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BACKGROUND ON BJS ACTIVITIES DIFFERENCES IN RAPE AND SEXUAL ASSAULT ESTIMATES DETAILS OF TWO PROJECTS

Purpose Why Do Self-Report Estimates of Rape and Sexual Assault Differ? National Research Council Committee on National Statistics
Challenges exist in the collecting of self-report data on rape and sexual assault. For almost two decades, there have been a number of . Context . Defitene of BrEst cueis diE . Focus and structure of Screeners Division of Behavioral and Social Sciences and Education
competing national estimates of the level and the change in level of rape and sexual assault. The official estimates of these crimes released . . . s g
by BJS and based on the National Crime Victimization Survey (NCVS) have typ|Ca||y been lower than estimates obtained from surveys * Populations » Reference periods e |dentification and classification of events Measurlng Rape and sexual AssaUIt In Bureau Of J“Stlce StatIStlcs HousehOId surveys
contracted for by other federal agencies and by private groups. For example, the National Violence Against Women Survey (NVAWS), sponsored _ _ S _ i - ] ] . i
by the National Institute of Justice (NIJ) and the Centers for Disease Control and Prevention (CDC) and conducted in 1995-96, estimated an These differences represent a public health versus criminal justice approaches to measuring rape and sexual assault. In July fojil’ ijs cr:rﬁeld an elx_pert panel fron;.the Natmna}lt Rt.est?arch Council ZCommIlttee orlltNatcllotnaI Stat|st|csd(tCN§;I';\'lt'z1 tobex:Imme
incidence rate for rape (counting multiple rapes) of 8.7 per 1,000 women aged 18 or older, compared with an incidence rate for rape (including Design Feature G corlclz]ez u:n anb t"_'e_ odo ohglcta t!sis:_ues surroun m.g St:)rvefy statistics on rape and sexual assault and to recommend to € bes
attempted rape) and sexual assault in the previous 12 months of 2.3 per 1,000 women aged 12 or older from the 1996 NCVS.? NISVS NVAWS NCWSV NWS (1st wave) NWS (2nd wave) NWS (drug-facilitated) NCVS methods for obtaining such statistics on an ongoing basis.
CDC—2010 Tjaden & Thoennes—2000 Fisher—1996 Kilpatrick—1989 Kilpatrick—1991 Kilpatrick—2006 ongoing _ ] ] ]
Some of the differences in these estimates result from more and less inclusive definitions of rape and sexual assault. The NCVS, for example, e o ROD "oP ket oo "oP FoP DD Student fistines Address frame Thet p?r? el dhaf.s .Ict).een ?iﬁed to review t.r,][ﬁ. Stf:;[ e of szlf-{ep(])crshm?\’ltgsgologge.s dwrih retzpect tt.o ra|1pe E;Ed dselxualfassault, m.aketI:ec.om.g\endatlogs
emphasizes felony forcible rape, while the National Women’s Study (NWS) employs a much more inclusive definition. Even when the surveys Mode cATl eAT eAT oAl cAT! cAT! CAPY, CATH In-person as OI ©de ]'cnt'hlon T these crimes VI\:C' |n te manada $ho © ! will  and 1aen Ty ker:)p |mad methodology for measuring the I|n0| encefan
use comparable definitions, however, the methodology used to elicit reports of these events can differ dramatically and produce very different Reference Period 3vemre Lietime Since the begiming of th fa Lietme Lietime Since September - pri\éa ence ? eie crtlmes usmtg_ tsed'rle_gor t:_surveysa _‘ﬁ panet wi OFg?nl_ZS] é\tWCf)_r dS' op and commlssm; gaperstatsh pr|n0|p|a meanfstr?
estimates of the incidence of these crimes. A number of discussions have taken place regarding the desirability of various survey design 12 months roe e roe rore e gathering information 1o support Its defiberations and will ISsue a report with Its findings and recommendations at the conclusion ot the
: . : . . . : . . 21-month study.
features, including sample design, screening strategy, reference period, bounding, cueing strategy, types of cues, context, and respondent Populations National oo College women National National National and college women romales (124)
selection. In addition, differing interviewing modes have been discussed, including telephone interviews in NVAWS, in-person interviews as in females (18 males (18+) females (15 females (159 He Males (12+) ch to the Panel Ti T
the NCVS, and more private, Audio Computer Assisted Self-Interview (ACASI) options like those used in the BJS-sponsored National Inmate context Health and injuries Personal safety Crime and safety Jgomen'sheatth Health Health and safety Crime arge to the Fane Imeline
Surveys of sexual violence among correctional populations. Hapernotuses Hepernotuses Fepernotused “Rape” not used reper notused Fepernotused Fepernotused » To consider a wide range of alternative self-report National Research Council
How are rape and sexual Directly from Directly from Screener cues & Directly from Directly from Directly from Incident report Survey deSignS tO mMmeasure the inCidence and prevalence Committee on National Statistics
The differences that arise from using different methodologies and surveying different populations have resulted in debate over the ideal assault classified? sereener oues sereener oues neident report sereener cues sereener cues sereener cues of rape and sexual assault and to recommend an
method for collecting s_,elf—rep.ort data on rape and sexual a_ssault.2 In addition, these di_fferences have resultgd_ in confusion among Cueing strategy s P SO L e oollee MO optimum design. July 2011 Project start date
stakeholders as to which estimates are more accurate. This debate has had the nega“ve consequence Of ra|s|ng doubts about the Behaviorally specific Behaviorally specific Behaviorally specific Behaviorally specific Behaviorally specific Behaviorally specific Short cues . . . December 8-9, 2011 First meeting of the panel
Self-l’eport methOdOIC)gy |tse|f . Rsyphological aggression . Sexu.al violence -+ Completed and att_empted - Completed and attempted . Sexualviolen_ce . + 2 out of 13 sections focus * Rape ¢ TO recommend Whether thIS OptImL.Jm deSIgn (See beIOW) June 5-7, 2012 Second meeting of the panel
.EEQQ?%?&;Z&‘?T&Z?&HES ggy.ktg' esaut .é';“r?p’?lé? ZE;”S&ZL%‘&Z? EE?‘J_Z'. ‘flé’ﬂéa?igko;fondnng ;SEZ?L{:;‘;‘%';‘F;%&IZZS"“g :E?]jiﬁi’j‘!: Z%iil_zfltvﬂe?cg + Other Sexual Assault can be incorporated into the on-going NCVS program P — e et of o o
- Coercive control and o Threa’rc]s of non-gphysical 0 Drt?g/alci/)hol involved sexual ’ ’ unwganted sexual violence and’ If SO’ hOW' Expected December 2012 Fourth meeting of the panel
entrapment (intimates unishment violence
Importance Target Events and o?hers)( . Igromises of rewards - Emotional stress Limitations on the Inquiry Expected Spring 2013 Final report of the Panel delivered to National Academies Press
- Stalking - Pestering and verbal
+ Sexual Violence ressure Panel meetings have consisted of both open and closed sessions.
There is no consensus in the field for the optimum set of procedures for self-reports of rape and sexual assault and to date no survey has s ‘Eﬁ*;‘j;}{f;igc‘t‘”wa”ted e Any design recommended must be optimum relative to 3I5 and Westat stff have partcpated in th open ssssons meetings.
employed all of the apparently beneficial design features. - Stalking measuring behavior defined by the law as criminal.
No set of official statistics will be taken as definitive unless there is agreement on the methods behind them. * The principal population of interest is the non-institutionalized residential population of the United States.
. . . = m .  The most important estimates to be obtained from the survey are national level and change estimates for a specified unit of time.
Design Differences Between Public Health and Criminal Justice Approaches to e detallod oo o e e o
g = g ng = g g i * Provide detailed information on the victimization incident, the sequelae of victimization and the criminal justice and treatmewnt responses.
The Bureau of Justice Statistics (BJS) Has Initiated Two Projects to Identify, Measuring Rape and Sexual Assault I
¥ e €S
Develop, and Test the Best Methods for Collecting Self-Report Data on Rape
and Sexual ASSﬂUIt 1. Screening Strategies  Whatever is recommended by the panel must be field tested.
Public Health Approach e Budgetary considerations require that the field test proceed in tandem with Panel’s work.
Nat.lo.n:al Research .CounCII Coml.nltte(? on National Statl§tlcs * One step strategies screen for incidents and classify events in the same step « Panel is asked to share their recommendations with Westat and BJS as soon as prudence and the requirements of the deliberation
Division of Behavioral and Social Sciences and Education « One to one correspondence between screener questions and crime classification process allow.
Measuring Rape and Sexual Assault in Bureau of Justice Statistics Household Surveys - Difficult to distinguish between legal and illegal acts
. . . « ae s s Criminal Justice Approach * Events may be deemed ineligible based on incident form 7 i i r imi r 3
Methodological Research to Support the National Crime Victimization Survey: PP . e - ' & MethOdOIOglcal Research to suPport the National Crime Victimization SurveY-
Self-Renort Data on Rane and Sexual Assault—Pilot Test » Two step strategy screens in one step and classifies in another information .
P P W * No one to one correspondence between screener questions and » Collect incident-level information useful for classification self_Report Data On Rape and Sexual AssaUIt PIIOt TeSt
estat crime classification and analysis Westat

SailiEztone In September 2011, BJS made a competitive award to Westat to develop and test two different survey designs for collecting self-report

Research Outcomes * Lower rates in two step procedure because some events may not be classified as a crime data on rape and sexual assault. One design is to be an optimal design identified by the CNSTAT panel and the other will be similar to

) designs used in the public health approach for measuring rape and sexual assault. Estimates from these two designs will be compared to
2. Cueing Strategy

Goals Objectives data from the National Crime Victimization Survey (NCVS).
« Develop methodology for measuring rape and sexual assault within « Develop and pilot test an optimal design to collect self-report data Public Health Approach ] ]
NCVS program on rape and sexual assault e Explicit use of terms for sexual acts and body parts Optimal Design Timeline
. : : : : . e Address-based sample frame
e Compare the methodology to existing methods o ngglop and pilot test a comparison design using Random Digit Criminal Justice Approach N P | Methodological Research to Support the National Crime Victimization Survey:
- Evaluate the quality, utility and cost of the methodology Dialing (RDD) to collect self-report data on rape and sexual assault « Volume and density of cues e Initial _household contact, rostering, and respondent Self-Report Data on Rape and Sexual Assault—Pilot Test
’ . . . . . selection using CAPI Westat
e Conduct detailed analytical comparisons of the two designs against Imolicati _ _
each other and the existing NCVS program mplications - Individual interviewing using ACASI
e The more cues and the more explicit the cues, the more reporting 1 adult f o interviewed ) Hold October 2011 Project start date
. L . . . . m nter r .
» Requires significant resources to administer survey concentrating on just rape and sexual assault adult female Interviewed per houseno S e Aeesl ] Aot
Benefits ® 12-m0nth reference periOd November 2012 Exploratory and cognitive interviewing
o Determine the optimal design for measuring rape and sexual assault 3. Context  Explicit cueing with two-stage cueing and crime March 2043 FeEly s
g 11 T November 2013-February 2014 Pilot test data collection
« Develop improved collection procedures for self-report data on rape and sexual assault Public Health Approach: classification e . : _tttt : dtf_ ,
. . . . » Respondents not only react to questions but to the context (e.g. health; safety) of the questions within the instrument o Cri ifinati o roject summary and Tndines
» Evaluate the accuracy, utility, and costs of improved collection procedures relative to those used heretofore > J . (€8 y) £ Crime classification scheme that allows for the
. : _ unfounding of out-of-scope incidents
« Determine whether the optimal design can be accommodated within the current NCVS program or whether an alternative Criminal Justice Approach:
collection is necessary  Crime surveys are a different context than health surveys Comparison Design
* Provide improved measurement of rape and sexual assault Implications: e Dual frame RDD with cell phone component
« Improve national estimates of rape and sexual assault * Respondents may exclude rapes and sexual assaults that are not perceived as crimes (e.g. involving intimates; date rape) e Centralized CATI for all components of data collection

e Improve data collection methodology and measurement within the NCVS program 1 adult female per household

4. Respondent Selection

12-month reference period

Public Health Approach:

« One person per household » EXxplicit cueing with one-stage cueing and crime classification

* Random selection Up to 10,000 Interviews for Each Mode Will Be Conducted in the Following 5 MSAs
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Phoenix-Mesa-Glendale, AZ
 More complete reporting of household crime

* Multiple respondents decrease confidentiality among household members Additional sample design considerations include oversampling of young women, use of college student listings, oversampling high crime
areas, and seeding the sample with known victims of rape and sexual assault.

See also: Kilpatrick, D., Edmunds, C., and Seymour, A. 1992. Rape in America: A Report to the Nation. Arlington, VA: National Victim Center and Medical University of South Carolina; Kilpatrick, D.,
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