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Background

Executive Summary

In the 1980s, concern grew about crime and security at the nation’s
postsecondary institutions. Such institutions traditionally had
been considered to be safe havens where students could focus on
their studies. However, a number of high profile violent crimes on
college campuses changed that perception. Such concerns led
Congress to pass legislation regarding campus security and crime
reporting at postsecondary institutions.

The Student Right-to-Know and Campus Security Act (Public Law
101-542) was signed into law in November 1990 and amended
several times in subsequent years. Title I of this Act is known as
the Crime Awareness and Campus Security Act of 1990. This Act
requires institutions participating in the student financial aid
programs under Title IV of the Higher Education Act of 1965 to
disclose information about campus safety policies and procedures
and to provide statistics concerning whether certain crimes took
place on campus.

In addition, the Act requires the Secretary of Education to make a
one-time report to Congress on campus crime statistics. To provide
information for the Secretary’s report, the Office of Postsecondary
Education and the National Institute on Postsecondary Education,
Libraries, and Lifelong Learning, U.S. Department of Education,
requested that the National Center for Education Statistics conduct a
survey on campus crime and security at postsecondary education
institutions. The survey collected information from institutions
about campus crime statistics for 1992, 1993, and 1994; annual
security reports compiled by institutions; and campus security
procedures and programs. This survey was the first attempt to gather
such information from a nationally representative sample of
postsecondary institutions. The results of this survey provide the
first national estimates about campus crime and security and allow
comparisons to be made between various kinds of institutions.

The survey was conducted in spring 1996 using the Postsecondary
Education Quick Information System (PEQIS). The survey included
public, private nonprofit, and private for-profit postsecondary
education institutions at all levels (less-than-2-year, 2-year, and 4-
year, including graduate-level) that participate in federal Title IV
financial aid programs, since these are the institutions to which the
Campus Security Act applies. This very diverse group of institutions
includes universities, baccalaureate colleges, 2-year and community
colleges, graduate and professional schools (including law, medical,
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and clinical psychology schools), trade and technical schools,
nursing and allied health schools, Bible colleges and seminaries, and
other postsecondary schools such as cosmetology and business
schools. About a third of the postsecondary institutions to which the
Campus Security Act applies are for-profit less-than-2-year
institutions. This group of institutions includes many cosmetology
schools, vocational-technical institutes, business and computer
processing schools, and health careers schools (e.g., vocational and
practical nursing, x-ray technology, and training for medical and
dental assistants). These institutions, most of which enroll fewer
than 200 students, are very different from traditional colleges and
universities. It is therefore important to keep in mind the diverse
nature of the postsecondary institutions covered by the Campus
Security Act (and thus included in this PEQIS survey) when
interpreting the survey results.

The distributions of postsecondary institutions that participate in
federal Title IV programs and the enrollments of students at those
institutions vary widely. Although for-profit less-than-2-year
institutions account for 31 percent of institutions that participate in
Title IV, they enroll 2 percent of the students. The largest
proportions of students attend public 4-year (40 percent of students)
and public 2-year institutions (36 percent of students), although
these institutions account for 9 percent and 18 percent, respectively,
of institutions that participate in Title IV. Private 4-year institutions
account for 23 percent of institutions, and enroll 19 percent of the
students. Similarly, while 40 percent of postsecondary institutions
that participate in Title IV have enrollments of less than 200 students
and an additional 24 percent of institutions enroll 200-999 students,
half of the postsecondary students in Title IV institutions attend
institutions that enroll 10,000 or more students and an additional 31
percent of students attend institutions that enroll 3,000 to 9,999
students. Thus, while most institutions are small, most students
attend large institutions. Campus housing shows a similar pattern:
while 66 percent of institutions that participate in Title IV do not
have any campus housing, 60 percent of students in Title IV
institutions attend institutions that have some campus housing.

These relationships between institutional characteristics and
enrollment have important implications for the interpretation of the
survey results. This PEQIS survey was directed to institutions, and
the results are thus presented as institution-level information (e.g.,
the percentage of institutions with a particular campus security
service or program). However, because of the differences in the
distributions of institutions and enrollments by institutional
characteristics, the institution-level information does not represent
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the number of students affected. Occasionally, student information
is provided to put the institutional data in context, but since the
survey was directed to institutions, not students, institutions are the
appropriate reference for the survey results.

Moreover, it is important to understand that the analysis variables of
institutional type and size, and percentage of students in campus
housing are related to each other. For example, 99 percent of for-
profit less-than-2-year institutions do not have campus housing, and
84 percent of these institutions enroll less than 200 students; 80
percent of public 4-year institutions have campus housing, and 76
percent of these institutions enroll 3,000 or more students. Because
of these relationships, differences on survey items tend to covary by
these analysis variables.

The presence of campus housing also may be related to campus
crime rates. For example, students who reside in campus housing
are potential victims of on-campus crime 24 hours a day. These
students have a different risk pattern than students who commute to
campus for a few hours a week.

It is also important to remember that the crime statistics reported are
for occurrences of crime on campus (whether the victims were
students, staff, or campus visitors), and do not include crimes
committed against students at off-campus locations. The final
regulationsI define a campus as follows. A campus is (1) any
building or property owned or controlled by an institution within the
same reasonably contiguous geographic area and used by the
institution in direct support of, or in a manner related to, the
institution’s educational purposes; (2) any building or property
owned or controlled by a student organization recognized by the
institution; or (3) any building or property controlled by the
institution, but owned by a third party.

It should also be noted that the crime statistics only reflect crimes
that were reported. The Campus Security Act requires institutions to
report statistics for specified on-campus crimes that were reported to
local police agencies or to any official of the institution with
significant responsibility for student and campus activities. Other
crimes may have occurred on campus, but gone unreported. For
example, forcible sex offenses are widely considered to be vastly
underreported crimes, both in the community and on campuses.

' Federal Register, April 24, 1994, Vol. 59, No. 82.



Campus Crime
Statistics

The Campus Security Act requires postsecondary institutions to
report about the occurrence on campus of various crimes. Violent
crimes (murder, forcible sex offenses, robbery, or aggravated
assault) were reported by about a quarter of the institutions in each
of the 3 years (1992, 1993, 1994). For 1994, less than 0.5 percent
reported a murder on campus, 9 percent reported incidents of
forcible sex offenses, 12 percent reported robbery, and 18 percent
reported aggravated assault. Property crimes (which here includes
only burglary and motor vehicle theft, since these are the only
property crimes the Act requires institutions to report) were reported
by about two-fifths of the institutions in each of the 3 years.
According to 1994 statistics, 37 percent had experienced burglary on
campus, while 23 percent reported at least one motor vehicle theft.
The percentage of institutions reporting occurrences of violent and
property crimes varied greatly by institutional type, whether the
institution had campus housing, and the size of the institution.
Public 4-year institutions, those with campus housing, and larger
institutions were more likely to report occurrences of both violent
and property crimes than were other types of institutions, those
without campus housing, and smaller institutions. For example, one
or more violent crimes were reported by 78 percent of public 4-year
institutions, about half of institutions with campus housing, and 84
percent of institutions with 10,000 or more students, compared with
3 percent of for-profit less-than-2-year institutions, 12 percent of
institutions without campus housing, and 7 percent of institutions
with less than 200 students. Similarly, property crimes were
reported by 84 percent of public 4-year institutions, two-thirds to
three-quarters of institutions with campus housing, and 96 percent of
institutions with 10,000 or more students, compared with 14 percent
of for-profit less-than-2-year institutions, 30 percent of institutions
without campus housing, and 18 percent of institutions with less than
200 students.

During each of the 3 years, institutions reported a total of about
10,000 violent crimes and almost 40,000 property crimes. For 1994,
the individual crime composition for violent crimes was about 20
murders, about 1,300 forcible sex offenses, 3,100 robberies, and
5,100 cases of aggravated assault. In the property crime category,
institutions reported 28,800 burglaries and 9,000 motor vehicle
thefts in 1994.

To put the crime numbers into context, they were converted to crime
rates per 1,000 students. In 1994, the overall violent crime rate was
0.65 per 1,000 students, with individual rates of 0.001 per 1,000 for
murder, 0.09 per 1,000 for forcible sex offenses, 0.21 per 1,000 for
robbery, and 0.35 per 1,000 for aggravated assault. Property crime
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rates were 2.57 per 1,000 in 1994--1.96 per 1,000 for burglary and
0.61 per 1,000 for motor vehicle theft. Crime rates for both violent
and property crimes increased as the amount of campus housing
increased (from no campus housing through less than 25 percent in
campus housing to 25 percent or more students living in campus
housing); violent and property crime rates also tended to be higher in
smaller institutions compared with larger ones. For example, the
overall violent crime rate in 1994 was 0.29 per 1,000 students at
institutions without campus housing compared with 1.13 per 1,000 at
institutions with 25 percent or more of students in campus housing.
By institutional size, the violent crime rate was 2.37 per 1,000 at
institutions with less than 200 students compared with 0.53 per 1,000
at institutions with 10,000 or more students.

On-campus arrests for liquor law violations, drug abuse violations,
and weapons possessions were reported by about 10 percent of the
institutions in each of the 3 years. Public 4-year institutions, those
with campus housing, and larger institutions were more likely to
report arrests for all three crimes than were other types of
institutions, those without campus housing, and smaller institutions.
For example, arrests for liquor law violations in 1994 were reported
by 63 percent of public 4-year institutions, a third of institutions with
campus housing, and 56 percent of institutions with 10,000 or more
students, compared with less than 0.5 percent of for-profit less-than-
2-year institutions, 3 percent of institutions without campus housing,
and 1 percent of institutions with less than 200 students.

On-campus arrests for liquor law violations were much more
common than for drug abuse violations or weapons possessions. In
1994, institutions reported about 20,400 arrests for liquor law
violations, about 7,200 arrests for drug abuse violations, and about
2,000 arrests for weapons possessions. To put the number of on-
campus arrests into context, they were converted into arrest rates per
1,000 students. In 1994, there were an estimated 1.40 on-campus
arrests per 1,000 students for liquor law violations, 0.50 arrests per
1,000 students for drug abuse violations, and 0.13 arrests per 1,000
students for weapons possessions. On-campus arrests per 1,000
students for liquor law and drug abuse violations generally were
higher for public 4-year than for other types of institutions, and were
higher for institutions with more campus housing. For example,
1994 arrests for liquor law violations were 2.84 per 1,000 students at
public 4-year institutions compared with 0.03 per 1,000 students at
for-profit less-than-2-year institutions, and were 0.09 per 1,000
students at institutions without campus housing compared with 3.00
arrests per 1,000 students at institutions with 25 percent or more of
students in campus housing.
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Annual Security
Reports

The Federal Bureau of Investigation (FBI) Uniform Crime Reporting
(UCR)/National Incident-Based Reporting System (NIBRS)
definitions, which the Campus Security Act specifies are to be used
for compiling the crime statistics, were used by 40 percent of the
institutions; state crime definitions by 45 percent of institutions; and
other definitions by 16 percent of institutions. Use of definitions
varied greatly by institutional characteristics. While 83 percent of
public 4-year, 61 percent of private 4-year, and 48 percent of public
2-year institutions used the FBI definitions, 24 percent or fewer of
the private 2-year and the less-than-2-year institutions used these
definitions. About two-thirds of the institutions with campus
housing used the FBI definitions, compared with 26 percent of
institutions without campus housing. Larger institutions used the
FBI definitions more frequently than did smaller institutions. Most
institutions that did not use the FBI definitions used state crime
definitions instead, although 20 to 28 percent of the private 2-year
and the less-than-2-year institutions, institutions with no campus
housing, and institutions with less than 200 students used some other
set of definitions. Fewer than 10 percent of public 2-year and 4-year
and private 4-year institutions, institutions with campus housing, and
institutions with 1,000 or more students used some other set of
definitions.

The relationship between institutional size and use of the various
definitions produces some interesting student-level comparisons.
Since most students attend larger institutions (i.e., institutions with
3,000 or more students), about three-quarters (73 percent) of
students attended institutions that used the FBI definitions, 24
percent attended institutions that used state crime definitions, and 4
percent attended institutions that used some other set of definitions.
Thus, the majority of students attended institutions using the
mandated FBI definitions, and most of the remaining students
attended institutions using state crime definitions.

The Campus Security Act requires postsecondary institutions to
publish and distribute an annual security report containing
information about campus security policies and crime statistics. The
report is to be distributed annually to all current students and
employees and, upon request, to prospective students and
employees. Most institutions (87 percent) compiled an annual
campus security report, although the proportion ranged from 64
percent of other less-than-2-year institutions to 98 percent of public
4-year institutions. Larger institutions were more likely than smaller
institutions to prepare these annual security reports, ranging from 76
percent of those with less than 200 students to 100 percent of those
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Campus Security
Procedures and
Programs

with 10,000 or more students. Almost all students (98 percent)
attended institutions that compiled annual security reports. The most
prevalent method of compiling the report was as a stand-alone
publication about campus security, a practice at 70 percent of the
institutions that issued annual reports. About half the institutions
that issued these reports included the crime information within the
body of another student or employee publication, either in addition
to, or instead of, the stand-alone publication. One-fifth published
security report information in the campus newspaper, 6 percent used
an electronic format, and 9 percent used other formats for publishing
the information.

Making the security report information available at student
orientation, registration, and/or at other student activities was the
most prevalent method of disseminating this information (used by 85
percent of the institutions that compile annual security information).
About two-thirds of institutions that compile annual security
information made the information available in various offices and/or
building lobbies around the institution (67 percent), mailed the
information on request to prospective students and/or employees (64
percent), or mailed the information on request to current students
and/or employees (60 percent). Half of the institutions that have
campus housing distributed the information in student residence
halls.

The Campus Security Act was intended, in part, to encourage
postsecondary institutions to put more emphasis on campus safety
and on crime prevention services and programs. One way that
institutions can work towards the prevention of crime on campus is
through services or programs that foster campus safety. About two-
thirds of all institutions limit access to academic buildings during
nights and weekends (64 percent), give safety presentations to
campus groups (64 percent), and publish and post safety reminders
on campus (63 percent). Almost half have night-time escort services
(48 percent), foot or bicycle patrols by security personnel (46
percent), or emergency phone systems (45 percent). One-third have
victim’s assistance programs, and 12 percent have night-time shuttle
bus or van services. Most institutions with campus housing (90
percent) indicated that they limited access to residence halls. The
majority of institutions with these services or programs stated that
they had instituted or improved the services in the last 5 years.

The percentage of institutions offering various campus safety

services or programs varied by institutional type and size, and the
presence of campus housing. The general pattern was that public 4-
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year institutions most frequently offered the various services or
programs, followed by private 4-year and public 2-year institutions.
Less-than-2-year institutions tended to offer these programs and
services much less frequently than other types of institutions.
Institutions with campus housing were more likely to offer the
various services or programs than were institutions without campus
housing, and larger institutions were more likely than smaller ones to
offer the services or programs. For example, foot or bicycle patrols
by security personnel were offered by more than 93 percent of public
4-year institutions, 95 percent of institutions with 10,000 or more
students, and about 80 percent of institutions with campus housing,
compared with 6 percent of for-profit less-than-2-year institutions,
17 percent of institutions with less than 200 students, and 29 percent
of institutions without campus housing.

Also, within the last 5 years between half and two-thirds of
institutions had increased lighting in various locales--within campus
buildings (51 percent) to within parking lots and structures (66
percent). Public and private 4-year and public 2-year institutions
generally were more likely to have increased lighting levels than
other types of institutions, as were institutions with campus housing
and larger institutions compared with those without campus housing
and smaller institutions. For example, 96 percent of public 4-year
institutions and 94 percent of institutions with 10,000 or more
students had improved lighting on campus grounds and walkways,
compared with 30 percent of for-profit less-than-2-year institutions
and 36 percent of institutions with less than 200 students.

The results of this survey provide the first national estimates about
campus crime and security. They allow comparisons to be made
between various types of institutions and provide the context for
interpreting the campus crime and security information furnished to
the public by individual institutions.
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1. Background

In the 1980s, concern grew about crime and security at the nation’s
postsecondary institutions. Such institutions traditionally had
been considered to be safe havens where students could focus on
their studies. However, a number of high profile violent crimes on
college campuses changed that perception. Such concerns led
Congress to pass legislation regarding campus security and crime
reporting at postsecondary institutions.

The Student Right-to-Know and Campus Security Act (Public Law
101-542) was signed into law in November 1990 and amended
several times in subsequent years. Title II of this Act is known as
the Crime Awareness and Campus Security Act of 1990. It requires
institutions participating in the student financial aid programs under
Title IV of the Higher Education Act of 1965 to disclose information
about campus safety policies and procedures and to provide statistics
concerning whether certain crimes took place on campus. Final
regulations for the law were published by the U.S. Department of
Education in April 1994, with technical amendments published in
June 1995. Under the Act, by September 1 of each year institutions
must publish and distribute to current and prospective students and
employees an annual security report that includes

. Statistics concerning the occurrence on campus of certain
criminal offenses reported to campus officials; and

. Statements about campus law enforcement policies, campus
security education and prevention programs, alcohol and drug
policies, sexual assault education and prevention programs,
procedures for reporting sexual assaults, and procedures for
handling reports of sexual assault.

The Act also requires institutions to provide a timely warning to the
campus community about crimes that are considered to represent a
continuing threat to students and employees. This warning must be
done in a manner that will aid in the prevention of similar crimes.?

? Information excerpted from the testimony of David A. Longanecker, Assistant Secretary for
Postsecondary Education, to the Subcommittee on Postsecondary Education, Training, and
Life-Long Learning on June 6, 1996, and from the Federal Register, April 24, 1994, Vol.
59, No. 82.
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In addition, the Act requires the Secretary of Education to make a
one-time report to Congress on campus crime statistics. To provide
information for the Secretary’s report, the Office of Postsecondary
Education and the National Institute on Postsecondary Education,
Libraries, and Lifelong Learning, U.S. Department of Education,
requested that the National Center for Education Statistics conduct a
survey on campus crime and security at postsecondary education
institutions. The survey collected information about campus crime
statistics, annual security reports compiled by institutions, and
campus security procedures and programs. This is the first time
such information has been gathered from a nationally representative
sample of postsecondary institutions. The results of this survey
provide the first national estimates about campus crime and security
and allow comparisons to be made between various kinds of
institutions.

The survey was conducted in spring 1996 by the National Center for
Education Statistics using the Postsecondary Education Quick
Information System (PEQIS). PEQIS is designed to collect limited
amounts of policy-relevant information on a quick-turnaround basis
from a previously recruited, nationally representative sample of
postsecondary institutions. PEQIS surveys are generally limited to
two to three pa%es of questions with a response burden of 30 minutes
per respondent.” The survey was mailed to the PEQIS survey
coordinators at 1,017 2-year and 4-year postsecondary institutions in
the PEQIS panel, and to the chief executive officer (CEO) at a
supplementary sample of 505 less-than-2-year postsecondary
institutions, for a total sample of 1,522 institutions. Coordinators
and CEOs were told that the survey was designed to be completed by
the person at the institution most knowledgeable about the
institution’s security procedures and crime statistics.

The survey included public, private nonprofit, and private for-profit
postsecondary education institutions at all levels (less-than-2-year,
2-year, and 4-year, including graduate-level) that participate in
federal Title IV financial aid programs, since these are the
institutions to which the Campus Security Act applies. This very
diverse group of institutions includes universities, baccalaureate
colleges, 2-year and community colleges, graduate and professional
schools (including law, medical, and clinical psychology schools),
trade and technical schools, nursing and allied health schools, Bible
colleges and seminaries, and other postsecondary schools such as
cosmetology and business schools. About a third of the

* Additional information about PEQIS is presented in the methodology section of this report.
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postsecondary institutions to which the Campus Security Act applies
are for-profit less-than-2-year institutions. This group of institutions
includes many cosmetology schools, vocational-technical institutes,
business and computer processing schools, and health careers
schools (e.g., vocational and practical nursing, x-ray technology, and
training for medical and dental assistants). These institutions, most
of which enroll fewer than 200 students, are very different from
traditional colleges and universities. It is therefore important to keep
in mind the diverse nature of the postsecondary institutions covered
by the Campus Security Act (and thus included in this PEQIS
survey) when interpreting the survey results.

The distributions of institutions that participate in federal Title IV
programs and the enrollments of students at those institutions vary
widely (see table 1). Although for-profit less-than-2-year
institutions account for 31 percent of institutions that participate in
Title IV, they enroll 2 percent of the students. The largest
proportions of students attend public 4-year (40 percent of students)
and public 2-year institutions (36 percent of students), although
these institutions account for 9 percent and 18 percent, respectively,
of institutions that participate in Title IV. Similarly, while 40
percent of institutions that participate in Title IV have enrollments of
less than 200 students and an additional 24 percent of institutions
enroll 200-999 students, half of the postsecondary students in Title
IV institutions attend institutions that enroll 10,000 or more students
and an additional 31 percent of students attend institutions that enroll
3,000 to 9,999 students. Thus, while most institutions are small,
most students attend large institutions. Campus housing shows a
similar pattern: while 66 percent of institutions that participate in
Title IV do not have any campus housing, 60 percent of students in
Title IV institutions attend institutions that have some campus
housing.

These relationships between institutional characteristics and
enrollment have important implications for the interpretation of the
survey results. This PEQIS survey was directed to institutions, and
the results are thus presented as institution-level information (e.g.,
the percentage of institutions with a particular campus security
service or program). However, because of the differences in the
distributions of institutions and enrollments by institutional
characteristics, the institution-level information does not represent
the number of students affected. Occasionally, student information
is provided to put the institutional data in context, but since the
survey was directed to institutions, not students, institutions are the
appropriate reference for the survey results.



Table 1.--Number and percent of postsecondary institutions in the nation that participate in
federal Title IV financial aid programs, and the number and percent of students enrolled
at those institutions in fall 1994, by institutional characteristics

Institutions Students
Institutional characteristic Number ] Percent Number I Percent
AlLIRSHIULONS oo 6,310 100 14,773,170 100
Type
For-profit less-than-2-year ..............cccc.o...... 1,950 31 223,400 2
Other less-than-2-year............ccccoceeeienennn, 310 5 163,870 1
Public 2-year............ccoooviiiiriiece e 1,110 18 5,353,270 36
Private 2-year ...........cccccooeveicveeiecincreeeeee e 870 14 280,870 2
Public 4-year ..........ccccocoviiiniiiiniineneeen 590 9 5,877,460 40
Private 4-year ...........ccccoviiniinienieiineneeene 1,470 23 2,874,300 19
Percent of students in campus housing
No campus housing..........cccccoviiviiinicencnnenn. 4,160 66 5,931,660 40
Less than 25 percent...........ccoccovvivennncnanne 800 13 4,446,010 30
25 percent OF MOTE ......ccccerceeeereneniaeaeeeanenas 1,350 21 4,395,510 30
Metropolitan status’
Large City ...occoooeiieiii e 1,570 25 4,207,800 29
Mid-SiZ€ City.....c.eeeririiiiiiiit e 1,690 27 4,521,900 31
Urban fringe.........cccoooioiiniiiiiiiiiineneene 1,500 24 3,387,630 23
Town orrural ..........oooviiiiiiiiiiiie e 1,470 24 2,511,960 17
Institutional size (enrollment)
Less than 200 ........cocooiiiieiiiiece s 2,500 40 195,190 1
20010 999 ..o 1,530 24 735,370 5
1,000 t0 2,999 ..o 1,040 16 1,936,610 13
3,000t0 9,999 ... 830 13 4,536,080 31
10,000 or more........cooevieeiiiiiiiiieeeieee, 420 7 7,369,920 50

'Data are for postsecondary education institutions in the 50 states, the District of Columbia, and Puerto Rico that participate in federal Title IV
financial aid programs.

?Analyses by metropolitan status exclude institutions in Puerto Rico, since the Bureau of the Census does not assign locale codes for Puerto
Rico.

NOTE: Percents may not sum to 100 and numbers may not sum to totals because of rounding. The numbers of students have been rounded to
the nearest 10. The number of students was obtained from the Integrated Postsecondary Education Data System 1994 Fall Enrollment file.

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, National Center for Education Statistics, Postsecondary Education Quick Information System,
Survey on Campus Crime and Security at Postsecondary Education Institutions, 1996.
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Key Features
of the Campus
Security Act

Analysis Variables
and Characteristics
of Institutions

The crime statistics reported are for occurrences of crime on
campus (whether the victims were students, staff, or campus
visitors), and do not include crimes committed against students at
off-campus locations. The final regulations4 define a campus as
follows. A campus is (1) any building or property owned or
controlled by an institution within the same reasonably contiguous
geographic area and used by the institution in direct support of, or in
a manner related to, the institution’s educational purposes; (2) any
building or property owned or controlled by a student organization
recognized by the institution; or (3) any building or property
controlled by the institution, but owned by a third party.

It should also be noted that the crime statistics only reflect crimes
that were reported. The Campus Security Act requires institutions to
report statistics for specified on-campus crimes that were reported to
local police agencies or to any official of the institution with
significant responsibility for student and campus activities. Other
crimes may have occurred on campus, but gone unreported. For
example, forcible sex offenses are widely considered to be vastly
underreported crimes, both in the community and on campuses.

The Campus Security Act also specifies that institutions are to
compile their crime statistics in accordance with the definitions used
in the Federal Bureau of Investigation’s (FBI) Uniform Crime
Reporting Program. These FBI definitions are provided in the text
of the final regulations and are shown in this report in appendix A.

The following institutional characteristics, discussed in more detail
in the methodology section of this report, were used as variables for
analyzing the survey data:

e Type of institution: for-profit less-than-2-year, other less-than-
2-year, public 2-year, private 2-year, public 4-year, private 4-
year.

e Percent of students in campus housing: no campus housing, less
than 25 percent, 25 percent or more.

e Metropolitan status: large city, mid-size city, urban fringe, town
or rural.

"% Federal Register, April 24, 1994, Vol. 59, No. 82.

5 20



e Institutional size (enrollment): less than 200 students, 200 to
999 students, 1,000 to 2,999 students, 3,000 to 9,999 students,
10,000 or more students.

It is important to understand that the analysis variables of
institutional type and size, and percentage of students in campus
housing are related to each other.” For example, 99 percent of for-
profit less-than-2-year institutions do not have campus housing, and
84 percent of these institutions enroll less than 200 students; 80
percent of public 4-year institutions have campus housing, and 76
percent of these institutions enroll 3,000 or more students. Because
of these relationships, differences on survey items tend to covary by
these analysis variables.

The presence of campus housing also may be related to campus
crime rates. For example, students who reside in campus housing
are potential victims of on-campus crime 24 hours a day. These
students have a different risk pattern than students who commute to
campus for a few hours a week.

About a third of institutions have some campus housing, including
dormitories, on-campus fraternities and sororities, and institution-
provided apartments (table 2). The extent to which institutions have
any campus housing and the proportion of students living in campus
housing varies substantially, particularly by institutional type. For
example, while very few less-than-2-year institutions have any
campus housing, about a quarter of 2-year and about 80 percent of 4-
year institutions have some campus housing. However, for both 2-
year and 4-year institutions that have any campus housing, private
institutions are more residential in nature than public institutions.
Thus, public 2-year institutions with campus housing have an
average of 13 percent of students residing in campus housing, while
private 2-year institutions with campus housing have an average of
31 percent in campus housing; public 4-year institutions with
campus housing have an average of 26 percent of students living in
campus housing, compared with an average of 52 percent of students
in campus housing at private 4-year institutions with campus
housing.

Overall, few institutions (5 percent) have any off-campus fraternities
and sororities with residences (not shown in tables). However, this
varies substantially by institutional type. While no less-than-2-year
or 2-year institutions (as estimated by this sample) have off-campus

3 See table 23 in the methodology section of this report for the interrelationship of the analysis
variables.



Table 2.--Percent of postsecondary institutions with campus housing and the mean percent of
students living in campus housing at institutions with housing, by institutional
characteristics: 1996

. . Percent of institutions with | Mean percent of students
Institutional characteristic

campus housing living in campus housingI
AILINSHIUGONS” 1ot 34 39
Type
For-profit less-than-2-year............ccoocvioiieniniiieii e 1 #)
Other less-than-2-year...............cocoooiiiiiiii e 5 #)
Public 2-year.........ocooiiii e 22 13
Private 2ey@ar. ..ottt 24 31
PUBLIC 4-Y@ar ...ttt 80 26
Private 4-year...... ..o 81 52
Percent of students in campus housing
NO CamPUS hOUSING. ...c.cviviiiiici ittt -- -
Less than 25 Percent .......c.cooviiiiieiiiii e 100 11
25 PEICENL OF MOTE ...ttt ettt sena e e 100 56
Metropolitan status’
Large CItY ..ot 28 30
Mid-size city 35 33
Urban friNGe..... ..ottt 30 52
Town or rural 45 43
Institutional size (enroliment)
Less than 200 ... 10 (#)
200 10 999 ...ttt 35 46
1,000 0 2,999 ..o 64 43
3,000 0 9,999 ...t e 55 27
10,000 OF MOT.....ooiiiiiiiiie e 59 24

--Not applicable, based only on those institutions that have campus housing.
(#) Too few cases for areliable estimate.
'Based on those institutions that have any campus housing.

“Data are for postsecondary education institutions in the 50 states, the District of Columbia, and Puerto Rico that participate in federal Title IV
financial aid programs.

3Analyses by metropolitan status exclude institutions in Puerto Rico, since the Bureau of the Census does not assign locale codes for Puerto
Rico.

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, National Center for Education Statistics, Postsecondary Education Quick Information System,
Survey on Campus Crime and Security at Postsecondary Education Institutions, 1996.
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Statistical
Information

fraternities or sororities, 6 percent of private 4-year and 42 percent
of public 4-year institutions have off-campus fraternities or sororities
with residences.

The unweighted survey response rate was 93 percent (the weighted
survey response rate was 94 percent). Data were adjusted for
questionnaire nonresponse and weighted to provide national
estimates. The section of this report on survey methodology and
data reliability provides a more detailed discussion of the sample and
survey methodology. The survey questionnaire is reproduced in
appendix C.

All specific statements of comparison made in this report have been
tested for statistical significance through regression analysis or chi-
square tests and t-tests adjusted for multiple comparisons using the
Bonferroni adjustment and are significant at the 95 percent
confidence level or better. However, not all statistically significantly
different comparisons have been presented, since some were not of
substantive importance.
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On-Campus
Occurrences of
Crimes

2. Campus Crime
Statistics

he following section provides information for calendar years

1992, 1993, and 1994 about the number of reported occurrences
and arrests on campus for the crimes specified in the Campus
Security Act. Information was obtained for these years because the
final regulations implementing the Act stipulate that data for these 3
calendar years be published by institutions in their annual security
report due September 1, 1995, and thus they were the most recent
data available when the survey was conducted. The report presents
information for 3 years to show the overall pattern of crimes and
arrests at postsecondary institutions. The crime statistics reported
are for crimes occurring on campus, and do not include crimes
committed against students at off-campus locations. In addition, this
section of the report provides information about the crime definitions
used by institutions for compiling their crime statistics.

According to the Campus Security Act, postsecondary institutions
are required to report “statistics concerning the occurrence on
campus of the following criminal offenses reported to local police
agencies or to any official of the institution who has significant
responsibility for student and campus activities.”® The crimes
(defined in appendix A) are as follows:

. Violent crimes:’ murder, forcible sex offenses (including
forcible rape), robbery, aggravated assault

° Nonforcible sex offenses

& Federal Register, April 24, 1994, Vol. 59, No. 82, page 22319.

7 Violent crimes are defined by the Federal Bureau of Investigation as murder, forcible rape,
robbery, and aggravated assault (Uniform Crime Reports for the United States 1994.
Federal Bureau of Investigation, U.S. Department of Justice. 1995. Washington, DC). The
Campus Security Act requires institutions to report statistics for murder, forcible sex
offenses (which includes forcible rape), robbery, and aggravated assault. For this report, a
composite variable of total violent crime was constructed from the four crime categories
required by the Act. Thus, all references in this report to violent crime should be interpreted
to mean murder, forcible sex offenses, robbery, and aggravated assault.
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Table 3.--Percent of postsecondary institutions reporting any occurrences on campus of specified
criminal offenses for 1992, 1993, and 1994

1992 1993 1994

Criminal offenses Yes No Don’t Yes No Don’t Ves No Don’t

know know know
Violent crimes' ............coooovovvorconireene. 24 7 4 26 7 2 26 7 2
Murder - () 96 3 | 98 2 +) 98 1
Forcible sex offenses 9 87 4 9 90 2 9 90 1
ROBBETY ..o 11 85 4 12 86 2 12 86 1
Aggravated assault........ w17 79 4 19 79 2 18 81 2
Nonforcible sex offenses’ 5 90 5 6 92 3 6 92 2
Property crimes..........coevveevveercenerenen. 37 58 4 42 56 2 44 54 2
33 64 4 36 62 2 37 61 2
21 75 4 23 75 2 23 75 2

(+) Less than 0.5 percent.

'Violent crimes are defined by the Federal Bureau of Investigation as murder, forcible rape, robbery, and aggravated assault (Uniform Crime
Reports for the United States 1994. Federal Bureau of Investigation, U.S. Department of Justice. 1995. Washington, DC.). The Campus
Security Act requires institutions to report statistics for murder, forcible sex offenses (which includes forcible rape), robbery, and aggravated
assault. For this report, a composite variable of total violent crime was constructed from the four crime categories required by the Act. Thus,
all references in this report to violent crime should be interpreted to mean murder, forcible sex offenses, robbery, and aggravated assault.

2Also includes those institutions that only keep combined statistics for forcible and nonforcible sex offenses.

*Nonforcible sex offenses are defined by the Federal Bureau of Investigation as statutory rape and incest. However, some institutions also
include crimes such as public lewdness and indecent exposure or follow definitions used in state statutes.

“Property crimes are defined by the Federal Bureau of Investigation as burglary, larceny-theft, and motor vehicle theft (Uniform Crime Reports
Jor the United States 1994. Federal Bureau of Investigation, U.S. Department of Justice. 1995. Washington, DC.). The Campus Security Act
requires institutions to report statistics for burglary and motor vehicle theft, but not for larceny-theft. For this report, a composite variable of
total property crime was constructed from the two crime categories required by the Act. Thus, all references in this report to property crime
should be interpreted to mean burglary and motor vehicle theft.

NOTE: Data are for postsecondary education institutions in the 50 states, the District of Columbia, and Puerto Rico that participate in federal
Title IV financial aid programs. The “don’t know” category includes a few institutions that keep combined crime statistics for multiple
campuses, and so could not respond only for the sampled campus. Percents may not sum to 100 because of rounding.

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, National Center for Education Statistics, Postsecondary Education Quick Information System,
Survey on Campus Crime and Security at Postsecondary Education Institutions, 1996.

. Property crimes:® burglary, motor-vehicle theft

About a quarter of the institutions reported occurrences of one or
more violent crimes (murder, forcible sex offenses, robbery, or
aggravated assault) in each of the 3 years (1992, 1993, 1994),
although the percentage of institutions reporting violent crimes
varied substantially by institutional characteristics (tables 3 and 4).
Nationally, very few institutions reported any occurrences of murder,
ranging from less than 0.5 percent to 1 percent of institutions.

8 Property crimes are defined by the Federal Bureau of Investigation as burglary, larceny-
theft, and motor vehicle theft (Uniform Crime Reports for the United States 1994. Federal
Bureau of Investigation, U.S. Department of Justice. 1995. Washington, DC.). The
Campus Security Act requires institutions to report statistics for burglary and motor vehicle
thefl, but not for larceny-theft. For this report, a composite variable of total property crime
was constructed from the two crime categories required by the Act. Thus, all references in
this report to property crime should be interpreted to mean burglary and motor vehicle theft.
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Table 4.--Percent of postsecondary institutions reporting any occurrences on campus of specified
criminal offenses for 1994, by institutional characteristics

Violent crimes’ Non- Property crimes”
Institutional charactcristic Forcible Aggra- | forcible Motor
Total Murder sex Robbery | vated sex Total | Burglary | vehicle
offenses’ assault | offenses’ theft
All institutions” ............ 26 ) 9 12 18 6 44 37 23
Type
For-profit less-than-2- 3 0 0 3 (+) 0 14 10 6
VAT cooiviticireerenricececanaens
Other less-than-2-year...... 11 0 0 9 3 2 21 16 9
Public 2-year............c..... 29 (+) 5 11 20 12 64 53 32
Private 2-year................... 16 0 3 9 7 2 38 26 22
Public 4-year............co..... 78 3 44 39 63 23 84 82 61
Private 4-year......c.c...c...... 44 0 15 18 31 8 63 56 28
Percent of students in
campus housing
No campus housing.......... 12 +) 1 7 6 3 30 22 16
Less than 25 percent ........ 55 1 24 29 40 12 68 63 42
25 percent or more ........... 52 1 25 18 40 14 75 68 36
Metropolitan status®
Large city ...c.oooeiceeveennnnene. 25 1 7 19 17 5 45 36 29
Mid-size city .........ccooen... 30 (+) 10 13 20 6 46 38 26
Urban fringe..........c..coc.... 22 +) 8 8 17 8 42 36 23
Townorrural.................. 28 0 11 9 18 7 44 40 14
Institutional size
(enrollment)
Less than 200................... 7 0 0 5 2 2 18 13 8
200t0999.....cci i 20 0 2 10 13 1 38 27 17
1,000 t0 2,999 .................. 37 0 16 13 22 8 65 60 26
3,000 t0 9,999 .................. 55 1 21 18 44 17 83 77 46
10,000 or more................. 84 1 47 55 70 29 96 87 85

(+) Less than 0.5 percent.

'Violent crimes are defined by the Federal Bureau of Investigation as murder, forcible rape, robbery, and aggravated assault (Uniforin Crime
Reports for the United States 1994. Federal Bureau of Investigation, U.S. Department of Justice. 1995. Washington, DC.). The Campus
Security Act requires institutions to report statistics for murder, forcible sex offenses (which includes forcible rape), robbery, and aggravated
assault. For this report, a composite variable of total violent crime was constructed from the four crime categories required by the Act. Thus,
all references in this report to violent crime should be interpreted to mean murder, forcible sex offenses, robbery, and aggravated assault.

?Also includes those institutions that only keep combined statistics for forcible and nonforcible sex offenses.
*Nonforcible sex offenses are defined by the Federal Bureau of Investigation as statutory rape and incest. However, some institutions also
include crimes such as public lewdness and indecent exposure or follow definitions used in state statutes.

4Property crimes are defined by the Federal Bureau of Investigation as burglary, larceny-theft, and motor vehicle theft (Uniform Crime Reports
Sor the United States 1994.  Federal Bureau of Investigation, U.S. Department of Justice. 1995. Washington, DC.). The Campus Security Act
requires institutions to report statistics for burglary and motor vehicle theft, but not for larceny-theft. For this report, a composite variable of
total property crime was constructed from the two crime categories required by the Act. Thus, all references in this report to property crime
should be interpreted to mean burglary and motor vehicle theft.

*Data are for postsecondary education institutions in the 50 states, the District of Columbia, and Puerto Rico that participate in federal Title IV
financial aid programs.

6Analyses by metropolitan status exclude institutions in Puerto Rico, since the Bureau of the Census does not assign locale codes for Puerto
Rico.

NOTE: Zeros indicate that no institution in the sample gave the indicated response.

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, National Center for Education Statistics, Postsecondary Education Quick Information System,
Survey on Campus Crime and Security at Postsecondary Education Institutions, 1996.
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Forcible sex offenses were reported by 9 percent of institutions,
robbery by 11 to 12 percent, and aggravated assault by 17 to 19
percent of institutions, depending on the year, although again the
percentage of institutions reporting these crimes varied substantially
by institutional characteristics.

Overall, nonforcible sex offenses were reported by 5 or 6 percent of
institutions in each of the 3 years, with variation by institutional
characteristics (tables 3 and 4). It should be noted that while the FBI
defines nonforcible sex offenses as statutory rape and incest, some
institutions also include crimes such as public lewdness and indecent
exposure or follow definitions used in state statutes.” Thus, the
proportion of institutions reporting nonforcible sex offenses and the
number of such crimes reported is probably larger than it would be if
the institutions included only statutory rape and incest.

Property crimes (which here includes only burglary and motor
vehicle theft, since these are the only property crimes the Act
requires institutions to report) were reported by 37 to 44 percent of
the institutions over the 3 years, with the percentage of institutions
reporting occurrences varying substantially by institutional
characteristics (tables 3 and 4). Overall, occurrences of burglary
were reported by 33 to 37 percent of institutions, while motor
vehicle theft was reported by 21 to 23 percent of institutions across
the 3 years.

The percentage of institutions reporting occurrences of the crimes
varied greatly by institutional type, whether the institution had
campus housing, and the size of the institution (table 4). Public 4-
year institutions were more likely than other types of institutions to
report occurrences of each type of crime. Private 4-year and public
2-year institutions more frequently reported occurrences of some
types of crimes (for example, total violent and property crimes,
aggravated assault, and burglary) than did private 2-year and all less-
than-2-year institutions. Institutions that have campus housing (both
those with less than 25 percent and those with 25 percent or more of
their students in campus housing) were more likely to report
occurrences of the crimes than were institutions that do not have any
campus housing, and larger institutions were more likely than
smaller ones to report occurrences of the crimes. For example, in
1994, one or more violent crimes were reported by 78 percent of
public 4-year institutions, about half of institutions with campus

® This inclusion was apparent on the questionnaires received for this survey, and it is also
discussed in the annual crime report put out by The Chronicle of Higher Education (for
example, see The Chronicle of Higher Education, April 26, 1996, page A37).

Q 12 27




Q

ERIC

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:

housing, and 84 percent of institutions with 10,000 or more students,
compared with 3 percent of for-profit less-than-2-year institutions,
12 percent of institutions without campus housing, and 7 percent of
institutions with less than 200 students. Similarly, property crimes
were reported by 84 percent of public 4-year institutions, two-thirds
to three-quarters of institutions with campus housing, and 96 percent
of institutions with 10,000 or more students, compared with 14
percent of for-profit less-than-2-year institutions, 30 percent of
institutions without campus housing, and 18 percent of institutions
with less than 200 students.

An estimated 9,850 violent crimes (murder, forcible sex offenses,
robbery, and aggravated assault) were reported by postsecondary
institutions in 1992, 10,330 in 1993, and 9,550 in 1994 (table 5).
The number of specific violent crimes ranged from 20 to 30
occurrences of murder, depending on the year, to over 5,000
occurrences of aggravated assault each year. The number of
nonforcible sex offenses ranged from 1,100 in 1992 to 1,370 in
1993. Property crimes (burglary and motor vehicle theft) were much
more common than other types of crimes, with an estimated 39,300
in 1992, 38,510 in 1993, and 37,780 in 1994. Most of the property
crimes were burglaries rather than motor vehicle thefts.

Table 5.--Estimated total number of specified criminal offenses reported by postsecondary
institutions for 1992, 1993, and 1994

Criminal offense [ 1992 [ 1993 | 1994
Violent crimes' .......oo..oovvvoeiveeennn. 9,850 10,330 9,550
Murder............coooi, 20 30 20
Forcible sex offenses’........co..oeo... 1,360 1,330 1,310
Robbery ..o 2,800 3,410 3,130
Aggravated assault...........c..cocoeeee 5,670 5,560 5,090
Nonforcible sex offenses’.................. 1,100 1,370 1,280
Property crimes® ..........ccoooocviveernn. 39,300 38,510 37,780
Burglary ..o 30,090 29,650 28,790
Motor vehicle theft....................... 9,210 8,860 8,980

'Violent crimes are defined by the Federal Bureau of Investigation as murder, forcible rape, robbery, and aggravated assault (Uniform Crime
Reports for the United States 1994. Federal Bureau of Investigation, U.S. Department of Justice. 1995, Washington, DC.). The Campus
Security Act requires institutions to report statistics for murder, forcible sex offenses (which includes forcible rape), robbery, and aggravated
assault. For this report, a composite variable of total violent crime was constructed from the four crime categories required by the Act. Thus,
all references in this report to violent crime should be interpreted to mean murder, forcible sex offenses, robbery, and aggravated assault.

2Also includes those institutions that only keep combined statistics for forcible and nonforcible sex offenses.

*Nonforcible sex offenses are defined by the Federal Bureau of Investigation as statutory rape and incest. However, some institutions also
include crimes such as public lewdness and indecent exposure or follow definitions used in state statutes.

“Propeny crimes are defined by the Federal Bureau of Investigation as burglary, larceny-theft, and motor vehicle theft (Uniform Crime Reports
Sor the United States 1994. Federal Bureau of Investigation, U.S. Department of Justice. 1995. Washington, DC.). The Campus Security Act
requires institutions to report statistics for burglary and motor vehicle theft, but not for larceny-theft. For this report, a composite variable of
total property crime was constructed from the two crime categories required by the Act. Thus, all references in this report to property crime
should be interpreted to mean burglary and motor vehicle theft.

NOTE: Data are for postsecondary education institutions in the 50 states, the District of Columbia, and Puerto Rico that participate in federal
Title IV financial aid programs. The numbers of crimes have been rounded to the nearest 10. Numbers may not sum to totals because of
rounding.

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, National Center for Education Statistics, Postsecondary Education Quick Information System,
Survey on Campus Crime and Security at Postsecondary Education Institutions, 1996.
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To allow comparisons across kinds of institutions, the number of
crimes was standardized by the total number of students to obtain the
number of reported occurrences of crimes per 1,000 students.'® The
number of crimes per 1,000 students was calculated by dividing the
sum of the reported occurrences of the crime by the sum of the total
number of students and then multiplying by 1,000.

There were an estimated 0.68 violent crimes per 1,000 students in
1992, 0.71 per 1,000 students in 1993, and 0.65 per 1,000 students in
1994 (table 6). For 1994, the individual rates for violent crimes were
0.001 per 1,000 for murder, 0.09 per 1,000 for forcible sex offenses,
0.21 per 1,000 for robbery, and 0.35 per 1,000 for aggravated
assault. The pattern of the number of violent crimes per 1,000
students varied somewhat by institutional type from year to year,
with a general pattern of public 2-year institutions tending to be
lower than public or private 4-year institutions. Institutions with no
campus housing had a lower number of violent crimes per 1,000
students than did institutions with less than 25 percent of their
students in campus housing, which in turn tended to have a lower
number of violent crimes per 1,000 students than did institutions
with 25 percent or more of their students in campus housing. Larger
institutions had a lower number of violent crimes per 1,000 students
than did smaller institutions. For example, the overall violent crime
rate for 1994 was 0.29 per 1,000 students at institutions without
campus housing compared with 1.13 per 1,000 at institutions with 25
percent or more of students in campus housing. By institutional size,
the violent crime rate was 2.37 per 1,000 at institutions with less
than 200 students compared with 0.53 per 1,000 at institutions with
10,000 or more students.

There were an estimated 0.09 nonforcible sex offenses per 1,000
students in 1992, 0.11 per 1,000 students in 1993, and 0.10 per 1,000
students in 1994 (table 6). Few patterns by institutional
characteristics are readily apparent. Property crimes were much
more frequent, with an estimated 2.71 property crimes per 1,000
students in 1992, 2.63 per 1,000 in 1993, and 2.57 per 1,000 students
in 1994. For 1994, reported rates were 1.96 per 1,000 for burglaries
and 0.61 per 1,000 for motor vehicle thefts. In general, the other
less-than-2-year and the public 2-year institutions had fewer

' The number of students was obtained from the Integrated Postsecondary Education Data
System (IPEDS) 1994 Fall Enrollment file. The total number of students was used:
undergraduate and graduate, full and part time. Although the crime statistics apply to
anyone on campus, including students, faculty and staff, and campus visitors, the number of
students is the most widely available measure of institutional size. The number and percent
of students by institutional characteristics are shown in table | in the background section of
this report.
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property crimes per 1,000 students than did private 2-year and all 4-
year institutions. As with violent crimes, institutions with no
campus housing had a lower number of property crimes per 1,000
students than did institutions with less than 25 percent of their
students in campus housing, which in turn had a lower number than
did institutions with 25 percent or more of their students in campus
housing. Larger institutions had a lower number of property crimes
per 1,000 students than did smaller institutions.

Occurrences of According to the Campus Security Act, postsecondary institutions

Crimes Manifesting are required to report statistics concerning the occurrence of certain

. criminal offenses that “manifest evidence of prejudice based on race,

Evidence of religion, sexual orientation, or ethnicity, as prescribed by the Hate

Prejudice Crimes Statistics Act (28 U.S.C. 534).”'" The crimes specified in

(“Hate Crim es”) the regulations are murder, forcible rape, and aggravated assault.
The category of all forcible sex offenses, including forcible rape,
was included on the questionnaire so that there would be equivalent
reporting categories for both crimes manifesting evidence of
prejudice and other crimes.

Very few institutions reported occurrences of crimes manifesting
evidence of prejudice, ranging from 0 percent reporting occurrences
of murder to 1 percent reporting occurrences of aggravated assault
(table 7). The number of these crimes reported was also very small,
ranging from 0 murders in all 3 years to 100 aggravated assaults in
1993 (table 8).

Table 7.—-Percent of postsecondary institutions reporting any occurrences on campus of specified
criminal offenses that manifest evidence of prejudice (“hate crimes”) for 1992, 1993, and

1994
1992 1993 1994
Criminal offense Yes No Don’t Yes No Don’t Yes No Don’t
know know know
MUFET oo 0 97 3 0 98 2 0 99 1
Aggravated assault +) 96 4 1 97 2 1 97 2
All forcible sex offenses, including
FOTCIDIE TAPE ...cooovrvererrereererierrrirseens +) 96 4 ) 98 2 ) 98 2
Forcible rape* ......ccooovovvvnrcvnincennns. (+) 96 4 (+) 98 2 (+) 98 2

(+) Less than 0.5 percent.

*Forcible rape is a subset of all forcible sex offenses.

NOTE: Data are for postsecondary education institutions in the 50 states, the District of Columbia, and Puerto Rico that participate in federal
Title IV financial aid programs. The “don’t know” category includes a few institutions that keep combined crime statistics for multiple
campuses, and so could not respond only for the sampled campus. Zeros indicate that no institution in the sample gave the indicated response.
Percents may not sum to 100 because of rounding.

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, National Center for Education Statistics, Postsecondary Education Quick Information System,
Survey on Campus Crime and Security at Postsecondary Education Institutions, 1996.

! Federal Register, Vol. 59, No. 82, page 22319.
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Table 8.--Estimated total number of specified criminal offenses that manifest evidence of prejudice
(“hate crimes”) at postsecondary institutions for 1992, 1993, and 1994

Criminal offense | 1992 [ 1993 | 1994
MUFET ..ottt 0 0 0
Aggravated assaull.............cccocvveeeriiiieeeeeeseeeeee e 50 100 90
All forcible sex offenses, including forcible rape.... 30 20 10
FOrcible rape® ...........ccoovvieiiieiiiiieeere e e e eeeeveeseeseeenes 20 10 +)

Q
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(+) Rounds to less than 10 crimes.
*Forcible rape is a subset of all forcible sex offenses.

NOTE: Data are for postsecondary education institutions in the 50 states, the District of Columbia, and Puerto Rico that participate in federal
Title 1V financial aid programs. The numbers of crimes have been rounded to the nearest 10. Zeros indicate that no institution in the sample
gave the indicated response.

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, National Center for Education Statistics, Postsecondary Education Quick Information System,
Survey on Campus Crime and Security at Postsecondary Education Institutions, 1996.

Arrests for Crimes Postsecondary institutions are required to report statistics
Occurring on concerning the number of arrests for the following crimes occurring
on campus: liquor law violations, drug abuse violations, and
weapons possessions. On-campus arrests per year for the various
crimes were reported by 9 to 14 percent of institutions over the 3
years (table 9). It should be noted that the FBI definition for liquor
law violations excludes drunkenness and driving under the influence.

Campus

Table 9.--Percent of postsecondary institutions reporting any arrests on campus for liquor law,
drug abuse, and weapons possession violations for 1992, 1993, and 1994

1992 1993 1994
Crime Yes No Don’t Yes No Don’t Yes No Don’t
know know know
Liquor law violations.............c............ 11 84 4 12 85 2 13 85 2
Drug abuse violations.......................... 11 85 4 12 85 2 14 84 2
Weapons possessions 9 86 4 11 86 2 10 88 2

NOTE: Data are for postsecondary education institutions in the 50 states, the District of Columbia, and Puerto Rico that participate in federal
Title IV financial aid programs. The “don’t know” category includes a few institutions that keep combined crime statistics for multiple
campuses, and so could not respond only for the sampled campus. Percents may not sum to 100 because of rounding.

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, National Center for Education Statistics, Postsecondary Education Quick Information System,
Survey on Campus Crime and Security at Postsecondary Education Institutions, 1996.
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Public 4-year institutions were much more likely than other types of
institutions to report on-campus arrests for all three types of crimes
(table 10). Institutions that have campus housing (both those with
less than 25 percent and those with 25 percent or more of their
students in campus housing) were more likely to report arrests for all
three crimes than institutions that do not have campus housing, and
larger institutions were more likely than smaller ones to report
arrests for these crimes. For example, arrests for liquor law
violations in 1994 were reported by 63 percent of public 4-year
institutions, a third of institutions with campus housing, and 56
percent of institutions with 10,000 or more students, compared with
less than 0.5 percent of for-profit less-than-2-year institutions, 3
percent of institutions without campus housing, and 1 percent of
institutions with less than 200 students.

Table 10.--Percent of postsecondary institutions reporting any arrests on campus for liquor law,
drug abuse, and weapons possession violations for 1994, by institutional characteristics

. . Liquor law Drug abuse Weapons
Institutional characteristic L L .
violations violations possessions
ALINSEUONS oo 13 14 10
Type
For-profit less-than-2-year..........cc.ccooooorvaiiiriniinnieninn, (+) 0 0
Other 1€55-than=2-Year ........cccccvvrerricerriieirriies i 3 11 5
Public 2-year.................... 14 14 12
Private 2-year 4 5 3
Public 4-year....... 63 66 49
Private 4-year 17 16 9
Percent of students in campus housing
No campus hOuSINg ........ccccceiverminnire s 3 6 3
Less than 25 Percent .........ccccovuvuinineienrecnininseeniens 33 30 24
25 PErCENt OF MOTE ...oovivriiviiiiiierriresirinesiare et saaessseeene 33 29 21
Metropolitan status
Large City .ccc.veeereermeneiiiiiiine s st 8 10 8
Mid-SIZ€ CItY ..ottt 15 15 12
Urban fringe.... 11 12 8
TOWN OF TUTAL.c.viiiiieiiireie et e 20 18 11
Institutional size (enrollment)
Less than 200 ......c.oocveiieiioieiiie e 1 2 1
200t0999........... 7 7 5
1,000 to 2,999 18 13 7
3,000 to 9,999 35 38 26
10,000 OF MOTE «cvveiriieniiiiiriiitece v 56 63 53

(+) Less than 0.5 percent.

'Data are for postsecondary education institutions in the 50 states, the District of Columbia, and Puerto Rico that participate in federal Title IV
financial aid programs.

2Analyses by metropolitan status exclude institutions in Puerto Rico, since the Bureau of the Census does not assign locale codes for Puerto
Rico.

NOTE: Zeros indicate that no institution in the sample gave the indicated response.

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, National Center for Education Statistics, Postsecondary Education Quick Information System,
Survey on Campus Crime and Security at Postsecondary Education Institutions, 1996.
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Table 11.--Estimated total number of arrests on campus for liquor law, drug abuse, and weapons
possession violations for 1992, 1993, and 1994

Crime | 1992 ] 1993 | 1994
Liquor law violations..........cccoceveuiiiiniernnrieeeeereseee s 18,310 18,440 20,430
Drug abuse violations 4,010 5,510 7,230
Weapons PoSSESSIONS..........occveururureeiirerereenieereneeeerianenans 1,760 1,930 1,960

NOTE: Data are for postsecondary education institutions in the 50 states, the District of Columbia, and Puerto Rico that participate in federal
Title IV financial aid programs. The numbers of crimes have been rounded to the nearest 10.

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, National Center for Education Statistics, Postsecondary Education Quick Information System,
Survey on Campus Crime and Security at Postsecondary Eucation Institutions, 1996.

On-campus arrests for liquor law violations were much more
common than for drug abuse violations or weapons possessions,
ranging from an estimated 18,310 in 1992 to 20,430 in 1994 (table
11). On-campus arrests for drug abuse violations ranged from an
estimated 4,010 in 1992 to 7,230 in 1994, and for weapons
possessions from 1,760 in 1992 to 1,960 in 1994.

To allow comparisons across kinds of institutions, the number of
arrests was standardized by the total number of students to obtain the
number of reported arrests for the various crimes per 1,000 students.
Liquor law violations resulted in an estimated 1.29 arrests per 1,000
students in 1992, 1.27 per 1,000 students in 1993, and 1.40 per 1,000
students in 1994 (table 12). Arrests per 1,000 students for liquor law
violations generally were higher for public 4-year than for other
types of institutions. Institutions with 25 percent or more of their
students in campus housing had a higher number of arrests per 1,000
students for liquor law violations than did institutions with less than
25 percent of their students in campus housing, which in turn had a
higher number of arrests per 1,000 students than did institutions with
no campus housing. For example, 1994 arrests for liquor law
violations were 2.84 per 1,000 students at public 4-year institutions
compared with 0.03 per 1,000 students at for-profit less-than-2-year
institutions, and were 0.09 per 1,000 students at institutions without
campus housing compared with 3.00 arrests per 1,000 students at
institutions with 25 percent or more of students in campus housing.
Institutions in mid-size cities and towns or rural areas also tended to
have a greater number of arrests per 1,000 students for liquor law
violations than did institutions in large cities or urban fringe areas,
and larger institutions had a greater number of arrests per 1,000
students than did smaller institutions.

An estimated 0.28 arrests per 1,000 students for drug abuse
violations occurred in 1992, 0.38 per 1,000 students in 1993, and
0.50 per 1,000 students in 1994 (table 12). As with liquor law
violations, arrests per 1,000 students for drug abuse violations
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generally were higher for public 4-year than for other types of
institutions (with the exception of the other less-than-2-year
institutions), and they were higher for institutions with more campus
housing. No clear patterns of differences emerged for metropolitan
status and size of the institution.

There were an estimated 0.12 arrests per 1,000 students for weapons
possessions in 1992 and 0.13 per 1,000 students in both 1993 and
1994 (table 12). Institutions that have campus housing were more
likely to report arrests for weapons possessions than were
institutions that do not have campus housing.

Table 12.--Number of campus arrests per 1,000 students for liquor law, drug abuse, and weapons
possession violations at postsecondary institutions for 1992, 1993, and 1994, by
institutional characteristics

Liquor law violations Drug abuse violations Weapons possessions
Institutional characteristic 1992 | 1993 [ 1994 | 1992 [ 1993 | 1994 | 1992 [ 1993 [ 1994
All institutions' ..., 1.287 1.273 1.404 0281 0379 049 0.124 0.134  0.135
Type
For-profit less-than-2-year............... 0.000 0.072 0.028 0.000 0.000 0000 0000 0000 0.000
Other less-than-2-year ............c....... 0445 0.092 0116 0331 0597 0948 0.122 0341  0.230
Public 2-year.....cccoovvececnnieccnanne. 0.307 0291 0339 0073 0.107 0.091 0.054 0051 0.058
Private 2-year.........ccoccevnverirereccrreenns 0675 0932 1254 0.142 0.263 0390 0.030 0.086 0232
Public 4-year.......ccceemiievccnnnne 2.581 2574 2837 0526 0.689 0949 0.197 0213 0.188
Private 4-year......c.ccovovrricrrnnnnnnne 0.628 0595 0632 0.192 0269 0332 0.121 0.128 0.162
Percent of students in campus housing
No campus housing ........cc.oceceeenencne 0.129 0.105 0087 0.070 0078 0.095 0.036 0052 0.046
Less than 25 percent ........cccouceennne. 1.529  1.513 1.575 0308 0.455 0571 0.171  0.168  0.164
25 percent of MOr€......occvveereceucreanen 2.578 2.583 2996 0.535 0.703 0954 0.193 0208 0.223
Metropolitan status
Large City....ccoevnrrrcenrnriercesecneens 0.825 0.783 0.775 0225 0309 0320 0116 0.129 0.112
Mid-Size City ...cooererrerricccircens 1.825 1.666 1.754 0331 0437 0616 0.122 0.146  0.151
Urban fringe....c.ccooooviei e 0912 0810 1044 0216 0314 0439 0093 0.094 0.099
Town or rural.....cocoeeennineceeen. 1.689 2.088 2403 038 0500 0672 0.189 0184 0.199
Institutional size (enrollment)
Less than 200........ocovnvverrccnnencnn 0.000 0.082 0985 0.102 0437 0602 0000 0264 0.386
20010 999t 0291 0229 0336 0304 0226 0402 0256 0.198 0.332
1,000 t0 2,999....coniiiiiiirenns 0929 0964 0939 0258 0.307 0322 0.108 0.110 0.074
3,000 t0 9,999....coconiennnn. . 1.023 1.175  0.159 0.282 0.344 0.123 0.130  0.124

10,000 or more 1.641 1.780 0366 0472 0.640 0.119 0.133  0.130

'Data are for postsecondary education institutions in the 50 states, the District of Columbia, and Puerto Rico that participate in federal Title IV
financial aid programs.

2Analyses by metropolitan status exclude institutions in Puerto Rico, since the Bureau of the Census does not assign locale codes for Puerto
Rico.

NOTE: Zeros indicate that no institution in the sample gave the indicated response.

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, National Center for Education Statistics, Postsecondary Education Quick Information System,
Survey on Campus Crime and Security at Postsecondary Education Institutions, 1996.
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Definitions Used for
Compiling Crime
Statistics

The Campus Security Act specifies that the crimes are to be defined
in accordance with the FBI’s Uniform Crime Reporting Program.
However, other studies, such as the annual compilation of crime
statistics from large higher education institutions by The Chronicle
of Higher Education, have found that many institutions are not using
these definitions. This PEQIS study asked institutions which one set
of definitions the institution used for compiling their crime statistics
for the targeted crimes: the FBI Uniform Crime Reporting
(UCR)/National Incident-Based Reporting System (NIBRS)
definitions, state crime definitions, or some other set of definitions.

The FBI UCR/NIBRS definitions were used by 40 percent of
postsecondary institutions, state crime definitions by 45 percent of
institutions, and other definitions by 16 percent of institutions (table
13). Use of definitions varied greatly by institutional characteristics.
While 83 percent of public 4-year, 61 percent of private 4-year, and
48 percent of public 2-year institutions used the FBI definitions, 24
percent or fewer of the private 2-year and the less-than-2-year
institutions used these definitions. About two-thirds of the
institutions with campus housing (both less than 25 percent and 25
percent or more) used the FBI definitions, compared with 26 percent
of institutions without campus housing. Larger institutions used the
FBI definitions more frequently than did smaller institutions. Most
institutions that did not use the FBI definitions used state crime
definitions instead, although 20 to 28 percent of the private 2-year
and the less-than-2-year institutions, institutions with no campus
housing, and institutions with less than 200 students used some other
set of definitions. Other definitions reported by respondents include
local police definitions, common knowledge, and the school
reporting system. Almost no institutions indicated that they used a
combination of federal and state definitions.

The relationship between institutional size and use of the various
definitions produces some interesting student-level comparisons.
While about the same percentage of institutions used the FBI and
state crime definitions, about three-quarters (73 percent) of students
attended institutions that used the FBI definitions, 24 percent
attended institutions that used state crime definitions, and 4 percent
attended institutions that used some other set of definitions (not
shown in tables). Thus, the majority of students attended institutions
using the mandated FBI definitions, and most of the remaining
students attended institutions using state crime definitions.
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Table 13.--Percent of postsecondary institutions using each set of definitions for compiling crime
statistics, by institutional characteristics: 1996

Institutional characteristic FBI UCR/ 1 State crime Other 2
NIBRS definitions definitions definitions
AL inStHUtons” ..o....oovvvvvvncereeennns 40 45 16
Type
For-profit less-than-2-year............... 17 56 27
Other less-than-2-year .... 16 57 28
Public 2-ye€ar.......cccocovniniiniiiinennn 48 43 9
Private 2-year........cccoeeviiieniirinanns 24 56 20
Public 4-year........c.ocoovvvencnnnicine 83 17 1
Private 4-year.........c..cocovcvinniiienninns 61 32 7
Percent of students in campus housing
No campus housing .........cococeen 26 53 21
Less than 25 percent........cccceeenne 68 25 6
25 percent Of MOTE.......ovvvvmvvrarernanins 62 31 7
Metropolitan status’
Large City .......covvciniiineninniiaciienens 39 42 19
Mid-size city 37 49 14
Urban fringe.......cccoocoviciiiniininnnnns 42 41 17
Town Or rural........cooveeiiivcivirininns 44 44 13
Institutional size (enrollment)
Less than 200... s 17 57 25
20010999 ..o 36 47 16
1,000 10 2,999....ccoeiviieniiiiiiiniiees 61 31 8
3,000 10 9,999....cciviiiiiiiiins 65 32 4
10,000 0r MOre ...oovveeiiiiiiieiciieens 81 18 1

IFederal Bureau of Investigation (FBI) Uniform Crime Reporting (UCR)/National Incident-Based Reporting System (NIBRS).

%Other definitions reported by respondents include local police definitions, common knowledge, and the school reporting system. Almost no
institutions indicated that they used a combination of federal and state definitions.

3Data are for postsecondary education institutions in the 50 states, the District of Columbia, and Puerto Rico that participate in federal Title IV
financial aid programs.

Analyses by metropolitan status exclude institutions in Puerto Rico, since the Bureau of the Census does not assign locale codes for Puerto
Rico.

NOTE: Percents are computed across each row, but may not sum to 100 because of rounding.

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, National Center for Education Statistics, Postsecondary Education Quick Information System,
Survey on Campus Crime and Security at Postsecondary Education Institutions, 1996.
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Formats for Annual
Security Reports

3. Annual Security
Reports

he Campus Security Act requires postsecondary institutions to

publish and distribute an annual security report containing
information about campus security policies and crime statistics. The
report is to be distributed annually to all current students and
employees and, upon request, to prospective students and
employees. This section describes the formats institutions use for
compiling the annual security report information and the ways in
which they disseminate the information.

Moost institutions (87 percent) compiled annual security report
information for students and staff (table 14), although the proportion
ranged from 64 percent of other less-than-2-year institutions to 98
percent of public 4-year institutions. Similarly, small institutions
were less likely to compile security report information than were
larger institutions, ranging from 76 percent of institutions with less
than 200 students to 100 percent of institutions with 10,000 or more
students. Almost all students (98 percent) attended institutions that
compiled annual security report information (not shown in tables).

Frequently used approaches for compiling annual security report
information were as a stand-alone publication about campus
security, used by 70 percent of institutions that compiled an annual
security report, and as part of the text of another student or employee
publication, used by 49 percent of institutions'? (table 14). Annual
security report information was published as an article in the campus
newspaper by 20 percent, in electronic format (e.g., on the campus
computer network) by 6 percent, and in some other format by 9
percent of institutions compiling an annual security report.

The formats used for compiling annual security report information,
particularly the use of a stand-alone publication about campus
security, varied by institutional characteristics (table 14). Public and
private 4-year and public 2-year institutions generally were more
likely to use a stand-alone publication about campus security than
were private 2-year and all less-than-2-year institutions. Institutions

12 Institutions could indicate multiple formats for compiling their annual security report
information. Thus, the percents for the annual security report format sum to more than 100
percent.
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Table 14.--Percent of postsecondary institutions that compile annual security report information
for students and staff, and the format in which the annual security report is compiled,
by institutional characteristics: 1996

Format for annual security reponI
o N Compile Stand-alone Part of text of o
Institutional characteristic annual L. another Article in .
. publication Electronic Other
security student or campus
about campus format format
report . employee newspaper
security Lo
publication
AllinStitutions? ............cccooooovens 87 70 49 20 6 9

Type

For-profit less-than-2-year............... 79 54 56 1 0 10

Other less-than-2-year ...........c...o..... 64 52 57 2 4 7

Public 2-year.............ocooiininnns 93 77 49 34 9 8

Private 2-year..........c.ccocovenerinennnnns 88 60 47 10 1 12

Public 4-year.......c..ccoovvvvvnnnnnns 98 91 46 42 22 11

Private 4-year........cccccoviveennnnnnn. 91 82 40 30 7 9
Percent of students in campus housing

No campus housing 83 61 53 14 3 9

Less than 25 percent 99 79 50 31 10 11

25 percent 0r MOTe.....ccceeeveereeenennn. 92 90 36 29 11 8
Metropolitan status’

Large City.....cooooveeiiiieiiciies 85 65 50 21 5 8

Mid-Size City ...oovevrvvereriencireces 92 70 45 23 5 11

Urban fringe....... 85 76 46 16 6 7

Town or rural 84 71 56 21 8 10
Institutional size (enrollment)

Less than 200.........c.cocovevevnrnincnenns 76 56 55 3 (+) 10

20010 999....ccoviie 88 65 50 19 3 10

1,000 10 2,999.....ccoovcvvrvivirrrnn 95 83 39 26 8 7

3,000 109,999 .....ccoovirvi 99 86 44 36 12 8

10,000 or Mmore .....ccooovvvvvevvrienee 100 89 49 51 27 10

(+) Less than 0.5 percent.

'Based on those institutions that compile an annual security report. Institutions could indicate multiple formats for compiling their annual
security report information. Thus, the percents for the annual security report format sum to more than 100 percent.

*Data are for postsecondary education institutions in the 50 states, the District of Columbia, and Puerto Rico that participate in federal Title IV
financial aid programs.

3Analyses by metropolitan status exclude institutions in Puerto Rico, since the Bureau of the Census does not assign locale codes for Puerto
Rico.

NOTE: Zeros indicate that no institution in the sample gave the indicated response.

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, National Center for Education Statistics, Postsecondary Education Quick Information System,
Survey on Campus Crime and Security at Postsecondary Education Institutions, 1996.
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with campus housing, especially those with a high percentage of
students in campus housing, were more likely than institutions
without campus housing to use a stand-alone publication, and larger
institutions were more likely than smaller ones to use this approach.
Public 4-year institutions and institutions with 10,000 or more
students were particularly likely to compile security report
information in an electronic format compared with other types and
sizes of institutions.

Dissemination Institutions that compile an annual security report usually had that

Approaches report available at student orientation, registration, and/or other
student activities (85 percent), and frequently had it available in
various offices and/or building lobbies around the institution (67
percent; table 15).13 Mailing upon request to prospective students
and/or employees was used by 64 percent of institutions that compile
an annual security report, and mailing upon request to current
students and/or employees by 60 percent of such institutions. Only
19 percent of the institutions that compile a report used a direct
mailing to each current student and/or employee.

Half of the institutions that compile a security report and that have
campus housing distributed the security report in student residence
halls. About a third of the institutions that compile a security report
posted it on campus bulletin boards, and about a quarter placed the
report in campus mailboxes and/or published it in the campus
newspaper. Other dissemination approaches were infrequently used.

There was some variation by institutional characteristics in
dissemination approaches used. For example, public 4-year
institutions generally were more likely than other types of
institutions to use direct mailing to each current student and/or
employee, mailing upon request to current students and/or
employees, and mailing upon request to prospective students and/or
employees.

'3 Institutions could disseminate their security report in multiple ways. Thus, the percents for
the dissemination approaches sum to more than 100 percent.
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Table 15.--Percent of postsecondary institutions that disseminate their annual security report
information in various ways, by institutional characteristics: 1996

Maili
Direct Mailing upon [ Mailing upon alting .
. to every Posting on
mailing to request to request to
- - . household Placement | the campus
Institutional characteristic each current current prospective . .
in the in campus computer
student students students N .
institution’s | mail boxes | network or
and/or and/or and/or
enrollment Web page
employee employees | employees
area
Al institutions”........ooocovverreenrnnn. 19 60 64 1 25 5
Type
For-profit less-than-2-year............... 1 32 34 (+) 4 0
Other less-than-2-year ..................... 3 58 52 2 8 1
Public 2-year............ccccoooi i 22 78 81 4 35 6
Private 2-year...........cccooeiveirninns 14 51 54 1 17 1
Public 4-year............ccocoevieiiien 47 87 93 1 39 18
Private 4-year...........cccocoieeiiiennenn, 32 71 80 1 44 5
Percent of students in campus housing
No campus housing ............cccenen. 10 49 52 2 17 2
Less than 25 percent ..............cccco... 32 74 84 2 35 8
25 percent OF MOTe....cccccvievieeianinne 36 79 84 +) 43 9
Metropolitan status’
Large City......ooovviieiiee e 17 54 63 1 20 4
Mid-size City ..o, 19 56 62 2 25 3
Urban fringe........ccooovieieies 21 59 62 1 28 5
Town orrural ... 22 72 73 1 31 6
Institutional size (enrollment)
Less than 200...........coveneniniinne 3 37 38 +) 9 (+)
20060 999 ... 12 58 63 1 23 3
1,000t02,999....ooviiiii e, 35 79 83 2 42 5
3,000t0 9,999, 38 78 88 3 38 7
10,000 OF MOLE ..o 44 87 91 5 40 23
-8 44



Table 15.--Percent of postsecondary institutions that disseminate their annual security report
information in various ways, by institutional characteristics: 1996--continued

Available in | Available at
Distribution varous .studer.n Publication | Posting on
. offices and/or| orientation, |,
- . in student o . . in the campus| campus
Institutional characteristic . building registration, . Other
residence . newspaper bulletin
halls’ lobbies and/or other boards
around the student
institution activities
AlLinStitutions” .....cccccooeeverervevenen 50 67 85 22 36 13
Type
For-profit less-than-2-year............... #) 47 85 2 43 12
Other less-than-2-year .......c..ccco.e.... #) 52 71 3 24 16
Public 2-year.........ccooccovnvicreccnnnenne 53 81 86 34 38 12
Private 2-year........cccococvvirececcnninnes 49 58 81 15 29 10
Public 4-year...........ccoooiiicnnnnn. 63 90 93 44 27 16
Private 4-year 45 75 83 32 34 14
Percent of students in campus housing
No campus housing ..............cc..oe. - 58 83 16 39 12
Less than 25 percent .............ccceven. 57 89 86 33 36 12
25 percent Or MOre........coccoeeneeeunen. 46 76 88 29 25 16
Metropolitan status’
Large City.....ccccoeieniniiiiic e 51 64 80 25 35 11
Mid-Size City.....ccovmiii e 53 68 85 24 34 12
Urban fringe......c.coccovviievnvnicccnnnnne 45 61 86 18 36 15
Town or rural......ccccovmvrericrrrcrennnnn. 51 74 87 21 34 13
Institutional size (enrollment)
Less than 200......c..c..coceieiiececnnnn 27 50 85 7 38 12
20010 999....coiiiiii e 54 60 76 19 37 12
1,000 t0 2,999 ...c.cvviiiiiciciieenne 46 84 89 28 32 9
3,00010 9,999.....c.ccoiiininincce 56 86 92 39 35 17
10,000 or more 62 86 88 45 29 16

(+) Less than 0.5 percent.
(#) Too few cases for a reliable estimate.

--Not applicable, based only on those institutions that have campus housing.

'Based on those institutions that have any campus housing.

2 Data are for postsecondary education institutions in the 50 states, the District of Columbia, and Puerto Rico that participate in federal Title IV
financial aid programs.

3Analyses by metropolitan status exclude institutions in Puerto Rico, since the Bureau of the Census does not assign locale codes for Puerto
Rico.

NOTE: Zeros indicate that no institution in the sample gave the indicated response. Percents are based on those institutions that compile an
annual security report. Institutions could disseminate their security report in multiple ways. Thus, the percents for the dissemination
approaches sum to more than 100 percent.

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, Nationa! Center for Education Statistics, Postsecondary Education Quick Information System,
Survey on Campus Crime and Security at Postsecondary Education Institutions, 1996.

BEST COPY AVAILABLE
43

Q 29
ERIC

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:



Access to Rape
Crisis Counseling

4. Campus Security
Procedures and
Programs

he Campus Security Act was intended, in part, to encourage

postsecondary institutions to put more emphasis on campus
safety and on crime prevention services and programs. This section
of the report provides information about what postsecondary
institutions are doing to improve campus security, including access
to rape crisis counseling, increases in lighting levels in campus
areas, services and programs concerning campus safety, and types of
public safety employees providing campus security.

The Campus Security Act requires notification to students of
existing on- and off-campus counseling, mental health, or other
student services available for victims of sex offenses. One aspect of
such services is rape crisis counseling. The survey asked whether
students and staff at the institution have access to rape crisis
counseling through various sources. Most institutions (82 percent)
indicated that students and staff had access to rape crisis counseling
through a rape crisis center or hotline run by the community (table
16). A rape crisis center or hotline run by the institution was much
less common, available at 10 percent of the institutions. Rape crisis
counseling was available at a campus mental health or counseling
center at 38 percent of the institutions, at a campus health center at
29 percent of institutions, and from some other source at 15 percent
of the institutions.

The availability of rape crisis counseling through a rape crisis center
or hotline run by the institution, a campus health center, and a
campus mental health or counseling center varied by institutional
type, percentage of students in campus housing, and institutional
size, such that larger institutions, institutions with campus housing,
and public 4-year institutions were particularly likely to have these
resources.
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Table 16.--Percent of postsecondary institutions indicating that students and staff have access to

rape crisis counseling through various sources, by institutional characteristics: 1996

Rape crisis Rape crisis Campus mental
_— . center or hotline | center or hotline | Campus health health or Other
Institutional characteristic .
run by the run by the center counseling source
institution community center
All institutions ............cc.ooooovvvnnnn 10 82 29 38 15
Type
For-profit less-than-2-year............... 4 84 1 5 13
Other less-than-2-year ..................... 4 69 8 20 18
Public 2-year.... 6 82 29 47 15
Private 2-year..........c.ccoooviiiiviinnn. 7 82 20 29 14
Public 4-year..........ccccceoevriinen. 33 90 84 84 16
Private 4-year..............c.ccoooer i 13 81 55 68 17
Percent of students in campus housing
No campus housing .........c.cccceeueee 5 81 10 19 14
Less than 25 percent ...........c.cccc.... 18 88 56 70 11
25 percent or more.......cceeeeeeveennne. 18 85 70 78 19
Metropolitan status’
Large City......cocoieiiiiiinccciee 10 77 26 33 12
Mid-size City.........cooooiiiiiiiiiie 11 88 32 42 16
Urban fringe.......cccocevvviininiinninnn 9 84 28 36 18
Townorrural...........n 9 80 31 43 14
Institutional size (enrollment)
Less than 200.............cccccoieiivnnnnn. 5 80 8 11 15
20010 999.....ccoiiiiiin e 4 78 21 34 15
1,000t0 2,999....cccooviniiiiiiiinnnn 15 86 51 63 13
3,000t0 9,999....cccciiniiiiiee 16 89 56 75 16
10,000 ormore ..........cccevvevriennnn. 30 91 77 84 17
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'Data are for postsecondary education institutions in the 50 states, the District of Columbia, and Puerto Rico that participate in federal Title [V

financial aid programs.

2Analyscs by metropolitan status exclude institutions in Puerto Rico, since the Bureau of the Census does not assign locale codes for Puerto

Rico.

SOURCE: US. Department of Education, National Center for Education Statistics, Postsecondary Education Quick Information System,

Survey on Campus Crime and Security at Postsecondary Education Institutions, 1996.
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Table 17.--Percent of postsecondary institutions that increased lighting levels in various campus
areas in the last 5 years, by institutional characteristics: 1996

Institutional characteristic

Within
campus buildings

On campus grounds
and walkways

In parking lots
and structures

All institutions .......covoveeeveieinn,

Type
For-profit less-than-2-year...............
Other less-than-2-year ....................
Public 2-year........c.ocooeeeiieiencnen.
Private 2-year............c.cc.ccoinininn.
Public 4-year...........ocooooeiiiiniinene
Private 4-year............ccocooieiiennnne.

Percent of students in campus housing
No campus housing ..........ccoeeverne
Less than 25 percent ...
25 percent OF MOT€.........covevvieceennens

Metropolitan status’
Large City....ccovvveiniieee e
Mid-Size City ..o
Urban fringe.......cooovooiieneeninence
Town orrural.......coecoviiiiiiicenen.

Institutional size (enrollment)
Lessthan 200.......ccooviiiiiiiiincenens
20010999 ...
1,000 102,999 .....oviiie
3,000t09,999. ..o
10,000 0r MOTre ..ocevvveeeieeeeeiieeeee e

51 66 60
35 42 30
41 65 55
69 86 82
38 58 46
68 91 96
61 75 78
42 57 46
72 82 82
65 81 90
46 57 51
54 68 61
48 69 60
54 69 69
35 45 36
49 65 56
63 88 86
74 88 91
74 91 94

'Data are for postsecondary education institutions in the 50 states, the District of Columbia, and Puerto Rico that participate in federal Title IV

financial aid programs.

ZAnalyses by metropolitan status exclude institutions in Puerto Rico, since the Bureau of the Census does not assign locale codes for Puerto

Rico.

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, National Center for Education Statistics, Postsecondary Education Quick Information System,
Survey on Campus Crime and Security at Postsecondary Education Institutions, 1996.

Increased Lighting
Levels

Institutions were asked whether they had increased lighting levels in
various campus areas in the last 5 years. The 5-year time frame was
used since approximately 5 years had elapsed since the passage of
the campus crime legislation and the survey data collection. In that
period, 66 percent of institutions had increased lighting levels in
parking lots and structures, 60 percent had increased lighting levels
on campus grounds and walkways, and 51 percent had increased
lighting levels within campus buildings (table 17). Public and
private 4-year and public 2-year institutions generally were more
likely to have increased lighting levels than private 2-year and all
less-than-2-year institutions. Institutions with campus housing more
frequently had increased lighting levels than did institutions without
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Services and
Programs
Concerning
Campus Safety

campus housing, as did larger institutions compared with smaller
institutions. For example, 96 percent of public 4-year institutions
and 94 percent of institutions with 10,000 or more students had
improved lighting on campus grounds and walkways, compared with
30 percent of for-profit less-than-2-year institutions and 36 percent
of institutions with less than 200 students.

Part of the intent of the campus security legislation was to
encourage postsecondary education institutions to pay more attention
to the prevention of crime on campus. One way that institutions can
do this is through services or programs that foster campus safety.
Institutions were asked whether they offered various services or
programs concerning campus safety, and whether the service or
program had been instituted or improved in the last 5 years.

Most institutions with campus housing indicated that they limited
access to residence halls (90 percent; table 18). About two-thirds of
all institutions limited access during nights and weekends to
academic buildings, had a program of publishing or posting safety
reminders, and gave safety/crime prevention presentations to campus
groups; about half had foot or bicycle patrols by security personnel,
night-time escort services, and emergency phone systems; and a
third had victim’s assistance programs. Night-time shuttle bus or
van services were offered by 12 percent of institutions.

Table 18.--Percent of postsecondary institutions that offer various services or programs concerning

campus safety, and the
within the last S years:

percent that have instituted or improved the service or program
1996

Service or program Offer Instituted or xmpr(l)ved in
last 5 years
Foot or bicycle patrols by security personnel...............cccoovveveeeerennr.. 46 78
Night-time €Scort SErvices .............ooevviviuivevesennann. 48 71
Night-time shuttle bus or van services 12 77
Limited access to residence halls”............... 90 66
Limited access during nights and weekends to academic buildings..... 64 57
Emergency phone systems..............cc.o.ccoviiieeenenen, 45 77
Program of publishing or posting safety reminders 63 80
Safety/crime prevention presentations to campus groups................... 64 82
Victim’s assSiStance Programs ............ccvevveevveverernnessissssnneeesosesnseseene 33 72

'Based on institutions that offered that service or
Zpercent of institutions with limited access to resi

program.
dence halls is based on those institutions that have any campus housing.

NOTE: Data are for postsecondary education institutions in the 50 states, the District of Columbia, and Puerto Rico that participate in federal

Title IV financial aid programs.

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, Nat
Survey on Campus Crime and Security at Postsec

ional Center for Education Statistics, Postsecondary Education Quick Information System,
ondary Education Institutions, 1996.
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The majority of institutions offering various campus safety services
and programs had instituted or improved them in the last 5 years
(table 18). Initiation or improvement rates ranged from 57 percent
for limiting access during nights and weekends to academic
buildings to 82 percent for safety or crime prevention presentations
to campus groups.

The percentage of institutions offering various campus safety
services or programs varied by institutional type and size, and the
presence of campus housing (table 19). The general pattern was that
public 4-year institutions most frequently offered the various
services or programs, followed by private 4-year and public 2-year
institutions. Less-than-2-year institutions tended to offer these
programs and services much less frequently than other types of
institutions. Institutions with campus housing (both those with less
than 25 percent and those with 25 percent or more of their students
in campus housing) were more likely to offer the various services or
programs than were institutions without campus housing, and larger
institutions were more likely than smaller ones to offer the services
or programs. For example, foot or bicycle patrols by security
personnel were offered by more than 93 percent of public 4-year
institutions, 95 percent of institutions with 10,000 or more students,
and about 80 percent of institutions with campus housing compared
with 6 percent of for-profit less-than-2-year institutions, 17 percent
of institutions with less than 200 students, and 29 percent of
institutions without campus housing.
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Table 19.--Percent of postsecondary institutions that offer various services or programs concerning
campus safety, by institutional characteristics: 1996

Limited access

Foot or bicycle Night-time Night-time Limited access | during nights
Institutional characteristic patrols. by escort shuttle bus to residence and weekends
security . or van ] .
services . halls to academic
personnel services e
buildings
ANl institutions”..............coooccccc... 46 48 12 90 64
Type
For-profit less-than-2-year............... 6 15 (+) #) 32
Other less-than-2-year ..................... 23 22 2 #) 59
Public 2-year..........coceevnrvvniiriennnna. 68 65 6 79 77
Private 2-year..........ccooevvvvevvnrerennn, 42 47 12 90 63
Public 4-year.......ccoonvcirinrrreennnn 93 83 36 95 94
Private 4-year........cccoevcoovveirrnannn. 71 71 24 92 85
Percent of students in campus housing
No campus housing ...............oeceoee 29 35 3 -- 50
Less than 25 percent........................ 80 73 26 86 92
25 percent Or MOTE.........ccervrervirenrs 79 74 29 93 91
Metropolitan status’
Large city......ccoorecmmrecicennninnninnnn, 45 50 12 91 58
Mid-SiZE€ City ....oovvirirereiriecice e 50 51 15 89 63
Urban fringe........ccocevvrevveniriien, 44 48 9 93 64
Townorrural.......c.conerrnenrennnnnnn, 44 46 10 88 69
Institutional size (enrollment)
Less than 200.........cccccnueeimmiicrerennens 17 23 4 73 39
200t0999......ccomvirrere e 37 43 6 90 67
1,000102,999.......c.coveemrieirrerann. 79 74 16 92 86
3,000 t09,999.....ccrivnenririririnne, 83 79 24 94 88
10,000 or more .........cooueeruerieennnns 95 93 45 94 93
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Table 19.--Percent of postsecondary institutions that offer various services or programs concerning
campus safety, by institutional characteristics: 1996--continued

Safety/crime
Program of . Lo, .
N i Emergency phone _ . prevention Victim’s assistance
Institutional characteristic publishing or posting .
systems . presentations to programs
safety reminders
campus groups
Al InSttUtions™ .........ooorrvcvcvcneces 45 63 64 33

Type

For-profit less-than-2-year............... 27 47 43 18

Other less-than-2-year ..................... 38 48 50 20

Public 2-year.........ccooeiienniin 50 70 74 33

Private 2-year...........ccooveniiieniceinns 38 54 52 29

Public 4-year...........cocovininiinenns 79 88 94 70

Private 4-year...........ccocceviiinninns 57 75 79 43
Percent of students in campus housing

No campus housing ......................... 35 52 50 22

Less than 25 percent ..o, 61 83 91 49

25 percent or more 67 83 87 56
Metropolitan status’

Large City.........cooeeviinnicninrenn 40 63 59 28

Mid-size City .......cooeieiiiiiiis 51 62 67 35

Urban fringe. ......cccocooeeiininn 49 64 64 37

Townorrural...........ccoiin 38 61 64 32
Institutional size (enrollment)

Less than 200.............ccoceiiviiiinnn 31 48 47 22

20010 999 .....ccoiiiiiirie s 36 58 58 22

1,000 10 2,999......coiniviiririirinnn 54 73 80 45

3,000109,999......cccconvinniniri 71 87 88 54

10,000 OF MOTE ....ccocvvirverirrraanrrnn 88 90 95 70

(+) Less than 0.5 percent.

(#)Too few cases for a reliable estimate.

--Not applicable, based only on those institutions that have campus housing.
'Based on those institutions that have any campus housing.

?Data are for postsecondary education institutions in the 50 states, the District of Columbia, and Puerto Rico that participate in federal Title IV
financial aid programs.

JAnaIyses by metropolitan status exclude institutions in Puerto Rico, since the Bureau of the Census does not assign locale codes for Puerto
Rico.

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, National Center for Education Statistics, Postsecondary Education Quick Information System,
Survey on Campus Crime and Security at Postsecondary Education Institutions, 1996.
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Public Safety Campus security can be provided by many types of public safety

Employees employees. Security may be provided by sworn officers
(i.e., officers with full arrest power) who are employees of the
institution or who are employees of a state or local law enforcement
agency (e.g., state police who are assigned to police duties on a
public college campus). Security may also be provided by security
officers or guards who are not sworn officers, by contract security
(firms or individuals who are not employees of the institution who
provide security under contract), or by other types of security
personnel. Institutions may use just one type of public safety
employee or different types to serve different security functions.

About a third of the institutions used security officers or guards for
campus security, 28 percent used sworn officers employed by a state
or local law enforcement agency, 24 percent used contract security,
and 18 percent used sworn officers employed by the institution (table
20). Eight percent of the institutions said that security was provided
by city or state police when called (e.g., through the use of 911 or
other local emergency numbers),I4 and 15 percent indicated that
security was provided by other types of security personnel. A
particularly striking finding was the very high percentage of public
4-year institutions and institutions with 10,000 or more students,
compared with other institutional types and sizes, that used sworn
officers employed by the institution.

Many institutions, especially less-than-2-year institutions, indicated
that they used sworn officers employed by a state or local law
enforcement agency. This category was intended to refer to officers
that were assigned specifically to the campus, and not to city or state
police who served the campus as one part of a larger patrol area.
However, this was not explicit in the definitions of security
personnel provided on the questionnaire, and it appears that many
institutions interpreted this category to include city and state police
officers serving the campus as part of a larger patrol area.

Institutions were also asked to indicate which one type of public
safety employee had the primary responsibility for providing campus
security. Twenty-three percent of the institutions indicated that
security officers or guards had primary responsibility for campus
security, 19 percent used sworn officers employed by a state or local
law enforcement agency, 17 percent primarily used sworn officers
employed by the institution, 14 percent gave primary responsibility

" This category was not given on the questionnaire. However, it was created from the “other,
specify” category since it was mentioned frequently by institutions.
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Table 20.--Percent of postsecondary institutions using various types of public safety employees to
provide campus security, by institutional characteristics: 1996

Sworn
. Sworn officers
o o officers employed Security Contract C|t>./ or state Other
Institutional characteristic employed by a state officer/ security police when security
by the or local law guard called
institution | enforcement
agency
AlLinstitutions' .........c.oocovvvvevvennen. 18 28 34 24