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Prrraxen BTATEMENT or Wrerer G. BRocax, AsB0CIATE PROFESEOR OF POLITICAL
EcrERcE AND UEBAN AFFAIRS, WoETHWESTERN UNIVERSITT

THE FEAR OF CLIME AMONG THE ELDERLY
Introduction

An ersminetion of exisiiug evidence regardieg the fear of crime in America
seems to indieate elearly that the elderly bear the heaviest perchological costs
of crime. Today, I would first like to review briefly what we know obout the
magnitude of the problem. This will entail a comparieon of levels of feRr AmMOLRE
the elderly and other age Eroups, an analvsis of what special kinds of crime
appear to be most fenred by aged Americans, end &N expmination of high-fear
gubgroups within the uldest sepment of the population. I would then like to
address the guestion of why the ellerly seem to be so fearful of crime. While
the issue is complex, I think a simple sumMmary answer can be found: the aged
fear crime because they have fewer resources for eoping with victimization
and ite conseguences. Finally, I will sddress briefly the guestion of what 18
to be dope. The evidence on “what works" i skimpy, and I ean report reliably
only on what is being dome rather than the efectiveness of those Programs.
However, even that information may be suggestive, for it indicates that much
eurrestly is not being done to help the elderly cope with vietimization and its
aftermath.

The Problem of Fear

Evidence about the magnitude of the fear-of-crime problem primarily is to
be found in sample surveys conducted by eocial scientists” Their data is remark-
ably congruent on the point at hand. It is clear that the elderly &re more anxzions
and fearfol sbout crime than any other 8ge group in the American populatinm.
TWhen asked in Various surveys how spfe they feel on the streels of their own
peighborhoods, anywhere from 40 to 60 percent of elderly respondents indicate
that they feel “very unsafe” percentages far higher than those of other age -
groups. Our recent survey at Korthwestern indicates that those oOver SINTF
report “dangerous places” to be avoided which are much cleser to home than thoge
'b-othe?.u; other groups; in Philedelphis, those places averaged only two plocks
ATWAY -
ot surprisingly, the glderly are more likely than others to report changes, in
their activity patterns because of fear of crime. LEAA's EUTveYS {ndicate that
the elderly are more likely to change their behavior in &ll of the big cities ther
povered, and studies in Hartford end Philadelphia document that ther are fur
less likely to go out after dark for walke or for amusement.

Tinally, the elderly themselves often rate erime among the most sarions of
the problems they face. In Louis Harris' well-known gurvey of the CONCerns of
the elderly, they ranked eriminal ectimization first—even above health—uon
the list.

1t iz important to note, however, that the coneerns of the elderly seem to be
focused on particulor types of vietimization. Their fears are not indizeriminant,
trot revolve around personal attack. Ay analysis of three SUrvers which were
eondneted in Hartford, Eansis Ciry, and Philadelphia, suggests that the elderly
are disligetively worried ahoot assinlts oo their person rather than property
offenses, and that they are often less bothered by other things than are }ounger
adults.

In the Hertford surves, for exsmrile, respondents were asked how “rorried"”
thes were aboul TArions sorts of victimization. In that city, the glderly were
among the lenst worried about borglary, We found in our Philadelphie survel
that the elderly were no more likels than others to think that berglary i 4
“hiz meighborbood problem” Io both eities respondents were asked 10 estlmate
their “risk™ of being burglarized, and in both they fell below the mean. In Ransne
CirF, they were Lhe least Wkely of all ape gronns to think that it was sprobable”
that they wonld be victimized by burglars

1 A prief descriprion of sume of the daix enplpred eepeclally for this report is appended
to mT tesHmony.
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This should be no surprise, for the Hartford data demonstrate that the elderly
are much more llzely to be at home both dnring the dav and at night, aod some-
one being at home is the best deterrent of burglarr,

ot enrprising iz the relative tolerance or jack of extreme concern offen eX-
pressed by the elderly about general conditions in thelr neighborhoods, When
asked about things which generally are presumed to indicate & decling in the
level of publie order in the eommunity, the elderly fn two cities survered were
the Jeast concerned about them of any age group. In Hertford, respondents to
the surves were asked to rank *how big & problem” were drunhs, leenagers on
the streets, prostitutes, and the use and sale of drugs, in their neighborboods, The
elderly were less rapid than others to label theee “hig problems,” and ther were
also legs concerned ADOUL the properly crimes of burglory and auto theft. The
same general pattern holds in Philadelphia, which we recently sorvered bF
telephone. ’

When it comes to crimes of violence, however, fhe elderly no longer fall in the
wecs roncerned” column. When resking neighborbood problems, the elderly were
as likely as everrone else to think that robhery, holdups of stores, and assaults
were blg neighborhood problems, and when asked about their own condition they
were distinetly more concerned. The elderly fear personal attack.

For example, when asked in Kansag City “how probable” it was that ther
would e robbed and assaulted in their neighborboods, the elderly were maost
likelr to give themselves a substantial chance of being attacked. This was
especially true of robberies and gssaults “doring the dar,” & time when most
people feel relatively secure, Ther were also the maost likely te report a high
probability of home invasion. Similar questione were agked in Hartford about
“how worried” Tespondents were about street erimes, and the elderly again
placed themselves highest on the list

This is doubtless whr the city victimization survers sponsnred by LEAA rank
the elderly az the most fesrful rroup in major clties The attitudinal component
of tue LEAA questionnaire a=zks ouly one question measuring fear, and it refers
gulr to gtreat erime. This analysis of other survers suggests that the fear-of-crime
jsone ie more comples. We know that the special fears of the elderly are rather
anarrowls focused, rather than reflecting omnibus concern, 2nd that not evers
crime problem of the elderly iz n distinetive one.

e al=o know that the fears of the elderly in thiz area are relatively inde-
pendent of other, related concerns. The fear of erime smong the elderls does
not simply reflect a general suspicion or diztrust of others, or any presumed
dissatisfaction with social change among the aged. In a detailed anelrsis appended
to thie testimony I argue that fear of crime among the elderly is distinet from
nther related concerns, and note that they are in faet offen the most trusting of
all age groups. Their fear of crime ig spectul aud unigue, as it is for other age

Zroups.

The analrsis plso suggests that fear of parsonal attack is not simply & guestion
of ace. Almost every surver that asks about personal Tietimization finds a larfe
and highly signifieant jump in levels of fear at about age 60, This increase 15
ponlinear. Being older does not affect fear in any smooth fashion rather, being
old §s what counts,

Al fiual polnts about the magnitude of the problem concern subgroups within
the elderly population. While ther are as a group mere fearful than others, eome
among the elderly hear the Leaviest psrebological burdens. They are, not sar-
prisinglr, blacks, women, and the poor.

The following graph charss the distribution of fear of street crime in five of
the cities snrrered Uy LEAA. 1t contrasts the population ae o whole with those
sulygroups, illastrating both levels of fear amoug the elderly sud Lhe demographic
ecorrelates of high levels of fear within age groups.
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These data reflect typical fndings rerarding fear of personal attack among
gubrronps. Amoeng the elderly, the larpest discrepancies are found along racial
lines, with the black aped reporiing subslantially more fear than whites, The
next strongest are sex differences, then inrome effects, The small gap between all
elders and those in the low income CAteg0ry ghowen in the graph does pot indicate
that ipeome differences are pot impOriant wmong the elderlr ; rather, §0 maor
of them fall in the low income category that they predominate in the over-all
firure as well

These findings suggest important point abont the elderly as a status 4g
opposed to an age groug. Throughout, T deal wlth the elderly as a group of people
prer the sge of siXTF O cixtr-Ave, Howerer, people in thelr later rears have
mmtiel in common other than their age. The elderly ag o group are, for example,
mucl more beavily female thio the gemeral population (for men tend in our
gociety to die off more rapidly than women b, apd their incomes are gubstantially
lower than those of other gFToup= of ndulis. Becguse of changes in the edueational
srstem, they also are much less lisely than thoze im younger caterories to have
gone to college, or even to have sraduated from high sehool. More of them than
other adults live alone, and o dispropertionate number are found in institufions,
public honsing. and high-rise dwellings. Many of these factors are things which
individnally are related (o bigh levels of fear in the population asa whole. Among
the elderly ther are prerconcentrated and gver-lapping features of lfe. I call
thiz an “aggregation effect™ ; that is every age group 18 a characteristic conglom-
erate of demographic fentures. Some of these features (such as education levels)
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reflect generetional effects, and others (such as the sex ratlo) reflect biosocial
processes. Among the aged, soclal and biological forees combine to aggregate to-
gether 8 number of sirongly fear-reluted e counditions

Finally, it i important to note the extent to which the fear of crime {5 con-
centrated in big clties. A recent national surver by the National Opinion Reseerch
Center enables ns to break down copinlons by the place of residence of each
respondent, and that dats {llustrates the high levels of fear evidenced Dy the
wvrban elderly, In that 1976 surver, fully BD percent of all those over slXty Feors
of gre who lived in big cities indiested that there was “an asres right around
here" where they were “afrald to walk slone at night.” In the suburbs around
those cities that proporton dropped to 68 percent; it was 58 percent in outlying
towns and villages, and only 22 percent in rural areas, However, there was
nothing partienlarly distinetive about the fears of the urban elderly, for everr-
one's responses shifted in about the seme fashion. Further, If one examines
where the fearful elderly live one finds that the bulk of them, like most aged
Americans, do ot live in big cities. Fully one-half of the fearful elderly in that
national gurver lived in towne, villages, and roral places, and anotber twenty
percent In enburban areas. Br this measure, while the fear of crime among the
elderly is high in big cities, it is not distinctively o big eity problem.

Why Are the Elderly More Fearful of Personal Attock!

We kpow why the elderly are fearful of personsal crime: they ean get hurt, or
killed, and lose their valuables. The problem is, why are they so much moere
fearful than other age groups, for every ressonable study of the problem indicates
that the aged generally are the seme or even less Hkely than oibers Lo fall peey
to the very erimes which have been identified as constituting their major con-
cern? I recently compiled a list of 3% major clesses of reasons which have been
given to exrplain high levels of feer among the elderly. Some of the reasons given
fit existiog datas and explaln the distinctive fesrs of the elderly, and many dn
not. Most of those that do seem to be variations on a basic theme: the elderly
are more fearful because—eompared to other age groups—ther have fewer
resources for coping with vietimization end the consequences of crime.

The relatively low rates of victimization suffered by the elderly in personal
erime categories have been documented moet thoroughly in LEAAs victimization
surveys, The following table presents vietimizetion for major persomal crime
eategories, by age, for 1978, 1974, and 1975, There it cen be seen that only in one
category—purse snatching and picked pockets—are victimizations egnfferad L¥F
the elderly higher than (due to sampling error, they are really the sowe as)-
the population average. There, they still are less than those suffered by those*
in the high-rigk 16-24 category.

AGE AMD VICTIMIZATION RATES

hge cabegory
Total ES+ S0-64 3548 25-3 20-24 16-18 12-15

Purse snatching snd picked

kels:
pﬂfﬂa_____..._____ 1 13 14 2.0 .7 L6 4,1 21
N e e 31 a4 15 %E 2.6 1L L7 11
[ v ) A il 13 7 18 -] L3 113 1.0
&7 50 L4 £ 5.5 11.3 813 1.3
T.1 19 i1 55 1.0 167 11.3 12.7
(W W3 4.3 46 (] 10,8 o 11.4
4.7 3.4 1.8 16.2 2.6 %5 40 E 13,3
e 24,7 Lg 1.3 15.2 0.2 48,3 61 185
(13 | PR G-t 51 4 B8 158 .7 458 L1 Lt

Source: Criminal Yictimization in the United States, 1973-74 change reperl and 1974-7% change report (LEAR).

They also are extremely low, averaging only 2.8 per 1,040 persons, It also can
be spen here that vietimization rates among the elderly are not increasiog in
anF signifieant way : If aorthing, they most recently have declined.

Thie 1= not to digconnt the sicnificance of vietimization in generating fear, for
vicHms of personal erimes generally are more fearful than those who have not
recently been vietimized My research indieates that purse gnatching seemes to
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heve s substantial attitodinal impact upon its victime, and the relatively high
frequency of that crime among elderly women is an important problem. However,
none of these vicdmization rates are at all congruent with the magnitude of the
fear problem revealed by the same survers. In big cities, about two percent of
thoce nver siTty-five report that they have been robbed in the past year, yet &
majority indicate that they fee] nnsafe on the strests AL nighl

Tet me review briefly my srgument that & major canse of fear among the
elderly lies in their lack of resonrees—broadly  construed—to deal with
vietimization and its consequUences.

The elderly are poor. Compared to other age ETOURS, thelr family incomes are
low, making it diffienlt for them to replace etolen items, pay for damages, and
restore their lives Insurance does not help much, for they are among the least
likely (along with very young heads of households) to have insurance COVerige
of thelr losses

The elderly are physically more frail, and bhave special diffienlty recOVEring
from broken bones and other serious injuries. In fact, ther face the prospect of
never Tecovering, ‘They often are not very agile and suffer disabilities that make
it diffienlt to evade attackers or fend off those who might harass them.

Especially as they advapce in 4ge, the elderly are more likely to live alone
Thes have no one to share their fears with, no one to escort them, and no one
to take care of them If they are hurt. Those who live alone in the later Fears also
are overwhemingly female. They are ulreads the most fearfnl demographie
aroup, and this may compound their concern.

Largely because they are poor, frail, gnd alone, the elderly &re over-concen-
trated in nighrize dwellings and for public housing projects, which themselves are
envirenments of fear. They also are more ted to public transportstioz. ALl of this
reduces thelr contrel over the security of their environment. |

What Can Be Donet

This iz a difficult question, As I indieated 8t the outset, it is easier to report
an whet is being done than upon the effectiveness of those programe Currently,
the National Council of Senior Citizens is evalugting a number of services being
provided on an experimental basis to elderly erime vietims in six cities, and
part of their evalopation design includes an assessment of levels of fear in the
elderly population. Until their report is ont, there iz little sFetematic research
on program effectveness in this area Lo depend upon for policy recommendations.
However, existing data does indieate that the elderls do not appear to have any
distinctive problems relating te the delivery of police pervices, and our OWD
gurver in Philadelphia indicates the often low frequeney with which the elderly
there take simple precautions to prevent personal and property victimizatone
Together, these may Suggest some areas where It is, and is pot, fruitful to make
further investments in protecting the elderly against victimization. It should be
remembered, however, that the fear problem among the elderly seems largely
i be one of fear of the potential conscquences of perennal vietimization, It thus
geems likely that only dramatic and very improbable reductions in both erime
agaiost the elderly and the averall erime rete would have much of & effect on
attitudes in this area. More to the point might be programe gimed st reducing
the potential hardships impos=ed by victimization; that is, programe which target
on the ability of victims to recover from the erperiemce in as satisfaclory #
manner a5 possible,

Tne data which I have been able to mobilize which speaks to the question of
pilice service indicates uniformly that the elderly are the most satisfied of
all ame groups with the quality of that service LEAA's survers in the nation's
five largest cities indieate that the elderly were the most likely o rate police
performanece in their community A “good,” In Hartford, the elderly were most
likely to rate the police “job” in their neighborboods as satisfactory, they were
the most likels to think that the police treat people well and understand people’s
problems, and the most likely to agree that the police “Lry to do thelr best.”
The same could be reported based on the Police Foundation's sarves in Eansas
Citr snd San Diego. Finally, there iz no evidence that the elderly are unwilling
to turn to the police in the first place ; in LEAA's survers o fve cities, ther were
the most 1kely—if victimized—to report erimes Lo the police.

Thie high level of support for the police ghown by the elderly is not mirrored
in their own crimefighting exorts, however. Our reccot surves in Philadelphia
indicates that the elderly fall ¢t the average or below on med sures of the extent
to which ther attempt to Avoid personal vietimization and burglery, To the
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degres to which those strateples are efficacious, programs to encourage more
watehfolness may ineresse the actual security of the elderly and redoee their
chances of being victimized,

Regarding measures to reduce burglary, we find that the elderly are the lenst
1ikelr to be involved in property matking {“Operation Identification” ) profTams,
apd ther are the least likely 1o report thal they stop deliveries of newspapers,
ete., or pave nelghbors take them in, when theF are away from home. They are
only about average in their use of epecial locks and bars, and in their likelihood
of notitring the pollce or nelghbors wihen they are avway Irom home.

Turping to strategies for reducing personal victimizafion, we find that the
elderly are below average in their nse of peepholes or small windows to identify
pergone &t thelr duors, amd they are least likely to report attempting to avoid
danserous places in their neighborhioods when they walk. Ther are about on the
average on gquestions about how often they drive (or are driven) rather than
walk bevause of crime, and on the frequency with which they walk with escorts,
or others :

Finally, we find that the elderly are the least likely to be fnvolred in neighbor.
heod groups which are concerned abont erime. and are the least likelr to report
that they participated in any such group activities.

All of this suggests that there is considerable Toom for programs which nim
at decreasing the vulnersbility of the elderly to victimization, and in increasing
their contact with community efforts organized around crime. Mozt of the pro-
grams relevant here (but nope of their setual comsequences) are well knowm.
The phrsical security of many of the elderly could be upgraded by zoning laws
which require buzzers for apartment building entrance-wars and peepholes for
unit doore Weaknesses in individual security systeme could be loeated by home
nnd apartment security survers, which often are conducted by local police depart-
ments, The Mational Counecil of Senior Cltizens iz experimenting with programs
to provide new security to vietms, incloding changes in locks and doors and the
boarding up of damaged windows.

Programs also have been devised to encourage the elderly to take measures
to reduce thelr Tulnerability on the gtreet. These include both citizen edueation
programs, which give very conerete advice on izmes like how best to safeguard
one’s porse, and “Buddy Srstems” which facilltate the formation of pairs or
groups when the elderly must extensively use the streets or publie transportation.
Even the old iesue of the advisability of age-segregated as opposed Lo age
integrated houszing has been reised anew by the crime problem, It seems elear
thet, whatever their other adrantages, age-integrated housing—which generall¥
brings into juxtaposition the poor elderly and poor youthe—does not eneourage
a sense of eafery and security among elderly residents,

Finsllr, the low level of involvement of the elderly in crime programs indicates
that groupe and community orgapizations attempting to deliver informstion or
services to them have an open, if not particularly fertile, field in which te work.
The elderly tend to be less involved in everrthing, so this age differential is not
particularly sarprising. However, it is widely argned that one cause of fear of
crime among the elderly is that they have reduced sovinl contacts and thus fewer
opportunities to discuss their fears and soare their problems with others Oren-
nized groop activity thos might fill two functions in their lives. providing them
with information or services and reducing thelr isolation. .

Finally, these and other programs should have as their foeus not ooly crime
redoction, but the smerlioration of os many as poeeible of the bardships im-
posed by criminal Tictimization, once it hasz taken place. Fear of crime nmong
the elderly seems to be a fear of the patentinl conspquences of victimization., and
programs aimed at helping elderly vietims cope with those consequences mar
zo a long way toward reducing their anxiety alont those objectively rather rare
events, On the financial side. Professor Cook's testimony documented the extent
to which the elderly are mot covered by insurance when things of Talue are
srolen from them. Given their lew incones, even relativelr small Ingses of this
sort can impese great and perhaps permanent havds=hips AMare diffienit to deal
with are potentinl phrsles] injuries. Medicare programe will provide assistance
to the elderly who are phrsically injured during the enurse of o crime, but the
ferr of death, or of never fully recovering during the remainder of one's 1ife, will
remain a real one for them,
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APPERDIX . MAJ0E DaTs S0TECES ANALYTZED IX THE DI'RETARATION oF THIS
%l - TESTIMOXY

Most of the empirical claims made in this testimony are bosed upon mr apalyeis
of surver data archived at Northwestern University. Thie archive and the anal-
vsis wag supported in part by the Reactions to Crime Project of Northwestern's
Center for Urban Affairs, which is funded by the National Institute of Law En-
foreement and Criminal Justice, Law Enforcement Assistance Administration.

1 LEAAs City Victimization Surteys.—These survers were conducied in
Chicago, Detroit, Los Angeles, ¥ew Tork. and Philndelphia, early in 1974 by the
U.E. Bureau of the Censns. There were approzimately 50,000 respondents 10 venrs
of age and older interviewed in the atticudinal component of these survers alout
13 percent of them aged G3 and older. MF analvsis is based upon a 20 percent
random sample of the original data set. ) :

2. Northwestern University’s Philadelphio Svrcey—This surver includos in-
terviews with approximately 1.550 Philadelpbians. It was condueted by telephone,
with samples reached Ly random digit dizlivg, during the last three months of
1057, Approximately 15 perecent of the respondents were aged 60 and older, This
surver wag conducted br the Center for Tirhan Affairs, as part of its Reactions
to Crime Project (&ee above), ;

3. XORC National General Social Bnrvey —This surver was conducted fn 1976
by the National Opinion Hesearch Center of the Universitr of Chicago. It iz a
natienal survey with approzimately 1.550 respondents, 1% percent of whom were
azed 65 and older. - -

4. The Hartford Survey—This survey was conduocted during 1973 in Harr-
ford, Conmn, by the Surver Research Program of the Harvard,/M.I.T. Joint Cenrer
for Urban Studies It was the first wave of a surver to evaluate an LEAA
experiment in eovironmental design in that eity. There were 558 rezpondents, 17
percent of whom were aver sivtr-fira,

5. The Kansas City Eurvey.—This surver was sponsored by the Police Founda-
tien &s part of an evaluation of their Preventive Patrol Experiment in that eiry
in 1872, There were 1200 respondents in the wave of the survery I an:ulrzed,
45 percent of whom were OVeT sxty-five,

Appexpix: THE ISDEPEXDENCE OF TEE FEam oF CRInE FrouM OTHEE CoXxcrnys
ETATUE OF THE CONCEPT

While “fear of crime” is & household term in common use and a rhetorieal
phrase of considerable politics]l relevance, it iz not clear that it is a pspehological
construct of any particolar gignifieance. An important attitudinal domain, in
our view, is one that is relatively independent of other, related predispositions.
Thet is, unles= it hae wnique esuses and effects, it is undesirable to elevate o new
concept to lofty theoretical status This parsimenr is necessarr both to reduce
conceptual clutter and .to provide a standard for deciding priorities for pure
and policr-oriented research,

This criteria for asseszing attitudinal contructs iz partienlarls important in
the case of the elderly, for one rejoinder to the empirical observation that
meastres of fear of erime are strongly related to age iz that, as people gt older,
they become more fearful of “eversthing.” One version of this argument is gen-
erational—that the old. whose experiences are rooted in the past, find the present
less comfortable than the days when ther went primary socialization into Lasie
veluca, Thus, the old are always “oul of slep with the tlmes,” A B Tesnil, eTerry
opinion item asking if things are gettlng worse, or if some untoward trend i=
developing, will inevitably find more sopport among the elderlr. Becaunse sacietr
changes, ther may be right. Other versions of the argnment sre phrsiological—
because the elderly are more prone to physical frailty ther thread thelr war care
fully through their environment, and they always will be more likely 1o pereeive
risks eround them. It's a survial mechanism. While they mat be wrong. ther can-
not go easily afford the potential consequences of taking a chance, Finallr. some
versions of the argument are blological—because the elderly are near death,
many bave confronted the reality of their mortality. Unlike the roung, ther no
longer assume that nothing CAN DADDPED T0 them. i

One deducton from these arguments is that the fear of crime 1= oot 4 enme-
pletely-independent psychological trait. Hather, the fear of erime regictered in
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public opinion polls may be merely another manifestation of more fondamental
predispositions, incloding distrust, suspicion, and anxiety about change. And, be-
canse the elderly have many good reasone to evidence these predispositions, they
will regleter “high™ on their reactions to crime-related items. Following this
argument, responces indicating fear of erime simply ere outeroppings of other,
more fandamental perehologies)] traits,

If this is true, we should reject the widespread use of the concept “fear of
prime " Nelther its canszes nor its effects would be unique or distipct. In practical -
terms, this implies that crimes and crimerelated programs would have no strong
effect on fenr. In messurement terms, it implies that measures of fedr of crime
would faifl teste for discriminant validity.

This suggests a test for evaluating the fear of crime concept through an
exawination of leading indicators of it. Fellowing Campbell and Ficke (1859),
the otlity of 8 hypothesized trait can be rejected if measures of it have high
correlations with indicators measuring something else, suggesting the proposed
tratt s not distinct from others already well known and more generally useful?
In this case, our messure of fesr should be relatively unrelated to indicators
tapping snepicion, distrost, and anxisty about social change.

An appropriate vehlele for testing the diseriminant validity of one of the most
common fear-of crime ftems ie the 1976 General Bocial Survey. In that naton-
wide surver, respondents were asked o variety of attitudinal questions tapping
trust, suepicion, end anxiety about change. In addition, respondents were asked:

Iz there any artea right around here—that i, within a mile—where you would
be afraid to walk alone at night?

This {tem has been nsed in 8 nomber of survers of public opinion since 1965,
and elicite information abont respondents’ assessments of their cirenmstances
through its impact oo thelr daily lives. Note that the term “erime” is not used in
the item, mn omission that shonld favor the hypothesic that the item is not
independent of other concerns and fears

THELE 1.—THE RELATIONSHIP BETWEEN FEAR OF CRIME AND RELATED ATTITUDINAL MEASURES

Maultiphe B2 with o]l okher items, by age

Total
Likeri-Scale survey fems wmple 17-20 21-26 27-3 333 4040 5064 BS54

|5 there any ares right srcund bere—that is, within 1

mile—where you would be #raid to walk alone at

mipheF. - AN, po? €12 003 000 663 oo 0.05 004
Generally spesking, would you fhal most peophe

can be trusted or thet you can'l be too careful in

oeaking with pecple? i ol
Do you think mest peeple would try to take advaniage

E I#u if they got a cnance, or would they by o be

s A e o B s AT el
Would you say thal mostly of the lime peagle try to be

relpful, or thet they are mest just losking out for

-~ N JON- SR N -

J8 M o.®m .M B N1

gamarbon? TR TR - N « R | NS - - S -
Miost pesple dea't really care what happens to the

R A e B IO NS | N L |- RS | R S 1
I& spite of what gome peaple say, the bat of the sverage

man is peftiap worss, not bt = 5 1 S | S Q.| TR ) R - S . S |
Miembar of CASRE . - e e e em e e cmemesaa s L H2R 72 18 1l 1% 183 3d 138

Source: Compuied by the authors from the 1576 Genersl Soczal Survey,

Table 1 presents one megsure of the independence of thie leading fear-of-crime
megsure from other related indicators, it's covariation with them. Table 1 presents
the squered multiple correlatinn between each of &ix related Likert-scale mens-
ures from the 1976 survey, computed both for the sample &% f whole and for
each age sub-group. In general, other measores of trust, suspicion, and encial
change are mildly related to one another: the multiple H’e for those items AVETAEE
about .25 The fear of erime item ineluded in the survey clearly passes thie test
of its diseriminate validity, howerver. It i correlated only .02 with the remaining

1This {e in fact, what ther mesn by “trait” and withomt this definition thelr muoltd-
traft-mulimethod matriz technigne does not work, Thie definition implies thet the betero-

it/heternmethod diagonsl should be pearly tero; If it 15 oot the matriz becomes very
{fenlt to lnterpret
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five measores, and among the elderly this discrimination does not slgnifieantly

Alminish. Only among the youngest members of the sample are perceptions of

gime related in any snhetantial way to messures of trust, suspicion, and s0cial
ange.

Table 2 presents the distribution of these items, by age. Note that only the fear
\tem differentiates the elderly from other age groups, &nd tbatl vu several items
the elderly are among the most trusting of others. Note also tbat the relationship
between age and fear of crime in this data is not in any way linear, but shows
& Btep-level change at Age Go.

TABLE Z—AGE AND MEASURES OF FEAR, SUSPICION, DISTRUST AKD CAUTION

['n percent]
R Feonie Pecole Fenple Things Don't  Most don'l
(Crime) canmol be ke loak out geming  know whu  were sbout
Ape fearfu trusted  advamape  for selves warse o trust othert
pU g T S 45 B4 ) 58 EL o L1
Hm2E e [ L5 ED 63 LE] B2
ri - B S i 52 ! 1 57 B 53
fe N MY, L 53 k1l B2 E] 18 &
LT N ——— 4l I F3 47 Iy b -
) 45 L T 51 (2] .1 (3]
LUR T —— 54 ] = ' (3] 5 [ %]

Eayree: Camputed from the 1576 General Social Survey,



