTgO DAtA ACQUISITION FO~~S DESIGNED 81 

THE RESEARCH STAFF. 

ADDITIONAL PROGRAMMING CHALLENGES AROSg IN COMPUTERIZING EX!E~SIVE RECORDS 

FROM OIFFERENT AGENCI£S O~ INDIVIDUAL SUBJECTS, AND CROSS-R~FERENCING DATA 

FROM DIFFE~ENT SOURCES, STRAINING fHE CAPABILITIES ~F EXtE~SIVE UNIVERSITY 
• 

EQUIPMENT. SOLUTIONS TO THESE TECHNICAL PROBLEMS CONSTITUT~ THE SUBJECT OF 

'ANOTffER TECHNICAL PAPER. 

FINDINGS 

BECAUSE THE FINOIN~S RELATING TO EACH OBJECTIVE 4Rg ~XTENSlVE, AND ARE 

REPORTED ELSEwHERE,rHI5 PAPER WILL PRESENT ONLt SO~E Or THE MAJO~ 

FINDINGS. THE FINDINGA PRES~N!ED BELOW caVER EACH ~8JECTIVE. 

1. DE~OGRAPHIC COMPARISONS 

2. CO~RELATES OF REPEAT VICTIMIZATION 

3. MOBILITY ANAL~SI5 

4. LONG!TuDINAL FULLOW-UP 

' . 
,,;::,,~ ~,~;rt' 

~ ... ~ .. ~ . __ .... -... -_ ... _- ................. "' .... ' 
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DEMOGRAPHIC COMPARISONS: (OBJECTIVE 1J 

OUR FIRST O~JaCTIVE ~A~ TO COMPAAE VICTIMS AND THEI~ FAMILl~S wITH 

MAfCHED, NON-VICTIMIZED CHILDREN AND THEIR FAMILILS. T~eLE 3 PRESENTS 

DEMOGRAPHIC CHARACTERISTICS OF THE VICTIMS. SINCe AGE AND GENDER WERE 

MATCHING FACTORS, Tag COMPARISON SAMPLES wERE VIRtUALLY IDE~lICAL ON ThgSE 

DIMENSIONS. ETHNIC!TY DISTRIBUTIONS w~RE THE SAME FOR VICTIMS AND THE 

CO~PARISONS WHO WERE MATCHED ON THAT FACTOR, aut THERE ~ERE DIFfERENCES IN 

ETHNICITY OF VICTIMS AND THOSE COMPARISONS FOR WHOM ETHNICIT! wAS FREE TO 

VARY. AS SHOWN IN TABLE 4 PH~SICAL ABUSE VICtIMS ARE MOPE LI~ELY THAN 
-. COMPARISONS TO BE BLACKS (35% VS. 14%) AND LESS LIKEL~ TO Bg ANGLOS (51% 

VS. 35%): MOLESTAtION VICTIMS ARE ALSO MORE LIKELY ~HAN CO~PAR~SONS TO 8E 

BLACKS (23% ve. 12%). ALTHOUGH NEGLECT VICTIMS WERE SLIGHTLY MORE LI~ELY 

TO BE BLACK THAN COMPARISONS, (21% VS. 

STATISTICALLY SIGNIFICANT AT THE.05 LEVEL. 

13%) THE DIF~ERENCE ~AS NOT 

f 
j 
! 

I 

I 
I 

'J 
! 

TARLE 3 

DEMOG~APHIC CHARAdTERISTLCS 
OF S~~PLE SUBJECts 

ABOSE NEGLECT MOLEStATION 

GENDER: 

1978 VICTlt>!S 
MALE 
FEMALE 

1976 VICTIMS 
MALE 
FEMALe: 

EA~LX VICTIMS 
MALE 
FEMALE 

5a% 
42 

50% 
50 

55% 
45 

MEAN AGE AT VICTIMIZATION:· 

1978 VICTIMS 
1976 VICTIMS 
EARL¥ VICTIMS 

11.0 
10.7 
08.7 

~ ,OJ .' ~ .., 
t::;;..-:'~';;;~,.";'~:'" •. -::;< • ., •• - II .,," ... U .... H , 

54\ 
46 

46% 
54 

49% 
52 

10.3 
09.6 
05.2 

09% 
91 

09% 
91 

24% 
77 

11.9 
12.1 
11.4 

• 

.. 

TOTALS 

179 

195 

154 48% 
165 52% 

---~.------------------------------------~--------------~------------.----------~--------------------------------~ 
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TABLE 3 

DEMOGRAPHIC CHARACTERICS 
Of SAMPLE SUBJECrS (CONT.) 

ASOSE NEGLECT MOLEStATION 

ETHNICITY 

1978 VICl'lMS 
ANGLO 50% 
BLACK 37 
HISPANIC 12 
OTHER Q1 . __ .. 

100% 

(N::10~) 

1976 VICTIMS 
ANG!JO 52% 
BLACK 33 
HISPANIC 14 
OTHER 02 __ u_. 

101% 

(N=1141 

EAPLY VICTIMS" 
ANGLO 47% 
BLACK 37 
HISPANIC 15 
OTHER/MISSING 2 

*NOT ALWAYS AVAILA8LE 

61% 
26 
11 
03 -._--

100% 

(N=104l 

70% 
16 
13 
01 -...... 

100% 

(N=119) 

49% 
37 
14 

1 

63% 
22 
05 

. 10 

-----
100% 

(N=103) 

62% 
24 
10 
04 .. _.-

100% 

(N=101) 

b8% 
15 
1S 
•• 

, 
! 
'/ 
: 

• • 

! 
.' 

TABLE 4 

ErHNICIT~ DISTRIBUTIONS OF VICTI~S AND COMPARISCNS 
(ETHNICIT~ FREE TO VARYl e~ TIPE OF VIC1IMIZATION 

(1976 ANO 1979 SA~~LES) 

ETlfNICITl ABUSE NEGLECT MOLF.S'IATION VICTIM COMPARISON VICTIM CO~PARISON VICTI~ COMPARISON 
AI'lGLO 51% 65% 65% b5% b3~ b8i1! BLACK 35% 14% 21% 13% .2H 12% fiI5PANIC 13% 12% 12% 13% 7~ 14~ OTHER 1% 9\ 2% 9% 71. 6% --.-. ----- -._ ... ----- .-._. -----100% 100% 101'1 lOOt lO!l% 100 .. (N=219J (N=2191 (N=2231 (N=223) (N=204) (N=204) 

.. 
A SECOND DEMOGRAPHlC VARIABLE INDICATING SOC10-ECONOMIC STATUS WAS 

ALSO CORRELATED WITH VICTIMIZATION. wE OPERA!!ONALL~ DEFINED LOW SES AS 

HAVING RECEIVED fINANCIAL AID WITHIN THE LAST FIVE YEARS. AS 'rABLE 5 

SHOWS, VICTIM fAMILIES ~ERE MUCH MORE L1.~ELl TO BE CLASSIfIED AS LOW 5ES 

THAN COMPARISON SUBJECTS MATCHED ON ETHNICITY. (THESE DATA REFER TO 197ij 

SUBJECTS ONLY SINCE ftNANCIAL AID DATA wAS AVAILABLE ONLY ON 1978 

SUBJECTS.) 

fABLE 5: PERCENTAGE OF fAMILIES HAVING RECIVED FINANCl~L AID 

(1978 SAMPLE.ONLY) 

ETHNIClry ABUSE NEGLec-r (olOLi'!:Sl'ArlON VICT •. COMP* N VICT •. CaMP" N VICT. COt<1P* N 

ANGLO 29% 2% 52 35% 9' 63 20~ 6% 65 BLACK 54 5 39 44 22 27 39 13 23 • HISPANIC 46 23 13 46 22 11 40 0 5 
*MATCHED ON ETHNICIT): 

........ -. ............ , .- ......... ... 
, ., ~,.", ,r E , 

...... '1"''' .......... " • 
~ O'......... .. & •• jO,., ... 
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EARLIER SrUDIES HAVE REPORTED COHfLICTI~G fINOING6 REGApnl~G ETHNICITY 

AND VrCTIMIZArlolJ. SEVE~AL EARLIER STUDIES FOUND ETHNICIT!{ LINKED TO 

VIC~IMIZATrON"AS DID OUR PPELI~I~A~~ ANALYSIS. HOW£VEP, TH~ RECENT 

NATIONAL CHILO A~USE INCIDENCE STU01 (1978) fOUND NO SUCH RELATIO~SHIP. 

SINCE LOW SOCIO-ECONOMIC STATUS (SES) HAS BEEN SHOWN B~ OTHEP INVeSTIGATO~S 

(GIL, 1971: GELLES, 1913 AND OIHERS) TO 8E LI~KEO TO PEPO~!ED 

VICTIMIZATION, AND SINCE SES AND ETHNIClT! ARE ALSO CORRELATED, WE EXAMINEe 

ETHNICITY CONTROLLING FOR SOCIO-ECONOMIC STATUS. 

TABLE 6 SHOWS THAT ETHNIC DIstRIBUTIONS ARE ~g~ SIGNIFICANTLY . . 
DIFFERENT FOR ABUSE AND MOLESTATION VICTIMS AND THEIR COMPA~rSON SU8uECTS 

WHEN SES IS CONTROLLED. WHILE BL~CKS SHOW HIGHER PERCENTAGES OF, REPORtED 

VICTIMltATION THE DIFFERENCE IS NOT STATISTICALLY SIGNIFICANT WHEN S~S IS 

CONTROLLED. THE PE~CENTAGE Of BLACK VICTI~S IS NOT SIGNIEICANTLX DIFfERENT 

FROM THE PERCENTAGE OF eLAC~ CO~PARISONS FOR EITHER rAE LOW OR MIDDLE SES 

GROUPS. THE ETHN1CITX RELATlONSHIP NOf€O r~ TABLE 4 IS A 8iSULT OF THE 

GREATER ~ATIO OF VICTIMS TO COMPAAISO~S CLASSIFIED AS LO~ SES (147/33) 

VERSUS THOSE CLASSIFIED AS MIODLE SES (61/175J SHOWN IN TAbL~ 6. 

, ~ ... --~-~-:-- --'"7";;':- " .......... _ ... ,. t_ - ,. "'::- ~'j,: .. -- - .,., ........ "t". "" ............... ll, •• " •• _._ •• 
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8THNICITY 

ANGLO 
BLACK 
HISPANIC 
OTHER 

TOTAL 

TA8LE 6 

PHtSICAL A8US~ AND MOLEST VICTIMIZAILON 
B~ ETHNICITY CONTROLLING FOR SOCIa-ECONOMIC SlATUS~ 

(197a SAMPLg ONLYJ 

LOw SOCIO-ECONOMIC MIDDLE SOCIO-ECONOMIC 
STATUS S'tATUS 

VICTIMS COf.lPAIHSON VICfIMS COMPARISON 

55% 5a~ 59% 70% 
32% 2101 25% 13' 

9% 18% 8\ 11~ 
4% 3\ 8% 6% . ... -- ----- ---_. -_ .. _-

100% 1 no~ .. 100% 100% 
(N=147) (N=33) (N=61J (N=175) 

•• 
A LATER SECTION EXAMINES POSSIBLE REPO~TING BIASES AND PRESENTS SOME 

INTERPRETATIONS Or THESE DATA. 

, RESEARCH STAFF SCRE~NED POLICE DEPARTMENT FILES FOR SUaS~QUENT R~PO~T5 

OF VICTIMIZATION INVOLVING THE StUDY SAMPLg OF CASES INVESTlGATED IN 1976. 

APP~OXtMATELY ONE-QUARTER OF EITHER rHE PERPEtRATORS, rHE V1CtIHS, OR THEIR 

FAMILIES WERE INVOLVED IN A~OTHER INCIDENT' OF VICTIMIZATION PY 1980. ASCUT 

15% WERE INVOLVED IN ONE SUCH INCIDENT AND 10% IN rwo OR ~OF~. 
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TABLE 7 

REPE~T VICTIMIZATION: 1976 CAS'S 

REPEAT INCIDENTS A3USE flJEGLECT 
NONE 76% 68% ONE 12% 21% TWO a% 8~ THREE AND ABOVE 4% 3i ----- --.-. 

100% 100' 
(N=114) (N=119) 

i>!or [ST 

77% 
16% 

6% 
1% -.... 

100% 
(N=lOl) 

IN SEEKI~G CORRELATES OF REPEAT VICTIMIZATION wE EXAMINED CASE 

CHARAc'rERISTICS, FAMILY, SUSPECT A~O VIc'rIM CHARACTERISTICS, AND .jrINALLY 

.. POLICE DISPOSITION. RgCIOIVISM DATA A~£ REPORTED IN TABLg 8. NEGLECT 

CASES HAD THE HIGHEST RECIDIVISM RATE, 32%, AS COMPARED TO A8USg AND 

NEGLECT, 24% AND 23% RECIOtVISM, RESPECTIVELl. FAMILIES ~rTH A PRIOR 

RECORD OF VICTIMIZATION WERE TWICE AS LIKELY TO HAVE SU8SE~UENT REPORTED 
; INCIDENTS AS THOSE WITrl NO PRIOR RECORO--43% IN !HE "TOTAL" COLUMN AS 

COMPARED TO 20%. 

. -_.""'-_ ...... 011-- .. ~ ........ ' .... __ -. ........... .., .................... , . ,'" .. It!... .., ~ . ..." ... ," ' .... _ to, .• "'. • ..... ~ ....... 
~ .~. 4 • • ' • ~ •• • • .... 
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TAstE B (CONTINUED) RECIDLVIS~ RATES BY SUSPECT ANO VICTIMS C~ARACT~RL~TICS 

SUSPECT CHARACTERISTICS 
ABUSE NEGLECT MOLEST rOTAL 

a£L.il:~O~~.e.I.2: 
FATHER 17% 10% 19" 16-% 
MOTIiER 23% 35% *.; 32ft 
STEPFATHER 44% ** 25% 26!l 
RELA"rIVE 25% ** 20", 22% 
UNRELArED <10% ** 29l 29\ 

Aa£: 
YOUNG 24~ 35% 27% 29' 
MEOrUf.' 29% 33% 16% 29\ 
OLD 18% 28% 23% 23% 

Sil: 
FEMALE ----- ._.-. ----- ... ---
MALE _._-- ----. ----- -----

lUCi: 
0. 

ANGLO 21% 29% 21~ 24% 
BLACK 17% 32% 3,;% 25% 
HISPANIC 33% 43% 15% 31% 

VICtIM ~HARACTERIsrICS 
ABUSE NEGLECt ~"OLEST TOTAL 

A.GE: 
YOUNGER 
(LESS OR EQUAL 12) 26Si; 34% 24% 29% 
OLDER 
(GREA rER THAN 12) 14% 17% 2Ui 19% 

.sil~ 
MALE 30% 36-% -- 31% 
l"EMALE 17% 28, 25% 2'l% 

** TOO FEW CASES TO Al~ALYZE. 

'.- ......... ,---- "" ..... - ..... ,# ... "',.. .. -." ... - ..... ' .. H .... "" ..... "' ...... ' ..... , •• " ..... ,., .... ~, •• ~ •• , ... • •• •• <. , "- .. Ito ...... , , .. 11", , • • ,. ". 4 • •• ~ • _.... .. ~ • '. 
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BY TYPE Ol" INJURY, THE MO~~ SEVERg INJURIES, (I.E. 

BONES, HEAD INJURIES) HAD HIGHER RAtES OF SUBSEQUENT a'FE~S[S (33%) THAN 

THt LESS SERIOUS INJURIES (BRUISES 23% AND LACERAtIONS, 20%J. 

EXAMINING FAMILY CHARACTERISTICS, WE FOUND THAt FAMILY STRUCTURE ~ND 

3ES WERE LINKED TO RECtDIVISM~ FIRST, BY FAMILY STRUCTU~g, MOTHE~S LIVING 

ALONE HAD THE riIGHEST RATE A. SUBSBQUENT INCIDENTS, 30% Itl THE "TorAL" 

COLUMN, AS COMPARE TO INTACT FAMILIES ~ITH 12% RECIDIVISM. HO~EVER, THIS 

PATTERN VARlED BY TYPE OF CRIME WITH ~EGLECT A~D ~OLESTATION CASES HAVING 

HIGHER OF RECIDIVISM l"OR MOTHERS LIVING ALaN!, 37% AND. 31% 

RESPECTIVELY. '. IN PHYSICAL A8US~ CASES, THE HIGHEST RECIDIVIS~ RATE, 21%, 

WAS FOUND IN MOTH~RISTEPFATHER HOUSEHOLDS. 

,,,- __ ••• ,~""" .... • .............. __ ••• "' ..... "' ... , ..... ;",.. ..... 41 , ....... ' ..... , .• ~ ~".41_. 
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uOW SOCIO-£CONO~IC STATUS (AS RATED a~ POLICE INVESTIGArtNG OfFICaRS) 

WAS ALSO ASSOCIATED ~!TH HIGHER RATES Or REPEAT VICTIMIZATION·-39% AS 

tOMPARED TO 19% FOR MIDDLE SESe THE PATTERN WAS MOST PRO~OUNCEO AMONG 

NEGLECT CASES wHEPE LOW S~S FAMILIES SHO~EU 47~ RECIDIVISM. 

RECIDIVISM RATES 'REGARDING SUSPECT ANO VICtl~ CHAPACTE~tSTICS REQUIRE . 
SOME INTERPRETATION. SUBSEQUENT INCIDENTS INVOLVING AN~ FAMIL~ OR 

HOUSEHOLD ME~BER ARE CONS10EPEO REPEAT INCIDeNTS IN POLtCE DEPARTMENT 

FILES, ALTHOUGH OTHER FAMILX MEMBERS MA~ BE lNVOLVED AS EITHER SUSPECT OR 

VICTIM IN THE SUBSEQUENT INCIDENT. NEVERTHELESS, IT MAY 6E INSTRUCTIVE TO 
, . 

REVIEw RECIDIVISM PArTERNS ay INITIAL VICTIM AND SUSPECT CHApGCTER1STICS IN 

ORDER TO ASSESS THE RISK OF FUTURE REPEAT INCXDENTS. ANALYZI~G SUSPECT 

CHARACTERISTICS, FAMI1Y R~CIDIVISM RATES WERE HIGHER FOR INItIAL INCIDENTS .. 
INVOLVING MOTHERS AND UNRELATED SUSPECTS, ~OUNGER SUSPECTS ANO HISPANIC 

SUSPgCTS. EXAMINING PRELIMINARY DISPOSITION AND THE INVESTIGArIONS VICTI~ 

CHARACTERISTICS OF THE INITIAL INCIDENT, INIllAL IhCIDE~TS lNVOLVING 

~OUNGER VICTIMS HAD HIGHER ~ECIDIVISM RAtES THAN tHOSE Wll~ OLDER VICTIMS 

AND THIS HaLO FOR EVERY TYPE OF CRIME. FEM~LE VICTI~S HAD La~ER RgCIDIVIS~ 

RATES THAN MALE VICTIMS, ESPECIALLt IN ABUSE INCIDENTS. SINCE RACE OF 

VICTl~S MAS NEARL~ AL~~rS IDENTLCAL ~ItH 1HAT OF SUSP!CTS, IT IS NOT 

I?RESE;i~Te:D • 

.. ...... ..... , .. _ .. " .. , 

I 
I 

T~E BEST MEASURE OF FAMILY MOBILITY AVAILABLE TO US ~AS BASED ON 

SCHOOL ENROLLMENT RECORDS. SIGNIFICANT DIfFE~ENCES W~~E ALSO OBSERVED 

BETWEEN VICTIMS AND COMPARISONS ON SCHOOL MOBILITY. TAdLE 9 SHOwS THAT 

NEARL~ TWO-THIRDS OF THE 1976 VICTIMS HAD LEf! THE SCHOOL D!STRlCT THREE 

YEARS LATER, AS COMPARED TO LESS THAN HALF Of THE COMPA~rSON SUBJECTS 

LEAVING. FURTHERMORE, tHIS PATTERN H~LD TRUE FOR ALL THPEE TYPES OF CRIME. 

ONE-FOURTH OF THE VICTIMS HAD TAANSFEARED 10 ANOThER DISTRICT AND 

ANOTHER ONE-FOURTH \.,ERF.: LISTED AS wHEREABOUTS UN I< N.OViN. •• 
THIS LAST CAXEGORY 

COULD INCLUDE FAMILIES WHO MOVEO BUT FAILED TO NOTIFY SCHOOL 'AUTHORITIES . 
FOR TRANSFER OF RECORDS, AS AELL AS DROPOUTS. THE RESIDUAL CATEGORY 

"OTHER" INCLUDES EXEMPfIONS, (FOR HEALTH, ~MOTIONAL, P~EGNANCY AND FAMILY 

HARDSHIP REASONS) EXPULSIONS, (USUALLY FOR SCHOOL ~SSAULTS AND VIOLENCE) 

AND MISCELLANEOUS OTHER REASONS, AND AGAIN SU8STANTIAL 

DIFFERENCES 8ETWEEh VICTIMS AND COMPARISON SUSJgCTS. 

• ..... ""'I-.~ ",,",,- ... -, .... ~_ ... ,_ ._ .... _t., .. _~, ....... < .. ~ ..... " •• ,01_ ..... 
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TABLE 9: CU~~ENr SCHOOL STATUS OF 1976 CASES 
MA~CH 1980 

ABUSE: NEGLECT t10U.STA l' ION 
VICTI:-1S COl.4PAR. VICTIMS CQ~PAR. VICT1 Mf, COMPAR. 

CURREMTT"Y ENROLLf.,O 38% 59~ 41' 53% 35' 56% 
GRADUATED 1, 1% 4!t 8\ 7~ 16~ 
TRANSFERRED OUT OF 28% .. .2\ 21% 15% 32'i! lOt 

DIS'rRIC'r 
WHEREABOUTS UNKNOWN 27% 17%" 25' 19% 21lf: 12~ 
OTHER 7% 2!t 9' 5% ~\ 6% -...... ----- .. --- _.-.. -.. -- --_.-

101% 101% 100' 100\ 100% 100% 
(N=104) (N=102) (N=107) (N=103) eN=97l (14=98) 

WE HYPOTHBS!ZED THAT HIGHER MOBILIlY WOULD BE POSITivEL~ CORRELATED 

WITH LOW SES., AND SOUGHT TO TEST THAT H~POTHESES. SINCE ~ELFARE DATA 

WAS ~OT AVAILABLE ON 1976 SU8~ECTS, ANOTHER ~EASURE OF SEa WAS CONSTRUCTED 

FROM SCHOOL INDICATORS OF SOCIO-ECONOMIC STATUS (F~EE AND REDUCED COST 

LUNCHES MADE AVAILABLE TO LOhER SES STUDENTS). TABLE 14 CONFIRMS TH€ 

EARLIER FINDING RELATING SES TO VICTI~IZATION. IwICK AS MANY VICTI~S WE~g 

CLASSIFIED LOw SES ON TH~ SCHOOL SES VARIABLE, AS COMFHR[SON SUBJECTS. . 
TABue 14 ALSO SHOWS THE SES DISTRIBUTIONS OF 1976 VIC1IMS ~ND COMPA~lSCN 

SUBJECTS USING THE SC~OOL SES VA~IA8Lg, AND THE PERCENTAGES ~hO HAO LiE~ 

THE SCHOOL OIST~ICT ARE SHOWN AS SCHOOL MOBILITY. 

ABUSE: 

NEGLECT 

MOuESl'ATION 

TOTAL 
SUBJECTS 

TABLE 10: SCHOOL MOBILITV* SY SOCIOcECONOMIC STATUS 
(1970 VICTIMS AND COMPAR1SON SUeJECTS). 

La" SOCIO·ECONO~IC MIDDLg SOCIa-ECONOMIC 
VICTIMS COMP. VICTIMS COMP. 

35' 38% 9o, 42' 
eN=46J (N=21) CN=61l (N=81) 

49' 29% 64-1 50% 
(N=49) CN=17J ( N=61l (N=86) 

50% 39% 72% 46' 
(N=30) (N=231 (N=67) (N=65) 

44, 36% 72\ 46~ 
(N=125) CN=61) (N=199) (N=232) 

.. . . '*., _ - .... ,. ......... -.. ... ,. ,ct. " • ~ • '4 ..... _ ",,' ...... , • ,,. '''1''· .• ,,'~ ........ 
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* NO LONGE~ ENROLLED ON SCBOOu ROSTE~. 

ANALYZING MOBILITY BY SES, rABLE 10 SHO~S THAT OVER-ALL, VICTIMS ~ER~ 

MORE LIKELY"TO HAVE LEFT THE SCHOOL DISTRICT THAN WlRE COMPARISON SUBJECTS, 

AND rHIS HELD TRUE FOR NEARLY EVERY CATEGOR~. (THE EXCEPTIO~ IS LOw SgS 

ABUSE, BUT EVEN HERE THE MOBILITY RATES ARE SIMILAR.) 

HOWEVER, CONTRARY TO OUP INITIAL HYPOTHESIS, ~lODLE SES VICTIMS wEA~ 

MUCH MORE LIKELY oro HAVE LEFT THE SCHOOL DISTRICT (72%) THAN g'ITHER LOw SES 

VICTIMS (44%) OR COMPARISON SUBJECTS OF EITHEP. CLASS. 
.. 

IN A SEPARATE PAPER WE WILL EXAMINE THE I~PLICATIONS OF MOB!LITY 

PATTERNS FOR INTERVENTIO~ STRATEGIES. 

. THE LONGITUDINAL fOLLOW-UP DATA ON EAPL! VlCTIMS A~C COMPARlSONS 

PRESENTED HERE ADDRESSES FOUR DEPENDENt VAPIA8LES: 

CAl CRI~INAL ARREST RECORDS 

ee) INT~RGE~ERATIONIAL VICTIMr~ATION, 

(Cl SCHOOL ADJUSTMENT PPOBLEMS AND 

CD) SOCI~L AND ACAOE~IC ACHIEVEMENT 

(A) CRIMINAL APREST RECORDS 

~, r- _ .. ' ~ ..... _ ~ .... __ .... ~ _,.,. ,., ... .. "'" ... 
.~ ."t_.. . .. , '.' 
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~E TESTED WHETheR VICTIMS ARE MOPE LIKELY 10 eE~ARPESTEn rOR CHI~~ OB 

DELINQUENC~ TH4N ARE COMPARISONS AND INDEED tHEY ARE. ~E FOttONeD-UP EARLY 

VICTl~S FROM THE T!ME OF THEIR INVESTIGATION (BElwEaN 1955 AND 1975) TO 

1980; AND WE FOLLOWED EACH COM.PARISON rOR tHE SAME LENGTH Of TIME AS HIS 

OR HgR RESPECTIVE VI~TIM. OF THE 319 vrCilMB, 34% ~ERE ARR~STEO AND OF THE 

319 COMPARISONS, 23% WERE ARRESTED. SINCE wE HAVE ALREACY LEARNED rHAT 

VICTIMS ARE MORE LIKELl TO BE LOW SEB tHAN COMPARISONS, WE T[5TED 10 SEE If 

THAT DIFFERENCE MIGHT "ACCOUNT'i FOR ThE DIFFERENCE IN ARPEST RATES. tH€SE 

DATA ARE PRESENTED IN TABLE 11. 

" 

• 

• 

~#""''''.-j, .""4 ... ___ ...- "'~ __ •• __ """"JIOHIo_~ __ '_'_ •• '''' •• ''''_.'''.''.I'''''''' ... __ ._.""' .... ' .... "II.~ ... _ ... _'''' ¥ ... , _ '" •• .,. •• "._. • • ~. 

'rA8LE 11: ARREST RA'l'ES OF VICTIMS AND COMPARISONS CONTROLu. f) fOR SES 

LOw SES ME.a 5ES TOTAL 
VICTIMS 39% 26% 34% 

(N=192) (N=127) (N=319) COMPARISONS 32\ 17% 23% 
(N=1'21) (N=198) (N=319) 

TABLE 11 SHOWS THAT AMONG LOW SES VICTIMS AND COMPAFISO~s THE ARReST 

RATES ARE NOT SIGNIFICANTLJ DIFFERE~T, (39% VERSUS 32'l. ~O~EVER, AMONG 

MEDIUM 8ES CASES THE VICTl~S ARE ~ORE LIKELY 10 BE ARPESTED (26%) EHAN ARE 

THE CO~PARISONS (17%). THESE FINDINGS CLOSELY PARALLEL THOS£ DISCUSSED 

ABOVE, THAT SOCIa-ECONOMIC STAtUS IS AN IMPORTA~l CO~TBqL VARIABLE IN 
I 

~ ANAL~ZING CORR£LATES OF VICTIMIZATION. 

THE ABOVE FIGURES DO NOT DIFFERENTIATE ~UVENILE OELINQUgNCY RgCOROS .. 
FROM AOULT ARRESTS, NU~BER OF ARREST, AND TtPE OE OFFENSES ALT~OUGH.THAr 

IT IS OUR 

ARREsrs FOR MORE SERIOUS OFFENSES • 

CB) IHTERGENERATIONAL VICTl~IZArION 

wE ALSO DETERMINEO THAT 10 OF THE £ARL~ VICTIMS WhO W~PE ~Ow ADULTS 

HAD BEeN REPORT~D A8 SUSPECTS IN MORE fiECENT CHILO ABUSE I~V~STI~AT!ONS AND 

THEIR DEMOGRAPHIC CHARACTERISTICS ARE REPORTED IN TABLE 12. '.rHESE 1 () 

NOW-ADULT SUSP&CTS OF VICTIMIZATION CAN BE OESCRIBED AS 80% FFMALE, eeTWEEN • 

THE AGES OF 18-24, 70~ BLAC~, A~O 70t ~O SES CFECElVING WELF~~E WITHIN I~E 

PAST 'IVE YEA~S). _E A~E CURR&NTLY SEEKING ADD!TIO~AL INFO~~AtlON ON THES! 

10 CAses WHICH ~ILL DIFFERENTIATE SUSPECTS F~OM NON-SUSP£CTS CONTROLL1~G 

FOR OEMOGRAPHICS. NONE OF OUR COMPARISON sua~ECIS WE~E ~E~CR1E.D AS AO~LT 

j .. 
d 



SUSPECTS. 

rABLg 12: OEMOGP4PHIC CHAPACTER15!ICS OF EARL! VrCTI~S 
NOW SUSPECTED VICTIMIZEFS. 

ADULT SOSPECTS 

CURRENT AGE: 
SEX: 
eCONOMIC STATUS: 
EtHNICI!Y: 
AGE AT ORIGINAL 
P~PORTED 

VICTIMIZATION: 
T~PE ORIGINAL 

CRIME 
REPORTED: 

18,.,24 
80% FEMALE 
70\ WELFARE 
70% BLACK 

PRIMARILY 4-9 
70\ NEGLEC'r 

WE HAD H:tPOTHESIZED MORE ADULT SUSPI!:CTS AMONG EARLY VIC,,! HIS. , tiOWEVER 

AGE WAS UNDOUBTEDLY A 

VICTIMIZATION ANALYSIS. 

FACTOR AFFEClInG OUR INTER-GENePATIONAL REPEAT 

THE CURRENT DATA FILES INCLUOE ~ANY EARLY VICTIMS 

JUST NOW APPROACHING ADULTHOOD AND wE ARE AR~ANGING FOR fURTHER 

LONGIrUDINAL TRACKING. 

eCl SCHOOL ADJUSTMENT PROBLEMS 

IN ADDITION TO PROBLEMS WITH ~HE JUSTICE S~STE~ WE C~ECKED tHE 

~ONG·TERM FOLLOW-UP SAMPLE FOR PROBLE~S IN SChOOL. ~E PEVIEwED SCHOOL 

GUIDANCE FILES FOA 76 EARLY VICTIMS ANO THEIR MATCHED COMPARreo~s CUR~EhTLY 

UNDER tHE AGE OF EIGHTEE~ (GUIDANCE FILES Of STUDENTS 8VER 18 A~[ 

IUTOMATICALL~ OESTROYED). TABLE 15 SHO~S THE RESULtS OF CONTENT ANALYSES 

ftPPLIEO TO THE NARRATIVE INFORMATION RECORDED 81 CIST~lcr COUNS~~ORS I~ 

GUIDANCE FILES. 

.-
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TABLE 13: PERCENTAGE OF VICTl~S* 4NO CO~PARI50NS* wITH 
VARIOUS PROBLEMS NOTED IN GUIDANCE FILES. 

BEHAVIO~ PROBLEMS 
EXPULSIONS/SUSPENSIONS 
FAMILY PROSLEMS 
ACADEMIC PROBLEMS 
PSlCHOLOGICAL PR08LEMS 
ATTENDANCE PROBLEMS 
ASSAULTS/FIGHTINGS 
OTHER PR08LE.",S 
NO PROBLEMS 

VICTIl-'IS 
21% 
17% 
16% 
12% 
12% 
11\ 

9% 
9\ -. 

COt.ll?ARLSONS 
9% 
5% 
7% 

13\ 
7% 
5% 
1% 
1% 
15% 

------------.. ---------N=76 N=76 

* N=76 VICTIMS AND 76 CO~PARISONS 
** PERCENTAGES ARE NON-ADDITIVE SINCE SEVERAL PR08LE~S MAY , 
HAVE BEEN NorED. • 

• 
TABLE 17 SHOWS THAT VICTIMS MORE OFTEN HAVE THE PROBLE~s MENTIONED IN 

GUIDANCE FILES THAN DO CO,.,PARISONS eXCEPT FOR ACADEMIC AND "OTHE~" 

PROBLEMS. ALTHOUGH THE RELAT10NSHIP BETWEEN' VlCTIMIZATION AND SCHOOL 

PROBLEMS DOES KaT NECESSA~ILY IMPLY THAT THE LATTEA WAS CAUSED a~ THi 

FORMER. FA~ILY ~lLIgU PR08AeL~ "ACCOUNT FOA" BOTH VICTIMIZATION AND SCHOOL 

PROBLE~IS • 

I~ ADDITION, GUIDANCE FILES MENTIONED CANDIDAC:t FeR SPECIAL EDUCATION 

FOR 2e, OF THE VICTIMS AND 14% OF COMPAHISONS. rURTHERMORE, aLL 28% OF t~€ 

YICTIMS wERE ACTUALLY PLACED IN RE'EDIAL PROG~AM5 ~HtLE O~LV 1% OF rH~ 

COMPARISONS WERE 50 PLACED. 
. 

\. (D) SOCIAL AND ACADEMIC ACHIEVEMENt 

SECAUSE ALL OF THE ABOVE OEPENOENr VARIA8LES ARE NEGAIIVE lNDICATORS; 

1 •• £. REPRiSENT SOCIAL OaVIANCE, ~E SOUGHt ADDItIONAL ~EASU~~S ~H1CH COULD 

t. ' .,' .~ .. , .... - .................. "_·· .. ·""' .... - .... ·._w._. ~ ....... ,_O- .................... ., .. .... 
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REFLECT NO~MATIVE ADJUSTMENT AS WELL. lN DOING ao, ~E SOPVgY~D SCHOOL 

NURSES ANO DIS1BICI COUNSELOFS AEGAROIHG THEIR P~OFESSIONAL PERCEPTIONS OF 

THE CHILD'S ACADEMIC AND SOCIAL ADJUST~~NT, AS hELL AS FAMIL~ D!NAMICS. 

THIS SURVEY WAS LIMITED TO CHILDREN CURFEN1LY E~ROLLED IN SCHOOL. NURSES 

IDENTIFIED AND FATED 237 SUBJECTS FROM IHE 1975 SAMFLE WHO ~ERE CURRENTLY 

ENROLLED. (98 WERE VICTIMS AND 139 wERE COM~A~ISONS SUBJfCTS, ALTriOUGH 

THIS IDENTIFICATION WAS NOT PPOVICED TO RESPONDENtS.) SIMILA~LY, COUNSELORS 

IDENTIFIED AND RATED 166 SUBJECTS STILL E~POLLED. (59 VICTIMS A~D 107 

COMPARISON SU8JECTS) rABLE 16·SHOWS THE RESUt!S Of THESE RATINGS. 

.. 
TABLE 14 

PERCENTAGE OF STUDENTS FATED AVERAGE OF AeOVE 8Y NURSES AND COUNSELORS 

RATING 
FACTORS: 

ACADEMIC ACHIEVEMENT 
EMOTIONAL STA8ILIT~ 
PEER~SOCIAL ADJUSTMENT 
HEALlH STArus 

NURSES NURSES 
RAtINGS " RATINGS 

VICTIMS COMP. 

62% 
67% 
b7% 
&7% 

76% 
86% 
86\ 
96% 

*COUNSELORS DID NOT RATE HEALTH STATUS 

COUNSELOR 
RATINGS 

V IC~'IMS 

54% 
76% 
90% 

* 

COUt-4SELOR 
RAl'!NGS· 

COtiP. 

78% 
92% 
88% 
.(I 

rABtE 14 SHOWS A GREATE~ PE~CENTAGE OF r.OMPA~ISONS THAN VICTIMS NLtH 

POSITIVE RATINGS ON EVE~Y COUNT. IT IS IMPORTANr TO NOTE r~A! CUUNSiLORS 

AND NURSES DID NOT KNOW WHICH or THE SUBJECTS W~FE VICTI~S ~NC wHICH ~€~g 

COMPARISON SUBJECTS. 

'rHE SAME StUDENTS WHO wEFE RATED ON POSITIVE SCHOOL OUTCQ~~S LN TA8LE 

14 WERE ALSO RATED ON PRoeLE~S AS SHOWN IN TABLE 15. SOME OF THESE 

DIMENSIONS OVERLAP WITH THE FACTORS ON WHICH POSITIVE ADJUSTMFNT A~E SHO~N 

IN TABLE 14, eu! THE RESPONSES ARE CONSISTENT REGARDLESS Of wH~rH~R tHE 

- "-.-'~.----""""'-'--'''''',-.jO.-'''--.''~ _____ ~'.' ___ .''_~J'''' ..... __ ........ _ ....... ,.. ... __ ._ ~ ____ ...... ,.., .. ' ... __ ~_ .. -, ..... t- ..... " .... 
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QUESrIONS WERE PHRASED IN POslrtVE OR NEGATIVE TERMS. 

PROBLEMS: 

CHRONIC HEALTH 
EPISODIC HEALTH 
ATTENDANCE 
DISCIPLINE 
SPECIAL EDUCATIO~ 
ACADEMIC PROBLEMS 
BEHAVIOR PPOBLEMS 

lABLE 15 

P~RCENTAGg OF StUD~NT PROBLEMS RA1ED MODERATe 
OR 

SE~IOUS BY NURSES AND COUNSELORS 

NURSES NURSES COUNSELORS 
VICTl~S COMPARISONS VICTIMS 

28 
41 
28 
40 
37 

** ** 

19 
21 
19 
25 
16 

** ** 

25 , 

24 
20 
34 
63 
41 

C(lUNSELORS 
COet.I?ARISON5 

7 
15 
13 
33 
25 

*COUNSELORS DIDN'T DISCRIMINATE eETwEEN ~PISOD!C AND CHR0NIC·~~ALTH. ** NURSES DIDN'T RATE ACADEMIC AND BEHAVIOR PROBLEMS. 

WHILE THE ABOVE ANALYSIS CONSIDERS ITEM RATINGS INDIVIDUALLY, WE ALSO 

CONSTRUCTED A COMPOSITE VARIABLE OF STUDENT SCHOOL ADJUSTMEh1 aAS~D ON THE 
"' 

RATING OF ALL ITEMS, BY 80TH NURSES AND COUNSELO~S. THE co~paSlTi VARIABLE 

SCHOOL ADJUSTMENT INCLUDES NOT ONLY ACADEMIC ACHIEVE~~NT aUT ALSO 

PEER/SOCIAL, PHiSICAL HEALTH AND E~OTIONAL SIABILIt~. TABLE 16 PRESENTS 

SCHOOL ADJUSTMENT DAtA ON 102 VICTIMS RATED 8Y EITHEF SCPOOL NURSES O~ 

COUNSELORS, AND INDICATES THAT kOUGHL~ 21% OF VICTIMS FtATEO 

wELL-ADJUSTED ~ITH NO PP08LEMS NOtED ON ANY DIMENSION. ~E dAVE C~LLED 

THESE VICTIMS "HIGH ACHIEVERS". THE Se:CO~D AND THIRD CQLII~NS REPFtE.Se:NT 

THOSE ~HTH MIXED ANO NEGATIVE ~~TINGS, RESPECTIVELY, 1\,1[' REQUIRE 501~E 

~NTERPRETArION. THE LARGEST PROPORTro~ OF VICTI~S, 59%, F~LL IN T~~ 

CATEGOR~ OF M1XED RATINGS, ALlHOUGH MAN! Of THEM ~AY HAV~ BiEN RAT~O AS 

HAVING SERIOUS PROBLEMS ON O~E OR MORE DIMENSIONS. (WE FEEL THIS CAtEGORY 

NEEDS REDEFINITION TO MORE PRECISELY IOEHTIFY K~ICH OF THESf HAVE SEVERAL 

SERIOUS PROBLEMS). THE FINAL CATEGORY Of LOW ACHIEVERS, 22~f AEC€lVED NO 

POSITI'VE RATINGS. 

t « 
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HIGH 
ADJUSTMENT 

21~ 
(N=21) 

TABLE 16: COMPOSITE RATINGS OF SCHOOL 
ACHIEVEMENT BASED ON SCHOOL RATINGS 

~IXED 
RA!INGS 

58'% 
(N=59) 

Lm~ 
ADJUSTMENT 

22' 
(N=22) 

WE BELIEVE THE 21% RATED AS "POSITIVE ACHIEVERS" MEFIT fURTHER STUDY 

TO IDENTIFY INTERVENING OR MITIGATING fACTORS wHICH MA~ HAVg MINIMIZED tHE 

NEG4TIVE IMPACT OF VICTIMIZATION ~~D/OR THE PAMILY CONTEXT IN W~ICH IT 

OCCURRED. XABLE 17 PRESENTS SOME PREL1MINAR~ DATA CONT~ASTING fH~SE "~IGH 

ACHIEVERS" TO "LOW ACHIEVERS" ON K~OW~ DIMENSIONS. .. 
TABLE 11 8HO~S THAT 

• HIGH ACHIEVERS WERE MORE LIKELY TO BE FE~ALE, OLDER AT THE TI~E Of AiPORTED 

VICTIMIZATION, AND HISPANIC OR ANGLO. THEY wE~E LESS LIKELY to eE ABUSE 
• 

VICTIMS, TO HAVE A PETITION FILED, OR TO HAVE A PRIOR REPOFTED INCIDENT. 

IT APPEARS THAT THE HIGH ACHIEVERS MAY BE THE LESS SERIOUS CASES, BUT WE 

A~E CONTINUING OUR ANALYSIS Of SCHOOL/SOCIAL ADJUSTMENT TQ OliFiRENfIA1E 

THE LESS VULNERABLE, AND to COMPARE THEM TO NON-VICTIMIZED COUNTiRPARTS. 

THE RgSULTS OF THAT AftALYSIS WILL BE INCLUDED IN FUtURE ~EPO~TS. 

TABLE 17: CHARACTERISTICS OF HIGH ACHIEVERS VE~SUS LOW ACHIEVERS. 

HIGH LC~ 
j. ACHI5:VERS ACHIEVERS 

1i 
\1 

~ 
! 
I 
\ 

I 

~ 
i 

. 

l!~2~ ~e ~IC~J~IZa~lO~ 
ABUSE 17% 
NE:GLECT 23 
MOLESTATIONS 23 

"E ,~ SEBaS~I~ ~~Cl~~LZA~laB 
12 AND UNOER 20% 
ABOVe. 10 24 

.sE,X 
MALE 17% 
FEMALE 24 

aA.c:.s: 
ANGLO 24% 
BLACK 16 
HISPANIC 30 

CASE O~~SI~~Q~ ~l! 1~~~~I~JIIO~: 
FILED/NO INVESTLGATION 33% 
INVE~rIGATED/CLOSED 21 

, PETITION FILED 9 

aalaa I~ClDf~~~: 
NONE 
PRIOR 

27% 
14 

24% 
26 
13 

24~ 
16 

22% 
22 

19% . . 
30 
10 

6% 
26 
37 

11% 
35 

A NUMBER OF AUTHORS HAVE SUGGESTED THAT tHE RELATI~~SHIP BET~£E~ 

SOCIO-ECONOMIC STATUS AND REPORTED VICTIMIZATION MAY BE ARTIFACTUAL, SINCE 
. 

LOW SES FAMILIES (PARTICULARLY THOSE RECEIVING wELFARE AID) MA~ B~ ~ORE 

SUBJECT TO SCRUTINY BY PUBLIC AGENC1ES. CONVgRSELY, AN~ FO~M O~ DEVIANCE 

IN MORE AfFLUENT FAMILIES IS ~ESS VISI8LE TO PUBLIC AG~NC1ES. wHIIJE 

VICTI~IZATION ~EP08TED TO OFFICIAL AGENCIES ~Ar REPFESENT O~LY A SMALL 

FRACTION Of ACTUAL INCIDENTS, REPORTED INCIDENTS ARE WHAT CONSTITUTE THE 

"INtERVENTION CASELOAD OF PUBLIC AGENCIES, AND MERIT STUDY FOR THAT REASON. 

wHILE RECOGNIZING THE LI~ITATIONS Of STATISTICS SASED ON REPORTED 

CASES WE NEVERTHELESS COULD NOT DENY THE MASSIVE eVIDENCE LlN~[NG 

COOPERATING AGEHCI!S TO tHE SA~E FAMILIES. EA~lY IN TH~ PROC~SS OF 

~~.. ..... .. .... ! .... ..;, I • 4~. 1'"''''' <.- .. , ..... " ........... '" - -. .. _ .. _ ... , .... to .... _ .... __ !". , ... , - ........... ".,~. 
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COLLECTING DAtA FFOM CAFE FILlS Of COOPERATING AGENClgS, ~i 

SUBJECTIVE IM~RES5IONS THAT MANY or THE VICTIM fAMILIES IN ou~ SAMPLI 

FORMED 

wEf.(E 

KNOw~ EXTENSI~ELY TO SEVERAL COOPEAATIN~ AGENCIES FOR 

~H!SICAL, SOCIAL, FINANCIAL AND E~OTI0NAL PR08LMES. 

DISCUSSION: FAMILIES WITH MULTIPLE PROBLEMS 

THROUGHOUT THE PRECEDING ANALYS£.S HAVE 

" " 

• H v AiUEl'Y OF 

FOUND 

SOCIO-ECONOMIC STATUS AN IMPORTANT CUNTROL YARIAelE. ~H1Lg RECOGNIZING iHE 

POSSIBLY ARTIFACTUAL NATURE OF DATA RECORCED B~ PU8LIC AGENC1[S, INCLUDING 

THE GREATER VISIBILITY OF FINANCIALL~ DEPENDENT FA~ILIES, wE ALSO FORMED 

SUBJECTIVE I~PRESSIONS GLEANED FROM CASE FILE NARRATIVES. AN EARLIER 

REPORT OBSERVED THAT MANY O~ ~l ~ THE VICTI" FAMILIES IN OUR STUO~ SAMPLE 

APPARENTLY RECEIVED MULTIPLE SERVICES FRC~ A VARlET! CF ~OOPgRAT!NG 

AGENCle;s. 

THE BACKGROUND SEC~ION REPORtED OTHER AUfHORS ~HO HAVE FREQUeNfLX 

NOTED RELATIONSHIPS a€t~EEN SCCIO-ECGNO~IC S1ATUS AND VlCtIMIZAtION. 

GIOVANNONI, PURVINE AND aaCERRA (1979) ~EPO~T THAI "THE EXTFtvT Of SOC H~L 

OEV IAL~CE IN tHgSE FAMILIES (THE VICTIMIZING FAM1LIES STUDl£O) WAS 

EXTAAORDINARILY HIGH". THEY CONCLUDE tHAT: "IN A GOOD FROPORTIOh OF 

PROTECTIVE CASES, CtiILO. ~lSTREATMENT DOES Nqr OCCUR IN ISOLAflON FRO~ OTH~F 

FORMS or SOCIAL DEVIANCE". 

l", ~_, .. .. '_._ .... I_~ ... ,. •• ". __ ... _. _ __ ........... ' ., ..... _,.' ..... 
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AFTER EXAMINING iARLLER LITERATURE B~ GEISMAR, POLANSKI, A~D ANDERSON AND 

SHAEFER ON SOCIALLLt DISORGANIZEO f~MILIES, wE DECIDeD TO PILOT-tEST rdE 

CONCEPT OF FA~lLIES WIfH MULTIPLE SOCIAL PR08LEMS, IN cOh~£CrION H1TH 

TRACING THE DISPOSITIONS OF 1978 VICTI~LZATION INCIDENTS. 1'0 DEtERMlNE 

CASE OUTCOMES WE READ SOCIAL HISTORIes IN CASE FILES MAINTAINED BY jHE 

PROBATION DEPARTMENT. THESE RECORD CH~CKS ~E~E CONFINED to 33 CASES IN 

WHICH CRIMINAL CHARGES WE~E SOUGHT, MOST OF WHICH INVOLVEO MOLESTAtION 

INCIOENTS. 

THESE FAMILIES HAD A VARIET~ OF DIFFICULTIES--ONE HAO A~ AUTISTIC 

". CHILD, ONE VICTIM WAS BORDERLINE RETAFDED, ONE SIeLING WAS HOSPITALIZED FOR 

INTENSIVE PSYCHIATRIC TREATM€NT, ONE MOTHER WAS A SEVERE EPltgPTIC AND ALSO 

UNDERGOING PSYCHIATRIC TREATMENT, A~OTHER ~OTHER ATTEMPTED SUICIDE, AND 

SEVEAAL REPORTED BIRTHS OUT OF WEDLOCK. 

THE PERPETRATORS THEMSEL~ES SUFFERED NU~EROUS P~08L£MS •• SEVEN OF tHEM 

WERE UNEMPLOYED, AND €Le:Vg~ MORE wERE IN SERIOUS ~INANCIAL ClfflCULtY (ONg 

DUE TO EXCESSIVE GAMBLING). PREVIOUS CRIMINAL RECORDS ~ERE ~F.COROEO FOR 18 

OF THE 33, AND 16 wERE DIVORCED OR SEPARATED. FOUR Uf THE PEcPETRAIORS HAD 

ATTEMPrED SUICIDE, T~O MO~E HAD THREATENED TO DO SO, AND FIVE OTHE~S HAD 

SEVERE EMOTIONAL PR08LEMS. MEDICAL DIFfICULTIES PLAGUED 10 OF lHE MEN, fCR 

EXAMPLE, ONE HAD AMPUT~TED LEG, AND ANOTHER HAD A SEIHOUS hEART 

CONDlrrON. EIGHT HAD PROSLEMS WITH DRUGS OR ALCOHOL. 

WITH REGARD TO VIOLENCE--16 HAD BEATEN tBEIR WIVgS ~ND fOUR HAD 

ASSAULTED GIRLFRIENDS AS ~ELL. ONE OF rHE ~gN NOT ~NLI ASSAULtED HIS wIfE, 

SUT ALSO THREATENED TO KILL HIS MOTHEA-IN-LAW AND A FEMALE N~IGH~OR IF TH~~ 

REPORTED HIS MOLEsrATION. CASES SUCH AS THESE wEAE RELATIVELY COMMON AMONG 

~ .... '~- .... ~., ............ "·"'.'''~Oi_.'~' , .... .. p.,. ..... I, " .... " .... ~'*" ... f i.' ..... 1.\., " , • , 
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THE FAMILIES WHOSE FILES WE REVIEWED. 

ALTHOUGH OUR PILOT-TESt OF THE CONCEPT OF MULtl-PR06L~M 

LIMITED TO tHOSE CASES IN WHICH CRIMINAL CHARGES wERE SOUGH1, 

r AtHLU.S wAS 

'hit:. DArA ARE 

CONSISTENT WITH EARLIER STUDIES OF DISO~GANIZED FAMILIES. THE DATA SrlOULD 

NOT 8E INTERPRETED to SUGGEST THAT ALL VICTIMIZING FAMILIES HAVE MULTIPLi 

PROBLEMS, SINCE wE REVIEweo ONLY THE MOS'! SERIOUS DISPOSITIONS. 

FURTHERMORE, GIOVANNONI ET At DISTINGUISHED A MINORITY CF vrCTrMIzI~G 
, 

FAMIL1ES "IN MORE COMFORTABLE CIRCUMSTANCES". OUR ~~N DATA INDICATE tHA! 

ONE-QUARTER OF OUR STUOY FAMILIES HAD NOT RECEIVED WELFARE AID. 

THE RELATIONSHIP 8ETWEEN SOCIa-ECONOMIC StATUS, FAMILY STRUCTURE, 

SOCIAL DEVIANCE AND SOCIAL STRESS ASSOCIATED WITH CHILD VIcrI~IZATION ARE 

COMPLgX AND INTERRELATED AND WILL BE DISCUSSED FURTHER IN FUTURE REPORTS. 

SUMMARY: CONCULUSIONS: 

SUM~AR!Z!NG tHE MAJOR FINDINGS REPORTED ABOVE, wE HAVF. DEMONSTRATED 

THAT: 

el) VICTIMIZED CrlLLORg~ FREQUENTL~ ~AKE POO~ SOCIAL lOJUSTMEhrs IN 

SCHOOL, COMPAREO TO rHEIR NON-VICTIMIZED COUNrER~A~IS. 

(2) VICTIMS OF CHILO MALTREATMENT ARE MOAE LIKELY TO ACQUIl1€ 

DELINQU€NT A~O CAIMIN~L RECOROS THAN THEIR NON-VICTIMIZED COU~TgAPARTS, Bur 

THIS ABLATIONSHIP Dl~LNlSHES ~riEN SOCIO-ECONOMIC SIA1US IS CONTROLLED. 

(3) SOCl0-gCONO~IC StATUS IS AN IMPORTANl CONTROL ~AHIA8L~ IN 

~.~ --~ • •••• 0 .. 111. -- ..... ;" .. , ...... -." •• -., __ ~~ .. __ •• ~ •• _,....; ..... ~, __ •• __ ....... "" ""' ___ , ...... _ ................ ____ <WI ." .. , •• /ii". 100;.. '" 
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UNOERSTANDING" FACTORS ASSOCIArEO ~ItH CHILO VICTIMIZATION. wHILE 73% OF 

VICTIM FAMILIES ~ER~ OF MAFGINAL !CONO~l~ StArus, TBE PEMAl~lNG 27% wE~€ 

FINANCIALLY INUgPEND~NT AT THE TI~E OF 1HK STUD!. 

(4) PILOT DATA DERIVED FFOM SOCIAL HIStOR! NARRATIVES ON 33 CASES 

RECEIVING THE MOS! SERIOUS DISPOSITIONS, S~O~ fHAT THESE FA~£LIES S~FFERED 

A VARIETY OF SOCIAL, Pij¥SlC~L, EMOtIONAL AND FAMILY DIFFICULtIES. 

CO~CEPT OF SOCIALLY OISORGANIZED, MULTI-PROSLEM FA~ILIES IS AN APPROPFIAIE 

DESIGNATION FOR THIS SUSSET. HOWEVER, THE MORE SERIOUS DISPQSlTION COULD 

HAVE ~ESULTED rROM A LONG BIStORY OF CHRONIC PROSLE",S. 
0 0 

(5) SOME POSITIVE ACblEVING VICTIMS SHO~ED ~O INDICAtIONS OF NEGATIVE 

SOCIAL ADJUSTMENT OR I~PAIRED ACADEMIC ACHIEVEMENT, DESPItE tHE REPORTED 

VICTI"'IZATION. 

(6) VICTIM FAMILIES HAD A HIGH FATE OF FESIDENTIAL MOeILITK, AS 

EVIDE~CED BY SCHOOL ENROLLMENT RECORDS. 

WE INTERP~ET THESE DATA TO ~EAN TdE FOLLOWING: 

C 1 ) THE APPAReNT ASSOCIATION 8El"tJEEN SOC I (J .. e: C a l~ c t.11 C SCATUS, 

VICTIMIZATIOIIJ ~~O REPETITION OF VICTIMIZAtroN P~GSAdLY PEFL[C~S ThE ENTIRE 

J ,FAMILY SOCIAL CO~TEXT AND SOURCES OF ADDITIONAL 50CrA~ STRESS. 

1 

INADE.QU4T£ 

ECONOMIC RESOURCES, FAMILY I.NSTABIL.U~ AND CONFLICT, SI~GLE·PARENr ANO 

~ DISRUPTEO HOUSEHOLDS ARE FREQUE.NTLY CITED IN THE LITERATURE AS SOURCES OF 

SOCIAL STRESS LINKED TO CHILD VICT1MIZATION. IT IS NOT SBS 50 MUCh AS THe 

I ENTI~E FAMIL~ bISQRGAN!ZATION, OF WHICH MARGtNAL ECONOMIC S1A"ruS MAx BE 

ONL~ ONE FACTOR~ wHICH SHOULD BE THE FOCUS OF ATTENTIO~. 

............ :'_ ••• 40_ ... ~ .• _, •• ~ .,t., ... '"' '. 
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(2) THE LONG-TE~M NEGAlrV€ CORfi£LATES Of VICTIMIZATION t D~N'r H reo IN 

THIS STUDr CAN BEST BE UNoeRSTOOD AS PRODUCIS OF THF ENTIRE FA~lLY 

DISORGANIZATION, NOf JUST AS CONSEQUENCES OF THE VICTIMIZATION INCIDeNfS, 

PER SE. 

(3) IT FOLLOWS LOGICALLY, THAT SERVICE P"OGRAMS AIMEn ~ARfiOwL~ AT 

PARENTAL VICTI~IZING BEHAVIOR wOULD BE EXPECTED TO Be LESS SUCC~SSFUL IN 

REDUCING VICTIMIZATION AHD ITS N~GATIVE "CORRELATES, THAN INTERVE~TION 

STRATEGIES WHIC~ CONSIDER THE ENTIRE FAMILY MILIEU AND THE SITUATIONAL 
•• 

CONTEXT IN WHICH CHILO MALTREATMENT OCCURS, 

(4) LITERATURE ON SOCIALL~ DISORGANIZED FAMILIES 11TH CfiPONIC, 

MULTIPLE PROBLEMS PROVIDES LITTLE. REASON FOP" OPTIMISM IN ACHIEV ING 

SHORT-TERM CHANGE IN SUCH FAMILIES. RATHER, ADDITIONAL SUPPOPT SERVICES 

AIMED AT THE V~LNERABLE CHILDREN iN SUCH FA~lLIES ~A~ ~E ESSE~TIAL TO 

ASSU~E POSI11VE SOCIAL ADJUSTMENTS, WHILE CONtrNUl~G LONG·TKQ~ INfERVENTIGN 

STRATEGIES AIMED AT STRENGTHEHING tHE FAMIL~ UN!l ~NO/O~ ENHANCING 

PARENTING SKILLS. 

wE BELIEVE rHAT SCHOOL-SASED SETTiNGS MA~ PROVIDE THe ~nST APPROP~!AT[ 

AND LEAST STIGMATIZING INST1TUTION FOR SUPPORTIVE SERVIC~S 'ro VULNERABLE 

,CHILDREN AND THEIR FAMILIES. SUCH SERVICES SHOULD UTIL'Z~ INT&~-AGENC~ 

COOPERATION AND MULrl-DISCIPLINAR~ PROFESSIO~ALS, AND BE P~OVIO€D IN THe: 

CONTEXT OF SE~V!CES APPROPRIATE FOR ALL PARENTS A~D CHILDREN IN €NHANCING 

POSITIVE DEVELOPMENT, ~ATHE~ THAN IDENrIFIED "PROBLEM" CnILOREN A~D 

PARENTS. TliIS RECOMMENDATION HAS eEEN FUR'tHER ElAe.ORATElJ IN OTHeR REPOfHS • 

........... '" --.'" '" -- ' ............ ~-,--.- - ---,...- ... ,..._ .... ""'" .... _ .. - - ... """" .... _- -,.. ..,.. .. ,--.......... .., ..... , - ... ". ~-- - ....... -.- ---~''''_''.'''''f''.''·. " . *_ ~ ......... ~ .. e .-. ' :-..,...~~::#;!t;'-~;:!:':';;'lt~ 
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(5) THE EVIDENCE THAT SOME POSITIVE ACHIEVIHG VICTI~S SlJfiVIVE 
, 

VICTIMIZAtION AND TH~ ATTENDANt FAMILX CONtEXT WITH NO ~!CQHDED NEGAfIVE 

CONSEQUENCES SUGGeSTS THE PR!SENCE,OF ~ITIGATING FACTORS, Al lEAST IN SOME 

CASES. FUBTHER STUOI IS NEEDED TO DErERMI~E fAMILt CONT~XT VARIABLES, 

INTEBVENTION STRATEGIES AND OTHER CASE VARIABLES WHICH MAY HAVE INSULATED 

THESE CHILDREN FROM NEGATIVE CONSEQUENCES. 

(6) THE HIGH RATE OF GEOGRAPHIC MoerLttY AMONG VICTI~IZING FAMILIES 

SUGGESTS THE NEED FOR TRACKING FROM PREVIOUS GEOGRAPHIC LOCAflON TO NEW 

RESIDENCE. RATES OF REPEAt VICTIMIZATION APE KNOWN TO ~E SERIOUS 

UNDERESTI,..ATES, DUE • • TO INADEQUATE IDENTIFICATION AND ~EPOHTrNG, aUT THESE 

DIFFICULTIES APE fURTHER COMPOUNDED a~ HIGH GEOGRAPHIC MOBILl'r~. 

IN CONCLUSION, WE ARE GRATEFUL TO NCCAN AND CaOPERATING AGE~CIES FOR 

THE OPPORTUNITY TO dAVE CONDUCTED rHIS STUDY. wE HOP' IHAt rHE FINDINGS 

PRESENTED wILL CONTRIBUTE TO 1HE OEVELOPMENI OF' SlJCCgSSFUL 

INTERVENTION STRATEGIES AND ~ILL STI~ULATE OTH~R RESEARCH~~S TO CONTINUE 

SEEKING ANSWERS TO CHALLENGIN~ QUESTIONS. wE WILL CONTINUE TU R~PORT ON 

I FURTHER ANALYSIS OF THE ABOVE DATA IN FUTURE PAPERS. 
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