THE IMPACT OF CRIME CASE REPORTING ON VICTIMS: AN ACADEMIC ANALYSIS

ABSTRACT

Though the various effects of crime constitute its nature, these have suffered great research neglect in Nigeria. This study examined the influence of the nature of crime on reporting among victims in Lagos, Nigeria. It used quantitative and qualitative methods. Covering the three senatorial districts in Lagos, it obtained data from 948 respondents selected through a multistage sampling procedure. Quantitative data were analyzed at three levels and qualitative data were content analyzed. Findings showed more crime (52.2%) was unreported than reported (47.8%). The nature of crime is not significantly related to reporting (ᵡ2 p value > 0.05). The nature of crime drives reporting and urges government to include reporting education in school curriculum for a more inclusive reporting regime.
CHAPTER ONE

 INTRODUCTION

Background to the study
Crime is a social problem that every society seeks to address. Once a crime occurs, it instantly throws up different layers of victims. In the dynamics of victimisation and social reactions to it, crime reporting plays a critical role. Therefore, public concern over human exposure to violence and its disproportionate reporting by victims and witnesses in society is not new. Given the obvious forms of violence in present-day society, public interest has come to be focussed on what Alemika (2004) described as the several difficulties that influence the collection of reliable statistics on criminal activity and victimisation in Nigeria. Apparently, the unwillingness of victims and witnesses to report crimes to the authority is probably the most disturbing of the challenges facing the collection of crime data. The National Crime victimisation Survey (NCVS), British Crime Survey (BCS) and Scottish Crime and Justice Survey (SCJS) all indicate that as few as 38 - 42% of crime is reported and the „dark figure‟ of unreported crime may make up as much as half of some categories of crime (Page, McLeod, Kinver, Iliasov & Yoon, 2009). Since crime takes an infinite physical, financial and emotional toll on its victims, no national characteristics, no political regime, no system of law, police, justice, punishment, treatment or even terror has rendered a country exempt from crime (Radzinowicz & King, 1979). Nevertheless, criminal acts and their report must go together so as to establish the rate of recurrence and spatial coverage of crime, update crime data, properly reward victims and punish offenders.

The foregoing logic must have led Azfar and Gurgur (2008) to consider the protection of the person and property of citizens one of the central roles of government. Thus, the concerns of crime victims and non-victims about exposure towards crime will be significant not just in Europe and the former Soviet Union (Roberts, Stickley, Petticrew & McKee, 2010), but also in America (Skogan & Maxfield, 1981) and in Africa (Roberts, 2010). To become the gatekeeper of the criminal justice system (Hindelang & Gottfredson, 1976), then, one of the most important decisions which victims must take in the aftermath of their victimisation is whether or not to notify the police (Greenberg & Beach, 2004). It is a paradox however that in the regions of the world where more crime occurs; the police know less about it (Alvazzi del Frate, 2003).

In the West, about 25 per cent of the people are crime victims every year and around one in five of them is victimised more than once (Van Kesteren, Mayhew & Nieuwbeerta, 2000). Thus, building safer and less violent communities is a major challenge facing nearly all states and local communities throughout the world. The pool of unrecorded crime arising from the reluctance of victims and witnesses to report their victimisation experiences has several critical consequences. Some of these limit the deterrent capability of the criminal justice system, contribute to the misallocation of police resources, render victims ineligible for public and private benefits, affect insurance costs and help to shape the police role in society (Skogan, 1977a) as well as cause a self–denial of the opportunity to turn to the criminal justice system (Van der Vijver, 1993).

Nonetheless, victim reports are the most important source of information for the police on where crimes are committed and where police efforts are needed (Greenberg & Ruback, 1992; Hindelang & Gottfredson, 1976; Mayhew, 1993; Warner, 1992). With a prevailing climate of great public concern about security, and the recognized limitations of the police to respond to rising crime levels, most citizens treat the question of crime reporting with a measure of scepticism. These make victims‟ tendency to report crime a key determinant in shaping the

statistics recorded by the police and also in providing a broader understanding of how crime impacts different individuals, communities and neighbourhoods (Tarling & Morris, 2010). Little wonder then that a rising literature probes the reasons for victims‟ willingness to report  (Fohring, 2010).

Though research based on large scale victimisation surveys tends to suggest similar factors influencing victims‟ decisions to report such as the perceived seriousness of the offence, the victims‟ relationship to the offender, and the value of items lost or damaged (Skogan, 1984; Baumer & Lauritson, 2010; Tarling & Morris, 2010), a proliferation of theories suggesting the use of a cost‐benefit calculation; a cognitive tool which victims use to weigh the potential pros and cons of reporting to the police (Bowles, Reyes, Garoupa, 2009 & Cohen, 2005) also exists. On the other hand, social psychological research using interviews with community samples of victims and students in laboratory settings has led to the development of a theoretical model. In this context, the victim‟s decision process is construed of as consisting of three stages: labelling the event, determining its seriousness, and deciding what to do (Greenberg & Ruback, 1992). Furthermore, these theories do not rely solely on a „cold‟ and calculated method of backward induction, but consider the importance of victims‟ emotional reactions following an incident, and the social influence of close others (Greenberg & Beach, 2004).

However, in traditional societies where written laws did not exist, informal sanctions deterred deviations from the social norm (Akhilomen, 2006). There was no formal reporting procedure that was associated with that epoch. So, anyone whose interest was then criminally injured simply approached the chief priest. In such a society, some victims sought „personal justice‟ and retaliated against the offender (Topalli, Wright & Fornango, 2002), some avoided those who harmed them altogether, some reported to Ogboni and Oro cults (Chukwuma & Ibidapo-Obe, 1995) and age grades (Emiola, 1997). Reporting crime was then not as hazardous, detested and repressed as it is nowadays. At that time, anyone who reported a crime was rendering a culturally useful public service. But in more socially complex societies in which the police have emerged as the primary means for promoting and maintaining social order with their complicated limitations (Akhilomen, 2006), the story has lamentably altered. No matter how concerned a government is about social order in its jurisdiction, its crime control efforts may fail to achieve its mandate of crime control. Victims of crime should acknowledge the reality, intensity, frequency, spatial coverage and impact of crime by reporting their experiences of crime. In the Netherlands, for example, only slightly more than a third of the crimes were reported to the police by or on behalf of the victims in 2002 (Eggen, 2003).

Gyong (1996) studied crime reporting in Nigeria. But his study site was Kaduna. Cleen foundation has studied crime reporting in Lagos. Its major limitation has always been that it treats crime reporting in association with other important variables of crime and social control or at best including Lagos in nationwide surveys. Therefore, these have always made the rigor which crime reporting, as a major research area, deserves to elude this all important public safety issue. Realising that the events, which are not officially known, will evade attempts to redress their untoward effects (Skogan, 1977b), this study commits itself to examining the correlates of crime reporting among victims in Lagos. Therefore, the objective of the present study was to add new knowledge to the body of already existing literature. It is against this backdrop that this study bridged a gap in knowledge by studying the correlates of crime reporting in the Nigerian context, using Lagos metropolitan areas. 

1.2 Statement of the Problem.

Many societies all over the world have had to contend with the consequences of criminal activities, which include lives and properties fear of the unknown, political instability, victimization by conventional criminals, amongst others.(Fayeye, 2010.)

Even though a member of the society reports a crime to a law enforcement officer, it would not be counted unless it is recorded in a way that allows it to be incorporated into the crime statistics, as a consequence, offending particularly minor offending, may be significantly under counted in situations where law enforcement officers are overloaded with work or do not perceive the offending as worth recording. Some crimes reported are not done in a way that the actual event of things is made known. These crimes lack uniformity, which produce obvious difficulties in actually investigating and solving the crimes that are reported. Another causal factor may include the time frame of the crime. A firsthand account is relatively low. For example by the time a robbery case is being reported, the robbers will probably have fled the victims in the hospital, answering police questions if any is around or even in the mortuary.

Certain behavior are labeled deviant which in actual fact may not be, according to the criminal code of that particular society. Members of the society (victims and witnesses), are most times ignorant of criminal laws. When such behaviors are reported, they are more or less unimportant. Crimes known to police (CKP), already certified as reported may not be analyzed as desired by victims of such immoral acts. Charges may be dropped, even when the perpetrator is arrested. Such is the situation when there is lack of evidence. Another popular incidence is the arrest of innocent persons in place of those that actually committed the crimes. This maybe as a result of being in the wrong place, at the wrong time.

Pleading guilty to a crime, lower than that which an offender commits is another major problem. In most cases, it reduces the levity of punishment and sentence becomes inproportionate to the actual crime committed. Also among the problems associated with crime reporting, is the dependency of skills on both the prosecuting counsel and defense counsel, with convictions and acquaintances actually depending on the professional skills of both counsels.

Another problem associated with the procedure of reporting crimes is the inconsistencies involved in information given out by the so-called witnesses, when crimes are being investigated. The illiterate nature of most citizens about the legal and criminal code of its society poses a greater threat. Some just give information about a crime thinking that by doing so; they will be popular, given money for coming forth with’ vital information’. With this, they say or do anything to act as if they were present when the crime occurred. This scenario drastically slows down the process of justice.

1.3   Aims and Objectives. 

The motive behind carrying out this research work is to properly and carefully scrutinize the effect of behavior  contrary to the formal law in the society, on its victims and to achieve the following aims;

- To assess the actual level of crime as against reported crimes.

- To highlight the effect or impact of such reported crimes on their victims. identify

- To make practical suggestions on how to reduce the negative effects of crimes.

- To suggest ways in which criminals are to be punished, for correction.

- To ascertain who exactly can be held responsible for widespread of criminal activities.

1.4 Research Question

- what is the actual level of crime as against reported crimes ?

- what is the effect or impact of such reported crimes on their victims ?

-  what are the ways to reduce the negative effects of crimes ?

- what ways in which criminals are to be punished, for correction ?

- who exactly can be held responsible for widespread of criminal activities.?

1.5   Significance of the Study.

Most importantly, this research work is to contribute to the knowledge of the criminal activities and how they may be reduced or at most eradicated.

It shall also act as a basis for further investigation or scrutinization on crime reporting and the various psychological social effects on its victims.

Lastly, it is an attempt to bring into limelight; some of the errors involved in the process of crime reporting and suggest likely solutions on how to improve these services.

1.6    Scope of Study.

This research work is basically concerned with the major effect of crime reporting on the victims and the impact of proper investigation of criminal activities amongst members of the Lagos metropolitan areas.

For the purpose of accurate and effective research work, the study is restricted to a selected sample, from the entire metropolis, a representative of a fair proportion as a whole.

1.7 Operational Definition of Concepts

This subsection operationalizes the concepts used in the study. This is in compliance with the guideline provided by Patten (2005) that good science starts with good definition and a minimum level of consensus is needed on the definition of what the field is and what it is not. It is therefore equally important to highlight the ones to be used in the study.

Crime Victims
Victims are persons who have suffered death, physical or mental anguish, or loss of property as the result of an actual or attempted criminal offence committed by another person (Schmalleger, 2003). However, Black‟s Law dictionary, ninth edition (2009) defines a victim as a person harmed by a crime, tort or other wrong. In this study, a victim is anybody, irrespective of age, sex, ethnicity, creed or nationality, who on the account of not being adequately protected, suffers injury from anybody, regardless of their relationships.

Crime Reporting
While Soares (2004) noted that crime reporting is the fraction of the total number of crimes that is actually reported to the police, Goudriaan (2006) observed that crime reporting is notifying the police of a crime that took place. On the other hand, Alemika (2009) noted that people report their experience of criminal victimisation to different agencies, including non-law enforcement agencies depending on what they perceive as the cost of doing so as well as their individual perception of personal gratification from doing so. In this study, therefore, crime reporting is taken to be the deliberate act of notifying the formal or diverse informal structures of crime control about the occurrence of a crime.
CHAPTER TWO

REVIEW OF RELEVANT LITERATURE AND THEORETICAL FRAMEWORK

2.0 Review of Literature

There has been a growing interest in understanding the dynamics of crime reporting among victims in Nigeria. Except victims and non-victims report incidents of crime to which they are exposed, recorded trends and patterns of criminal activities may produce an incorrect estimation of the true levels of criminal activity in the community. Using crime statistics obtained from such a defective premise to evolve crime management philosophy may also give rise to a regime of inapplicable crime prevention policies and strategies. Crime-reporting practices indicate the willingness by victims to report crimes to authorities. A critical review of existing literature on crime-reporting shows that people‟s willingness to report crime to the police is influenced by a number of complex interconnected factors.

The decision to report crimes to the police can have intense implications for victims and the criminal justice system. Non crime reporting attitude of community members causes official statistics to underestimate apprehension rates as these exclude from the denominator those offenders going undetected. It also determines which offenders are vulnerable to arrest and  which are not. Furthermore, non-reporting limits our knowledge of offenders, much of which is derived from profiles of apprehended criminals. Knowing which crimes are most frequently reported helps in defining the tasks of the police. Strategic planning, operational planning, budgeting, and proper resource allocation by police are dependent upon figures of reported crime.

Different groups in the population may differ in their willingness to report crimes to the police. If crime experiences of disadvantaged people or more vulnerable groups tend to go unreported, the negative consequences of non-reporting will add to their disadvantage. Failure to report violence to the police has serious consequences. First, the victim may be ineligible to receive victim assistance services (Gottfredson & Gottfredson, 1988; Skogan, 1984). Second, failure to report threatens the deterrent ability of the criminal justice system since authorities are less able to apprehend and/or punish the offender. Third, an offender who goes free is able to stay in the community and victimise others. Fourth, failure to report victimisation alters the police mandate, resulting in the misallocation of scarce police resources to areas based on an inaccurate assessment of the true levels of violent activity (Skogan, 1977; 1984).

As a result of the foregoing reasons, the quest for crime control has led scholars to examine the various ways by which victims of crime respond to their victimisation. The  literature review on this study covered the state of knowledge on relevant issues on correlates and crime reporting practices of victims in Lagos, Nigeria. It underscored crime reporting practices as genuine mechanisms by which crime victims can express their discontent, access justice, reduce insecurity and strengthen social control in the community.

In particular, this subsection covers available information on all the stated objectives in order to find out the gap in knowledge. In reviewing available relevant literature, it became clearer that there exists a paucity of studies on crime reporting in both developed and developing societies of the world. As a result of this, the review was greatly influenced by body of studies on victims‟ crime reporting practices that were mostly drawn from developed societies. The rest of the chapter is divided into seven key sections guided by the objectives of the study. The sections are conceptual issues associated with criminal victimisation; trends and patterns of crime reporting practices; crime recording practices; predictors of victims‟ crime reporting practices;

building the capacity of crime reporting skills among actors; theoretical and conceptual frameworks and hypotheses.

2.1.1 Conceptual Issues Associated with Criminal Victimisation

This section presents conceptual issues that are associated with victimisation in a sequence that will make the subject matter very comprehensive and therefore helpful for understanding explaining the problem in respect of which this study set out to proffer solutions.

2.1.2What Crime is
What is and is not a crime varies according to epochs, cultures, locations within countries and countries. Similarly, the penalties associated with crime alter. Thus, criminals and individuals who feel the pains of their wicked acts are all products of the same society and in some cases, individuals from different backgrounds. Crimes are created, recreated, introduced, facilitated and discouraged, as the case may be, in the daily lives of every member of a given society. Out of the many literature reviewed, there is no convergence on the definition of crime among scholars, legal practitioners and commentators because of ethical and ideological positions that are at variance. Crime is a complex interaction of many processes. It has been and may remain, for a long time to come, a subject of conceptual debate.

There is hardly a way by which a discussion of the meaning of crime can be done without involving some kind of power relations. An attempt, therefore, to identify typical features that characterise crime calls for an attachment of a meaning that makes definition very political and culturally problematic. Crime in the context of a violation of a lawful provision is a universal concept, but what actually constitutes a crime varies significantly from one cultural environment to the other. Thus, perceptions of crime are not determined by any objective universal indicator of the degree of injury or damage, but by cultural values and power relations. Nevertheless, the basic idea of criminality of certain behaviours considered serious everywhere is universal.

“Crime, for the most part, is injury inflicted on another person” (von Hentig, 1948:383). But to some scholars, crime does not exist. Only acts do. This position appears illogical in the context of social construction of the meanings of crime, criminals and victims. This is so because it is the act of victimisation caused by criminals that changes the profile of the afflicted individual from non-victim to victim status. If crime does not truly exist, its perpetrators and victims do. This goes without saying that crime exists in its causative form in the mind and physical actualisation of the thought of the criminal and its consequence also in the mind and physical wellbeing of the victim. The causes of crime originate from within the society. Its effects impact the health and survival of the society and even go beyond. To that extent therefore, crime is not only functional; it is a social fact that has a verifiable independent existence of its own and implications for the criminal, the victim and the society at large.

2.1.3 Meaning of Victimisation
To the ordinary man in the street, victimisation is the process of becoming a victim in the course of living his/her ordinary everyday life. To the extent that the scientific study of the process, rates, incidence and spatial prevalence of victimisation is the core concern of victimology, anybody who suffers any form of physical, financial or emotional injury as a result of other people‟s negligent, overzealous or illegitimate activities is a victim of crime. From this, it is clear that victimisation is a violent act which instantly alters the social profiles of both the actor and the sufferer of injuries arising from the criminal act. In criminological parlance, if the offender is not a first time offender, he/she comes to be recognised as a recidivist. Conversely, if the victim is not a first time victim, he/she also comes to be known as a re-victimised victim.

Therefore, a criminal act is like a knife having two edges. The perpetrator of a criminal act, the sufferer of the outcome of the criminal act as well as individuals that witnessed the event all have their social statuses to which everyone that knew them prior to the crime did not find in their earlier profiles. While the perpetrator loses his/her usual innocent membership personality of his/her society to become a criminal, the bearer of his/her harmful acts too automatically loses his/her natural non-victim status to become a victim and the persons in whose presence the crime was committed also transit from being ordinary members of the society to become crime witnesses. From the above state of affairs, it is clear that the act of crime alters the social definition of all principal role players and even bystanders in the event - the actor, the person acted upon and yet the person who was present when the offence was committed.

Thus, when victimisation occurs, social relations become threatened. To re-establish harmony, the issues involved have to be resolved. Conflict resolution at the level of informal justice system, in the study area, goes beyond a mere desire for the establishment of justice. It involves the need to enhance and maintain family name for the purpose of identity formation, sustenance and future reference. It is probably in realisation of this assumption that Abati (2003) restated the reality of Nigerians as a people whose individual destiny is linked to that of their family, clan or tribe. A criminal within the family destroys the credibility of his/her family and family name. Having a good name means not ending up as a criminal, not raising doubts about the family pedigree. But somehow, we soon lose that in the Nigerian society. With the increasing emphasis on money, instant wealth became the new measurement of social relevance. And gradually, the new ethos catches. Nigerians begin to look for money by any means. Ritual killing becomes common. Such victimisations leave behind countless diverse victims.

Also, the need to return both offender and victim to their pre-crime status enjoyed considerable interest in traditional procedure of conflict resolution in most African societies. It is mainly because of the critical need for the continuance of communal affinity that the enforcement of order is always construed to be genuinely in the interest of the community. Conflict was not resolved only to punish the guilty on behalf of one unclear political interest now called „the state‟. It is a statement of fact that the criminal did not directly threaten the interest of the state before, during or even in the aftermath of his/her criminal act. In traditional justice epoch, justice focussed on the need to appease the victim and maintain undisturbed order that existed in the community before its stable rhythm was threatened by the criminal. Based on the obvious community crave for the ascendancy of justice, the guilty usually admitted guilt and recognised that he/she has truly invaded the privacy of the victim without justification. In most cases, the criminal apologised to the victim and asked for forgiveness. It is in this context that this study recognises the following phases as necessary trajectories of victimisation in most African cultural situations:

i.Existence of pervasive poverty that enables economically weak parents to put their interest on economic stabilisation before the normative socialisation of their children.

ii. This inevitably leads to a preponderant presence of poorly socialised youths as socio- economic actors/actresses in society.

iii. Their large number creates a subculture in which misconduct finds approval in group relations and favourable definition among peers.

iv. The access of members of this subculture to influential adult cultists who provide them with the courage and illegitimate resources such as illegal drugs, funds and weapons with which they effect widespread victimisation.

v. The presence of naive targets, individuals whose routine activities and lifestyles make them vulnerable and therefore most likely open to easy victimisation.

2.1.4 Who A Crime Victim Is

The concept of victim has its roots in many ancient languages that covered a great distance from North Western Europe to the southern tip of Asia and yet had a similar linguistic pattern: victima in Latin; víh, wéoh, wíg in Old European; wíh, wíhi in Old High German; vé in Old Norse; weihs in Gothic; and, vinak ti in Sanskrit (Webster‟s, 1971). Although writings about the victim appeared in many early works by many classical criminologists, the word “victimology” had its origin in the early writings of Benjamin Mendelsohn (1937) published on the rapist and his victim. We now refer to him as “The Father of Victimology” (Dussich, undated).

“Most scholars refer to von Hentig and Benjamin Mendelsohn as classical victimologists and founding fathers of victimology” (Morosawa, 2002:52; Walklate, 2005:12). Mendelsohn is credited with using the concept victimology in his 1947 Rumanian presentation as a new science (Hoffmann, 1992). Though contemporary belief supports the claim that the history of Victimology started with these two scholars in the fifth decade of the 20th century, some scholars argued that the topic “victims” can be found on the scientific agenda predating these Founding Fathers (victimologists whose work precisely have not neglected these precursors (Manzanera, 2003) to victimology such as Hans Joachim Schneider: Victimoloie-Wessenschaft vom verbrechensopfer. Tuebingen.

However, the word victimology is a combination of two parts, victim and ology. While the word victim, as noted above, comes from the Latin word victima (then meaning a person or animal sacrificed in a religious ceremony), the suffix ology comes from the Greek word logos meaning speech, word, or reason. This was mainly associated with divine wisdom, reason, doctrine, theory, and science. Victimology is the systematic study of victimisation, emerging relationships between victims and offenders, victims and the criminal justice system (the police, courts and prisons (corrections officials), victims and other social groups and institutions in society such as the media, businesses, and social movements.

The definition of the term „victim‟ poses a challenge as to the extensiveness of it to be explored by scholars. While one approach is to limit the search for definition of the concept of victim to victims of traditional crimes such as murder, rape, robbery, burglary etc, some other schools of thought canvass the inclusion of prisoners, immigrants, subjects of medical experimentation, persons charged with crimes but not found guilty, as victims of crimes. For the scope of contemporary victimology to be all inclusive, it must not be restricted to the study of victims of crime only but may cover other forms of human rights violations that are not necessarily crime. In contemporary criminology and criminal law, a victim of a crime is an identifiable person who has been harmed individually and directly by the perpetrator, rather than merely the society as a whole. However, this may not always be the case, as with victims of white collar crime, who may not be clearly identifiable or directly linked to the crime. Victims of white collar crime are often denied their status as victims by the social construction of the concept (Croall, 2001).

These days, the word victimology is defined from the victim‟s viewpoint as the discipline which scientifically studies, as objects of investigation, all types of victims, especially crime victims (cited in Dussich, undated). Earlier construction of definition of the concept of victims must have relied on textbook or dictionary definitions to characterise victims as hapless dupes who prompted their own victimisations. In the 1980s, the association of „Victimism‟ with„victim precipitation‟ caused feminists to attack the perspective. Due to feminists‟ objection, the concept of victim became upgraded to refer to anyone caught up in an asymmetric (unbalanced, exploitative, parasitical, oppressive, destructive, alienating, or having inherent suffering) relationship or situation. It is probably helpful to add here that a one - size - fits - all definition  of the concept of crime victims does not exist probably for the same reasons that the concept of crime lacks a universal definition.

Though, victims may view the violent effect of criminals on law abiding members of society, the same way throughout the world, perception of the status of victims and societal reactions to victimisation may not be the same. It is in the light of this assumption that it is acknowledged here that the concept of crime victim is deceptively simple. At another layer of theoretical argument, it may be overly misleading to conceive victims exclusively as „human individuals‟. Whether the offender is found or not, whether the offender is an individual, institution, government or even a society, an individual who has been victimised should still be considered a victim. It is probably more inclusive to acknowledge businesses; communities; public bodies; minority groups; vulnerable members of the community; or individuals who are victimised in a variety of ways as crime victims. It is then incorrect to assume that if no offender is caught, then no victim exists. A person is regarded as a victim of crime regardless of whether the perpetrator is identified, apprehended, persecuted or convicted and regardless of familial relationship between the perpetrator and the victim (Ehindero, 2006).

In reality, however, questions relating to the concept and identity of victims are highly problematic. Generally, crime victims are those people most directly affected by crime. Thus, survivors or indirect or secondary victims (such as family members and lovers) are not immediately involved or physically injured in conflicts. However they might be burdened even devastated. Dominant inexperience in the earlier times was likely to have caused the confusion brought into the concept of victim. Thus, the „victims of misfortune‟ for whom initial care givers sought to make provision were those oppressed by the five „giant evils of society‟ – want, disease, ignorance, squalor and idleness – but not crime (Mawby & Gill, 1987:38). Victimisation is a whole complex concept that involves family members, friends and other care providers who may also be affected whenever a crime occurs.

Understanding who a crime victim is has been a challenging question right from the very beginning of victimology as a research area in criminology. Victimology is a subfield of criminology that specializes in studying the victims of crime. Moreover, the discipline seeks to understand why some individuals, households, and other entities are targeted for victimisation by offenders and others are not. From this background, almost always, public perception appears to determine individuals who can be acceptably called a victim. Yet, a victim has been defined in a variety of ways to date.

While New South Wales Council for Civil Liberties (NSWCCL) (2009) defines victims of crime as citizens who have had their lives interrupted by crime, International Association of Chiefs of Police (IACP) (2010), sees victims as including individuals who have been direct targets of violence or property loss or damage, their family members, and people who experience emotional trauma as a result of witnessing such an incident. One approach is to limit the concept to victims of traditional crimes such as murder, rape, robbery, burglary etc. However, it has also been proposed to include a broader definition of the concept by covering groups such as prisoners, immigrants, subjects of medical experimentation, and persons charged with crime but not proved guilty (Karmen, 2005). But Mendelsohn (1976:21) appeared to have settled the issue of scope of victimology when he argued that “Just as medicine treats all patients and all diseases, just as criminology concerns itself with all criminals and all forms of crime, so Victimology must concern itself with all victims and all aspects of victimity in which society takes an interest”.

On the basis of a universal appreciation of the concept of victim, the UN Declaration (1985) on victims describes victims as any individual who, alone or in the company of others, have suffered diverse forms of losses and pains, through acts or omissions that violate criminal laws. For Schmalleger (2003) victims are individuals who have suffered death, physical or mental anguish, or loss of property as the result of an actual or attempted criminal offence committed by another person.

Nsereko (1989) provides a seemingly all inclusive description of a victim of crime as any person who is hurt physically, mentally, financially, or economically as a result of criminal conduct. He may sustain permanent physical or mental incapacitation as a result of such conduct. His health may be impaired. His property may be permanently lost, destroyed, or damaged. His reputation in society may be irreparably damaged. His business or professional interests may be ruined. His social standing may be shattered, and this is especially true of victims of sexual offences. His family‟s welfare may also be dealt a heavy blow, and this is especially so where he or she dies or where his or her ability to support them is diminished or totally extinguished. For the most part, the victim is innocent, going about his/her activities lawfully and peacefully.

For the purpose of this study, a crime victim is any (natural as against cloned) person, institution, group, society or people who have felt the pains of injury, including physical or mental injury, emotional suffering, economic or cultural loss, directly or indirectly caused by negligent acts or omissions of another individual which are in violation of cultural norms, moral values or the criminal laws of Nigeria.

2.2.1 The Influence of Victimisation Experiences on Crime Reporting Practices
In the earlier part of this chapter, it was stated that crime-reporting practices of residents are influenced by a variety of factors. These factors have varying influences on crime reporting practices. Most prior studies that have been conducted in this area have studied crime reporting behaviour in part. Yet, many earlier works have been focused on one type of crime or on factors that have been vaguely conceptualized (Avidja, 2010). This study looks deeper into the phenomenon than its predecessors by going into evaluating the implications of socio-cultural conditions of community people on reporting.

Crime reporting practices indicate the willingness by victims to report crimes to authorities. A critical review of existing literature on crime reporting shows that people‟s willingness to report crime to the police is influenced by a number of interrelated factors. While a few of the factors have direct effects on crime reporting practices of victims, some join others to exert some remarkable pressures on victims to respond negatively or positively toward the police in their crime reporting choices. Therefore, to „advocate for justice processes that centre on the victim rather than the offender and holds offenders morally accountable‟ (Snyman, 2005:12), the foregoing possible consequences of crime should either stimulate or compel victims to report their experiences of crime to the criminal justice system. This is the motivation for exploring the influence of victimisation experiences on crime reporting practices of victims  in Lagos, Nigeria.

Xie, Pogarsky, Lynch, and McDowall (2006) researched the relationship between factors that affect crime-reporting behaviour for individuals who have been victimised by crime. The major assumptions in this study were that crime reporting behaviour will be affected by the victim‟s prior experience with the police, by whether or not an arrest was made by the police in an effort to investigate the crime that has affected the victim, and by the police response to an individual‟s own prior victimisation rather than victimisation of another household member. To test these hypotheses, the researchers analysed longitudinal data borrowed from the National Crime Victimisation Survey (NCVS) of (2002). Xie et al. (2006) found that the greater the police efforts following the most recent victimisation of an individual, the greater the likelihood that that individual will report subsequent victimisation events to the police.

Furthermore, consistent with Hickman and Simpson‟s (2003) and Holmberg‟s (2004) research findings, Xie et al.‟s research shows that a positive police response to prior victimisation (i.e., if the offender who committed the crime against the victim was arrested) encouraged victims to report subsequent crimes to the police. About indirect reporting to the police, the research of Xie et al.‟s (2006) shows that victimisation of another household member did not have an effect on an individual‟s crime reporting behaviour. This study points out that prior victimisation is strongly associated with crime reporting behaviour. Therefore, those who have been previously victimised by a crime are more likely to report subsequent crimes to the police (Xie et al., 2006). The findings of an earlier study conducted by Conaway and Lohr (1994) also confirmed that crime reporting behaviour is strongly associated with one‟s prior victimisation status. Their analysis of factors associated with reporting violent crimes to the police show that people who have been previously victimised, regardless of the type of victimisation, are more likely to report subsequent victimisation events to the police (Conaway & Lohr, 1994).

Moreover, research shows that as the frequency of victimisation events increases, reporting victimisation events to the police also increases. This hypothesis has been empirically supported by the research findings of Unnever and Cornell‟s (2004) study which examined factors that influence students‟ decisions to report being bullied to school officials. They found that victims who reported bullying to school officials increased as the persistency of victimisation increased. In other words, this study shows that the higher the repetition of victimisation is, the higher the reporting rates will be (Unnever & Cornell, 2004; Tilley, 2005). Research findings of Williams and Cornell (2006) also show that there is a positive influence on students‟ willingness to seek help for a threat of violence when they have been previously victimised by crime. This tells us that there is a good reason to believe that an increased number of victimisation events is positively correlated with willingness to report subsequent victimisation events to the police.

This conclusion is not universally supported by all prior research studies. However, Zhang, Messner and Liu (2007), for example, found that there is a negative effect of prior victimisation on reporting subsequent victimisation events. This study shows that individuals who have been previously victimised by crimes were less likely to report subsequent crimes to the police. The authors explained that following a victimisation event, victims of crime may submerge into an increased isolation from the mainstream society, creating a defensive shield, which is perceived by the victims to serve as a mechanism against future victimisations (Zhang et al., 2007). Nonetheless, Zhang et al. (2007) maintain that crime reporting behaviour is explained by incident-specific correlates, individual-specific correlates, and environment- specific correlates.

Criminal victimisation is a complex event that is usually characterised by flashbacks of disturbing experiences for most victims. It is sudden and often shattering. It almost always involves long drawn out physical and emotional consequences which are difficult to overcome. Crime affects the individual victims and their families in different ways being different individuals with varying socio-demographic characteristics. Various studies focus on different categories of crime victims; they also employ different methodological approaches in order to investigate different facets of the victimisation process as well as their impacts on victims. Understanding the process of victimisation and what it entails has mainly been shaped by three very different types of research (Maguire, 1991): first, victimisation survey data, which concentrate on the effects of relatively less serious „conventional offences‟ and their impact on victims; second, in-depth qualitative studies that mostly focus on medium/serious conventional crimes and their impact on victims; and third, clinical studies investigating the psychological effects of catastrophic events and their impact on victims. The latter include some of the most serious conventional crimes such as rape and certain „state crimes‟ such as those committed in concentration camps, as well as some non-criminal catastrophic events.

Though the costs in monetary terms of victimisation arising from property, person and other kinds of crimes can be heavy and staggering, these costs are inevitably borne by victims except in a relatively few marginal cases when insurance bears the risks (Igbo, 2006). The situation with the crime victims in developing environments of the world becomes a little unclear judging by the observation of Evans (1998) that victims are emerging from their weakness and claiming their rightful place. The experiences of victims in the study area do not seem to agree with the foregoing because they are still largely at the right based developmental stage. Therefore, for scholars to capture the entire essence of the need for victims to report how they have encountered violence; there is a need to understand the impact of victimisation on their entire lives. This is necessary in order to promote a thorough understanding of the range of victims‟ reactions that are universal and others that may be expressed in ways that reflect a culture-specific experience.

At a macro level, crime is both a symptom and a cause of violence, conflict and instability. It drives business away, lowers the quality of life, destroys public trust, and undermines the rule of law. Where this is fragile, citizens and institutions struggle to deliver security, protection, social welfare, economic growth, and legitimate political institutions. As criminal influence has a tendency to sponsor further acts of violence – and to even affect political events – it almost always sparks further conflict, as the downward cycle feeds upon itself (UNODC, 2010). At a deeper – individual and intrapsychic–levels, crime creates anxiety and insecurity.

Physically, at the time of a crime, or upon discovering that a crime has occurred, victims are likely to experience a number of physical reactions such as shocking responses to ordinary everyday occurrences and bodily injuries. Financially, in the long run, crime can adversely impact the victim‟s employment by demotion, loss of pay and possibly dismissal. Research shows that the shock waves from victimisation touch not only the victim but also the victim‟s immediate family and relatives, neighbours and acquaintances. This holds true for the emotional as well as the financial consequences, and the effects can endure for years or even a lifetime (United Nations Office for Drug Control and Prevention, 1999).

Psychologically, it is almost impossible to predict how an individual will respond to crime. Psychological injuries created by crime are often the most difficult to cope with and have long-lasting effects. The extent to which individuals (victims, witnesses, family members, and community members) may be affected by crime will vary enormously; at one extreme, people may shrug off serious crimes with no noticeable effects, while, at the other extreme, they become stuck at a particular stage and never move on (United Nations Office for Drug Control and Prevention, 1999).

Crime victims generally experience one of four types of effects: physical, emotional, behavioural, and economic (Menard, 2002), as well as cultural in traditional environments as commonly found in Africa. Few would deny the often devastating effects of crime on those upon whom it is inflicted. Victims of crime may be affected adversely in many ways: physically, emotionally, psychologically, financially and culturally. Unfortunately, many people‟s first contact with the criminal justice system is as a result of being a victim of crime. „Victims of crime have been subjected to someone interfering in their lives, and this negative experience may fundamentally alter their view of the world‟ (Reeves & Mulley, 2000:126).

Essentially therefore, if victim surveys highlight the „hidden‟ experiences of crime victims and „fear of crime‟ (Goodey, 2000:15), then „victimisation can result in psychological distress and increased suspicion, or victims may respond by restricting their activities‟ (Reeves & Mulley, 2000:208). Feelings of anger, fear and guilt are both normal and healthy and it is usually the emotional impact of a crime that is more profound for the victim than physical pain or financial loss (Reeves & Mulley, 2000). Other reported effects of crime include feelings of self- blame for the offence and the impact on work such as missing time or losing/leaving a job (Watson, 2000). Finally, if we are to break the cycles of violence and lessen the stresses that drive them, countries must develop more legitimate, accountable and capable national institutions that provide for citizen security, justice and jobs (Zoellick, 2011)

Prior Studies of Crime Reporting Practices
Long recognizing the importance of understanding variability in crime reporting practice, social scientists have compiled a voluminous research literature examining the effects of numerous individual incidents and community-level determinants on the decision to report a criminal victimisation to the police (Bachman, 1998; Block, 1974; Felson, Messner, & Hoskins, 1999; Greenberg & Ruback, 1992). This research has relied primarily on the rational framework outlined above, which assumes that individual reporting decisions result from cost-benefit analyses aimed at determining whether or not it is worth it to report a crime (Skogan, 1976, 1984). Consistent with expectations derived from this framework, researchers repeatedly have found strong positive associations between indicators of crime severity (e.g. victim injury, financial loss, armed offender) and the likelihood that a crime report is made (Baumer, 2002; Bennett & Wiegand, 1994; Felson, Messner, Hoskin, & Deane, 2002, Gottfredson & Hindelang, 1979; Pino & Meier, 1999; Skogan, 1976; Sparks, Genn, & Dodd, 1977).

Prior research also provides evidence of normative influences on individuals‟ crime reporting practices. Using an experimental design, Ruback, Ménard, Outlaw & Shaffer (1999) first presented participants with fictitious and in-depth crime vignettes. These researchers then asked participants to state whether the victims in the fictional scenarios had a duty or responsibility to report their victimisations to police officials. Participants‟ responses to this question revealed a normative code in which reporting was more acceptable for females, the elderly, and persons not drinking alcohol at the time of their victimisation. Interestingly, these findings – which are generally consistent with both familiar notions of crime seriousness (e.g. crimes against the elderly are more serious than crimes against the other adults) and prior findings regarding the relationship between incident severity and reporting – suggest that rather than operating separately, norms may influence reporting by altering perceptions of the costs and benefits of making a crime report.

Theoretical Framework
This section discusses the theoretical platform on which this study is anchored. This study adopted the social action theory of Max Weber.

Social Action Theory
Earlier theorists had attempted to conceive of major historical or evolutionary tendencies of western society in structural terms. The predecessors of Weber therefore looked at different social-structural directions in their analytical view of individual human actors. For example, while Spenser likened the evolution of the body social to an organism, Tönnies‟ conception underscored the transition from Gemeinschaft (Community) to Gesellschaft (Purposeful Association), Maine studied the shift from Status to Contract, Durkheim concentrated on the institutional arrangements that maintain the cohesion of social structures by emphasising the movement from mechanical to organic solidarity. Marx was passionate about the conflicts between social classes within changing social structures and productive relations.

Responding to similar concerns, Weber proposed that Sociology is a comprehensive science of the subjective meanings of the “understandable” motives which human actors attach  to their actions in their mutual orientations within specific socio-cultural contexts. Therefore, any behaviour outside of this web, Weber insists falls outside the purview of Sociology. His ultimate unit of analysis remains the concrete acting person. Interpretative Sociology considers the individual and his action as the basic unit, the upper limit and the sole carrier of meaningful conduct (Gerth & Mills, 1946). Moreover, Secher (1962) credited Weber with the conviction that an action is „social‟ if the acting individual takes account of the behaviour of others and is thereby oriented in its course. The emphasis of this theory is on how customs, values, norms of particular socio-cultural environment encourage or frustrate individual action on emergent issues of crime prevention and control.

The explanation of a social phenomenon most frequently implies that the details making up individual actions can be provided. But what is it that explains an action? To explain an action, in celebrated Weberian concept of thought, is to „understand‟ it (verstehen) (interpretive understanding or subjective meaning attained by imagining oneself in the position of the person whose behaviour one is seeking to explain) or ideas which represent beliefs and values. By„action‟ in this definition, Weber meant the human behaviour to the extent that the agent or agents see(s) it as subjectively meaningful. Thus, sociologists must put themselves in the position of the actors in whose actions he/she is interested.

Essentially, doing this entails a critical consideration of issues in which the actor is involved that could make the sociologist effectively bring out independent and subjectively logical meaning from the actor‟s actions. For example, the realities of the structure of the situation in which the actor found himself must be simulated. The whole exercise requires the observer to be close enough to the actor to access information about the actor‟s motivations and intentions from which concrete understanding could be obtained and yet remain separated as much as possible in contextual terms from the actor to achieve the required leverage in terms of detachment to make fair interpretations.

The meaning to which we refer may either be:

The meaning actually intended either by an individual agent on a particular historical occasion or by a number of agents on an approximate average in a given set of cases, or

ii. The meaning attributed to the agent or agents, as types, in a pure type constructed in the abstract.

In neither case is the „meaning‟ to be thought of as somehow objectively „correct‟ or „true‟ by some metaphysical criteria. The concept was primarily developed to observe how human behaviours relate to cause and effect in the social situation. For Weber, therefore, Sociology is the study of society and behaviour.

Social Action theory was adopted to describe how interactions among residents within the socio-cultural context of Lagos influence the dynamics of crime reporting. The theory primarily seeks to understand the decision making process by which individual agents take action vis-à-vis their social environments and how these actions influence the structure, workings of the entire society. This theory presupposes the dominance and overwhelming influence of the whole over and above the individuals making up the whole. It therefore posits that the whole constrains the individual to use its pathways for or means of attaining a goal rather than the individuals‟ peculiar perception (Nwokocha, 2004). Since crime reporting is a common and frequently performed action by victims, it has an association with a subjective meaning that can be fairly credited to the same actors. Thus, crime reporting is done to comply with the normative pattern of crime reporting practices of the people. It is for this consideration that it is often not surprising when residents are expected to report their victimisation in a way that is consistent with the norms of the people so as to avoid being sanctioned.

Social Action Theory tries to explain how actors and society interact. Thus, the social context of social action recognises society as largely the consequence of individuals acting toward their own independent ends. However, since society also has a large role in determining what kinds of things are considered important to those actors, individuals are considered both constitutive and at least partially constituted by their societies. It is against this background that social actions are primarily meaningful within the context of the purposes and intentions of individuals. However, such purposes and intentions are understood in the context of the background of historical conditions and social structures, and are largely informed by that background. Thus, action is not possible without meaning (Labinjo, 2002).

In Weber‟s sociology, social action may be overt and obvious to others, or inward and subjective. Others may be concrete people or indefinite pluralities. Moreover, it may be both active and passive. Thus, it may take the form of positive intervention, or of refraining from intervention. Weber believes that sociology is a science that engages in the interpretation of social action in order to provide causal explanations. To him, human behaviour is a social action when it is analysed from the standpoint of its subjective meaning to the actor. It is always an action oriented to the actual or potential conduct of others. Most events that happen around human beings involve behaviours with subjective meanings, which call for interpretive understanding in order to provide causal explanations. To this end, people‟s thoughts, actions and intentions shape a variety of social situations, suggesting an „infinite plasticity of human behaviour‟ (Bone, 2009:1185).

In relation to crime reporting, this action is often taken by victims in a way that shows that they conform to the common pattern in their communities. Crime reporting becomes a social action when its decision is taken to cause cooperation or struggle among the reporting individual, the offender and other stake holders in the society. Weber argued that to explain an action we must interpret it in terms of its subjectively intended meaning. For Weber, it is important that action is defined in terms of meaningfulness and sociological analysis must proceed by identifying the meaning that actions have for actors. He insists that sociology should start inside the individual with what his or her actions mean to him or her, and work outwards to understanding any laws or regularities that govern the whole of society. In “action” is included all human behaviour when and in so far as the acting individual attaches a subjective meaning to it. Recognising that human action is social in nature, Weber identified the four ideal types of social actions below:

Goal Oriented Rational Action (Zweckrational) in which goals and means are rationally chosen is exemplified by the engineer who builds a bridge by the most efficient technique of relating means to ends. An action could be value-rational action when the agent consciously decides on the ultimate value of his/her action and systematically organises his/her actions to achieve the goal. Action is based on collective beliefs, values and actions (Labinjo, 2002).

ii. Value Oriented Rational Action (Wertrational) is characterised by striving for a substantive goal which in itself may not be rational. For example, using faith based healing to cure obesity but which is nonetheless pursued with rational means of rigorous physical exercises. In other words, instrumental actions require that actions are planned and taken after evaluating the goal in relation to other goals, and after thorough consideration of various means (and consequences) to achieve it.

iii.Affective or Emotional Motivations: affective action is anchored in the emotional state of the actor rather than in the rational weighing of means and ends. When crimes occur, family members, acquaintances and friends of the victims may respond emotionally to crime by reporting the crime on behalf of the victim. The affective social action is anchored on the emotional state of the actor (Coser, 2004).

iv. Traditional Action: This is guided by customary habits of thought. Traditional action is divided into two subgroups: A custom is a practice that rests among familiarity. It is continually perpetuated and is ingrained in a culture. Customs usually last for generations. A habit is a series of steps learned gradually and sometimes without conscious awareness.

In reality, actions hardly take only one of these four forms. Usually, a social action takes two or more or even all the four types which constitute a heuristic device for understanding human action (Labinjo, 2002). Relating this to this study, one‟s social and cultural environments are dictated by norms that in turn define human actions in a given social context. Victims‟ crime reporting behaviour is therefore determined by the facilities or services that are found in the social environments. The theory primarily seeks to understand the decision making process by which individual agents take action vis-à-vis their social environments and how these actions influence the structure, and dynamics of the entire society. As a result, sociological explanations of action must begin with observation and theoretical interpretation of states of minds of actors.

CHAPTER THREE

RESEARCH METHODS
The study was conducted in Lagos State in the South-West geopolitical zone of Nigeria. The study was based on quantitative and qualitative data. The survey method administered copies of a questionnaire on 948 respondents. These participants were selected through multi-stage sampling procedure. On the other hand, in-depth interviews were conducted with 3 traditional rulers and 3 religious leaders selected equally from each of the three Senatorial Districts. Moreover, 12 key informant interviews were conducted with 3 Divisional Crime Police Officers, 3 Chairmen of Landlord Associations and 6 Members of Victims’ Family and 10 case studies were conducted with victims of serious crimes. All these provided complementary qualitative data for the study.

Multistage sampling technique was used to select respondents to quantitative questions and simple random for the local government areas in urban, semi-urban and rural communities of Lagos. In the first stage, simple random sampling technique was used to select one local government area from each of the three senatorial districts, giving a sum of three LGAs. In the second stage, based on prior research findings, areas recognised as the “black spots” of crime in Lagos in each of the three selected local government areas were randomly selected. In stage three, all the thirteen wards in Mushin LGA were included, 10 of the wards from Lagos Island LGA were randomly selected and 5 wards were randomly selected from Ibeju Lekki LGA to reflect population differences in the randomly selected LGAs. In the final stage, from each of the 13 and 8 political wards that have been randomly selected from Mushin and Lagos Island LGAs, two streets were randomly selected. Also, from the 5 political wards that have been randomly selected from Ibeju Lekki LGA, two communities were randomly selected. Overall, 42 streets and 10 communities were randomly selected. One household was randomly selected from each of the selected 20 houses, making 520 houses from Mushin LGA, 320 houses from Lagos Island LGA and 200 houses from Ibeju Lekki LGA. The sum of these gives 1040 houses. However, in a case where more than one household occupied a house; lottery method (yes/no) was used to select the respondent interviewed in such a situation. Copies of a questionnaire were administered on each of the 1040 household heads. Ninety two were discarded leaving 91.2% response rate.

Method Of Data Analysis
The method of data analysis involved both quantitative and qualitative approaches. The univariate analysis used frequency counts and simple percentages to present data. Bivariate analysis involved cross tabulation and the use of inferential statistics such as chi square test to establish association between variables. Multivariate analysis involved regression. All these were processed through Statistical Package for Social Sciences (SPSS 20.0 Version). For qualitative data, raw data from in-depth interviews, key informant interviews and case studies were transcribed, sorted and labelled. However, verbatim quotations, ethnographic summaries and content analysis were used to enrich quantitative data. In all, both quantitative and qualitative analysis complemented each other.

CHAPTER FOUR

RESULTS

The results consist of demographic variables and responses to the three research questions.

Characteristics of Respondents
Table 1 provides the selected socio-demographic characteristics of the respondents. The sample included 66.1% male and 33.9% female respondents. The proportion of male to female has implications for the nature of crime that takes place in the study site and the kind of respondents’ response to it by reporting. More commonly, male adults are more culturally assumed to qualify for crime reporting than females.

Along this direction, qualitative data corroborate the foregoing as a key informant respondent remarked:

In most homes, male household heads will consider it an affront for their wives to report crimes for which they had not given their tacit prior approval to the police.
Female KII Lagos Island LGA/Member of Victim’s Family(November 16, 2012)

In some important ways, age affects exposure to, avoidance and report of victimisation. The age patterns of respondents indicated that only 1.9% of respondents were aged less than 20 years; 21 – 30 years (44.6%), 31-40 years (27.8%). Individuals within these age brackets are frequently more powerful than those younger and older. Their strength makes them more able to acquire easily stolen items. They also possess more vigorous power of expression; belong to diverse social networks and determination which may make these respondents pursue the reporting of crimes in the study area more passionately.

Table 1 Socio Economic Characteristics of Respondents

	Variable
	Frequency
	Percentage

	Sex
	
	

	Male
	627
	66.1

	Female
	321
	33.9

	Total
	948
	100

	Age
	
	

	Less than 20 years
	18
	1.9

	21 – 30
	423
	33.2

	31 – 40
	264
	27.8

	41 – 50
	135
	14.2

	51 and above
	108
	11.4

	Total
	948
	100

	Education
	
	

	No Formal Education
	77
	8.1

	Primary Education
	99
	10.4

	Secondary Education
	192
	20.3

	Tertiary Education
	580
	61.2

	Total
	948
	100

	Marital Status
	
	

	Single
	441
	46.5

	Married
	423
	44.6

	Separated/Divorced/Widowed
	84
	8.9

	Total
	948
	100

	Ethnicity
	
	

	Ibo
	195
	20.6

	Yoruba
	651
	68.7

	Others
	102
	10.8

	Total
	948
	100

	Religion
	
	

	Christianity
	534
	56.3

	Islam
	405
	42.7

	Traditional/Others
	9
	.9

	Total
	948
	100

	Residence
	
	

	Urban
	366
	38.6

	Semi urban
	516
	54.4

	Rural
	66
	7.0

	Total
	948
	100

	Occupation
	
	

	Civil Servant
	105
	11.1

	Business Person
	585
	61.7

	Students
	186
	19.6

	Others
	72
	7.6

	Total
	948
	100

	Annual Income In Naira
	
	

	Less than
N 2,000,000:00
	219
	23.1

	N 2,000,001 – N 4,000,000:00
	69
	7.3

	N 4,000,001 – N 6,000,000:00
	30
	3.2

	N 6,000,001 – N 8,000,000:00
	74
	7.8

	N 8,000,001 – N 10,000,000:00
	54
	5.7

	N 10,000,001 and above
	502
	53.0

	Total
	948
	100.0


The data indicate that only 8.1% of the respondents did not have the advantage of formal education at all while 61.2% had tertiary education. Data on the marital status of respondents revealed that 46.5% of respondents are single; married (44.6%), and separated, divorced or widowed (8.9%). Moreover, 68.7% of the respondents are Yoruba, Ibo (20.6%) and other ethnic groups (10.8%). Religious affiliation of the respondents showed that Christians constituted 56.3%, Muslims (42.7%) and traditional religion (0.9%). On the place of residence of respondents, 54.4% lived in the semi urban, urban (38.6%) and rural communities of Lagos (7.0%). The income distribution of the respondents showed that majority (53.0%) earned an annual income of N10, 000,001 and above and 23.1% earned less than N2, 000,000 per annum. The distribution of occupation showed that respondents engaged in various occupational activities such as businesses (61.7%), students (19.6%), civil servants (11.1%) and others (7.6%)

Nature of Crime That Predicts Victims’ Crime Reporting Practices
This section reports the findings on the influence of nature of crime on crime reporting practices of respondents as shown in table 2. Findings show that the crime reporting practices of respondents are determined by the forms which crimes take in their occurrence. Findings confirm that the form which a crime takes often constitutes the nature of that crime as 47% of respondents observed that the nature of crime that had serious effects on victims were reported while about 53% of respondents noted that the nature of crime that had minor effects on victims were not reported. Similarly, 46.0% of respondents said that great loss and injury owing to crime is likely to have positive influence on their crime reporting. However, 48.9% of respondents contended that the way a crime occurs has no effect whatsoever on crime reporting; 48.2% concluded that residents in the study area do not report crimes because of an irresistible pressure from social network in the communities.

An in-depth interview participant insists that the nature of crime is neither here nor there adding:

Nature of crime works either way. It could heighten crime reporting or discourage it. But from experience, the nature of crime causes the victim to be lenient or equally cruel to the offender. It may mitigate or worsen the punishment that the victim may want us to assign the offender. Most members of other religions report crimes to us. The fact that these people do not openly consult us does not, in practice, mean they do not patronize us. Our services to these crime reporters are essentially investigative and sometimes punitive for their victimisers. Our clients often want ‘Irunmale’ (native god) to expose criminals for shaming, if the effect of their crimes are mild. But if intense, harsher punishment such as swelling until the criminal finally explodes and dies is preferred. Our intervention is usually productive. Most crime reporters are more interested in the recovery of their stolen items than in the culprits’ death.
Male IDI Ibeju Lekki LGA/Traditional Religious Leader (November 16, 2012)
How the Nature of Crime Influences Victims’ Crime Reporting Practices
On the number of offenders present at crime scenes, data in table 2 confirm that most of the respondents (60.3%) said that offenders who victimised them were 3. More respondents (65.4%) indicated that fearful weapons were used in their victimisation. It was found that 49.2% of the respondents claimed that guns were used in their victimisation. For 57.8% of the respondents, reported that there were no manifest weapons used.

A female respondent corroborates the foregoing quantitative data:

The effects of the economy are too bitter to bear. If anybody victimizes me mildly, I will internalize the pain. I will not involve the police who will multiply my losses and increase my hopelessness.
Male KII Ibeju Lekki LGA. (November 15, 2012)
As a result of different weapons used by offenders, 46.2% of the respondents sustained bodily injuries, 43.6% suffered financial injuries, 52.3% had emotional injuries and 45.5% suffered material losses while 48.6% said they sustained a combination of bodily, financial, emotional and material injuries. While 46.8% of respondents said the influence of injuries on crime reporting was positive, 49.5% said it was not. Thus, 47.3% said injuries had no influence on crime reporting, 46.8% said it influenced positively, 49.5% said it influenced negatively.

Table 2: Nature of Crime and Crime Reporting

	Nature of Crime

(ᵡ2 p value > 0.05)
	Respondents’ Report of The Incident of Crime

	
	Yes
	No
	Total

	
	%
	N
	%
	N
	%
	N

	Serious
	46.7
	(360)
	53.3
	(411)
	100
	(771)

	Minor
	52.5
	(93)
	47.5
	(84)
	100
	(177)

	Total
	47.8
	(453)
	52.2
	(495)
	100
	(948)

	Influence of Nature of Crime (ᵡ2 p value > 0.05)
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Great Loss and Injury May Have Positive Effect
	46.0
	(144)
	54.0
	(169)
	100
	(313)

	Little Loss and Injury May Have Negative Effect
	49.0
	(153)
	51.0
	(159)
	100
	(312)

	No Effect
	48.9
	(22)
	51.1
	(23)
	100
	(45)

	Social Network Pressure Prevents Reporting
	48.2
	(134)
	51.8
	(144)
	100
	(278)

	Total
	47.8
	(453)
	52.2
	(495)
	100
	(948)

	Number of Criminals At Crime Scene
	(ᵡ2 p value < 0.05)

	One
	48.2
	(81)
	51.8
	(87)
	100
	(168)

	Two
	33.9
	(63)
	66.1
	(123)
	100
	(186)

	Three
	60.3
	(123)
	39.7
	(81)
	100
	(204)

	Many
	48.8
	(140)
	51.2
	(147)
	100
	(287)

	Too Afraid To Know
	44.7
	(46)
	55.3
	(57)
	100
	(103)

	Others
	47.8
	(453)
	52.2
	(495)
	100
	(948)

	Kinds of weapons used
	
	

	No Weapon
	57.8
	(134)
	42.2
	(98)
	100
	(232)

	Fearful Weapons
	65.4
	(142)
	34.6
	(75)
	100
	(217)

	Knives
	45.6
	(82)
	54.4
	(98)
	100
	(180)

	Swords
	52.6
	(10)
	47.4
	(9)
	100
	(19)

	Guns
	49.2
	(150)
	50.8
	(155)
	100
	(305)

	Total
	47.8
	(453)
	52.2
	(495)
	100
	(948)

	Kind of Injury
	(ᵡ2 p value > 0.05)

	Bodily
	46.2
	(30)
	53.8
	(35)
	100
	(65)

	Financial
	43.6
	(17)
	56.4
	(22)
	100
	(39)

	Emotional
	52.3
	(23)
	47.7
	(21)
	100
	(44)

	Material
	45.5
	(80)
	54.5
	(96)
	100
	(176)

	All the Above
	48.6
	(303)
	51.4
	(321)
	100
	(624)

	Total
	47.8
	(453)
	52.2
	(495)
	100
	(948)

	Seriousness Of Injury
	(ᵡ2 p value > 0.05)

	Very Serious
	52.7
	(39)
	47.3
	(35)
	100
	(74)

	Serious
	46.7
	(141)
	53.3
	(161)
	100
	(302)

	Mild
	50.5
	(104)
	49.5
	(102)
	100
	(206)

	Very Mild
	46.2
	(169)
	53.8
	(197)
	100
	(366)

	Total
	47.8
	(453)
	52.2
	(495)
	100
	(948)

	How Injury Influences Crime Reporting
	(ᵡ2 p value > 0.05)

	Positively
	46.8
	(227)
	53.2
	(258)
	100
	(485)

	Negatively
	49.5
	(156)
	50.5
	(159)
	100
	(315)

	No Influence
	47.3
	(70)
	52.7
	(78)
	100
	(148)

	Total
	47.8
	(453)
	52.2
	(495)
	100
	(948)


Minimising the Influences of Nature of Crime on Victims’ Crime Reporting Practices
Table 3 shows the percentage distribution of respondents by nature of crime and crime reporting. About 46.5% of respondents who were witnesses or victims of crimes having serious negative financial effects reported that the nature of their victimisations affected the pattern of their crime reporting practices. Meanwhile, majority 53.5% of respondents who were witnesses or victims of crimes having serious negative financial effects did not report their victimisation experiences. However, 43.9% of respondents who witnessed or were victims of crimes causing serious negative emotional effect reported less crime than victims whose victimisations had serious negative financial effects whereas, 56.1% of respondents who were witnesses or victims of crimes that elicited serious negative emotional effects did not report more crimes. The relationship is not significant (ᵡ2 p value > 0.05)

Table 3 Distribution of Respondents by Nature of Crime and Crime Reporting Practices

	Effect of Crime On Respondents
	Report of Incident of Crime
	Total

	
	Yes
	No
	

	Serious Negative Financial Effect
	46.5%(60)
	53.5% (69)
	100.0% (129)

	Serious Negative Emotional Effect
	43.9%(36)
	56.1% (46)
	100.0% (82)

	Serious Negative Material Effect
	49.2%(63)
	50.8% (65)
	100.0% (128)

	Serious Negative Physical Effect
	48.3%(292)
	51.7% (312)
	100.0% (604)

	No Effect
	40.0%(2)
	60.0% (3)
	100.0% (5)

	Total
	47.8%(453)
	52.2% (495)
	100.0% (948)

	
	(ᵡ2 p value > 0.05)


Moreover, 49.2% of respondents who witnessed or were victims of crimes that induced serious negative material effects acknowledged that the incidents of victimisation experiences they reported was less than those not reported by witnesses and victims that suffered material losses. In the same vein, 48.3% of respondents who were witnesses or victims of crimes that prompted serious negative effect reported while 51.7% of the respondents in that category did not report their victimisation experiences. However, 40.0% of the respondents who were witnesses of any or all of the crimes having the stated effects admitted that they reported their victimisation experiences. It is clear from table 3 that a pattern runs through the crime reporting practices of witnesses and victims of crime in the study setting. More crime incidents (52.2%) remain unreported than the reported incidents of 47.8%. Although the chi-square analysis was not significant, the table immediately indicates that crimes that induced serious negative material effects are more reported than crimes that have serious negative financial, emotional and physical effects. The hypothesis tested in this study indicated that the nature of crime is significantly associated with crime reporting. It was found that the nature of crime is not significantly associated with crime reporting. In other words, the nature of crime is not significantly associated with crime reporting in the study site.

CHAPTER FIVE

DISCUSSION, CONCLUSIONS AND RECOMMENDATIONS
Discussion

Crime is an endemic global challenge. Therefore, no human settlement is insulated from it. More than half of the respondents that participated in the survey noted that the nature of crime that had minor effects on victims was not reported. Qualitative data also support quantitative submissions here. In the study site, as a tradition, crimes are not reported for the purpose of enriching crime statistics. If the value of loss is negligible, victims will ignore involving the police probably because of financial and social cost of reporting and the need to sustain fragile social network. Majority of the respondents indicated that fearful weapons were used in their victimisation. The Nigerian factor also complicates the conceptualization of the nature of crime which “has come to mean unfortunately, corruption, nepotism, dishonesty, fraud and anything that is negative in our national life” (Jubril, 2003: 2, 8, 10), such that “equality before the law” appears to be honoured more in breach than in its observance (Aguda, 1986:31-2).

The foregoing are in tandem with crime data which indicate that a small number of offenders develop so powerful protective network to enjoy immunity in the event of their joining a few chronic career criminals who account for a disproportionate amount of crime in the communities of Lagos. Criminal activities have become so adorned in many Nigerian societies that citizens no longer recognize that  economic and financial crimes are kindred offences with extremely thin line separating them and that all economic crimes are financial crimes but not all financial crimes are economic crimes (Ribadu, 2004). Findings of this study support earlier findings that crimes involving an armed offender compared to incidents involving an unarmed attacker are more likely to be reported to the police (Conaway & Lohr, 1994; Hart & Rennison, 2003; Williams, 1984). Due to educational status of respondents and the influence of culture on their crime reporting behaviour, majority of the respondents acknowledged that residents were ignorant of the gains of crime reporting.

Both quantitative and qualitative data agreed that victims without education reported more crimes than educated victims in the study site. The objective case in Nigeria is that citizens who are age 41years and above are those who besiege the political terrain like a colossus. They are the ones that commit the most heinous crimes in the Nigerian society. The non crime reporting trend is not a corollary of illiteracy. At least, data show that a comfortable majority of the respondents of this study have tertiary education and are members of the two main religious bodies in the country. For the reason that border on the potency of imported trendy values to eclipse normative standards of residents in the study site, the domination of contemporary American society by the norms of minding one’s own business (Batson, Duncan, Ackerman, Buckley & Birch, 1981; Cialdini, Brown, Lewis, Luce, & Neuberg, 1997; Stürmer, Snyder, & Omoto, 2005) appears to have impacted negatively on the pattern of residents’ crime reporting practices. This normative explanation has been used to understand and explain actions related to a variety of crime contexts, such as bystander intervention (Hart & Miethe, 2008; Luckenbill, 1997; Miethe & Deibert, 2007; Miethe & Regoeczi, 2004).

Findings of this study reinforce those earlier found about the severity of a crime being important; that is, crimes that are more severe are generally more likely to be reported than non-serious offenses (Bachman, 1998; Birbeck et al., 1993; Goudriaan, Lynch, and Nieuwbeerta, 2004; Hart and Rennison, 2003; Kilpatrick, Saunders, Veronen, Best, and Von, 1987; Lizotte, 1985; Skogan, 1976, 1984). In the study, the nature of crime is not significantly associated with crime reporting. This finding is inconsistent with previous finding that serious crimes have a much greater likelihood of being reported to the police than less serious offences (Bennett & Wiegand, 1994; Gottfredson & Hindelang, 1979; Kury, Teske, & Würger, 1999; Pino & Meier, 1999; Skogan, 1976, 1984; Sparks, Genn, & Dodd, 1977). An exception to this is rape, considered by most to be the most severe non-fatal violence, is reported only about one-third of the time nationally (Rennison, 2002). Qualitative data emanating from this study maintained that rape is a rarely reported crime because of the implications for doing so on family dignity. A similar exception is noted in Illinois, where sex crimes were the least likely to come to the attention of the police (Hiselman, 2005). Thus supports mounting evidence that the degree of reporting appears contingent on the type of violence considered (Hart & Rennison, 2003; Rennison, 2007). Thus, individual perception about the seriousness of crime plays an important role in crime-reporting behaviour (Carcach, 1997; Bennett & Wiegand, 1994). Qualitative data from this study also show that a landlady refused police investigation of her victimization probably afraid she might be re-victimised if she volunteered information and the police later divulge these to the criminals.

The nature of crime in Nigeria is complex. In the time past, one notorious armed robber Anini confessed that his gang had George Iyamu, a Deputy Superintendent of Police as an insider within the police hierarchy who was their arrowhead. He shielded the robbers, would reveal police secrets to them and give them logistic supports such as arms, to carry out robbery operations. After each operation, Iyamu would join them in sharing the loot. As a result, he had choice buildings in Benin City; being how he invested the loots he obtained from men of the underworld (Anini, 1986). Rounding off the complexity of the nature of crime, Omo-Agege (1987) in his judgment said Anini will forever be remembered in the history of crime in this country, but it would be of unblessed memory. Few people if ever, would give the name to their children.

In some ways the Nigerian courts contributed to the complexity of the nature of crime. A typical case played out in the police pension scam case which involved John Yusuf, a Director at the Police Pension Office. The inadequate legal framework displayed by the Court in its decision handed down by Justice Abubakar Talba of an Abuja high court on January 28, 2013 seemed to encourage criminality. The suspect pleaded guilty to breach of trust and fraudulently converting N2bn of police pension funds to his private use. Upon conviction, the trial Judge sentenced him to two years imprisonment with an option of fine in the sum of N750,000 for the three offences to which he pleaded guilty even though, each of the three offenses attracted a maximum of two years jail term. Except conviction focuses on the nature of crime, Oladele (2014) cautions, we shall continue to witness this kind of inconsequential and unconscionable convictions. The law must be amended to provide for stiffer penalty and the criminal justice administration system must also be reviewed by the National Assembly.

It is surprising that more respondents did not report crimes having serious negative emotional, financial and physical effects. The reason for these could have been associated with the complex nature of judicial process and the roles played by networking against justice by the powerful. It is probably for this  that the influence of nature of crime on crime reporting is not significant. In Nigeria, criminals operate in gangs to guarantee victim intimidation and ease of escape in case there is a formidable resistance. It is for this that the majority of respondents agreed that criminals often equip themselves with dangerous weapon to forestall any challenge. The complexity of nature of crime vis-à-vis reporting is so extraordinary that respondents conceded that the felt the kinds of injuries imaginable from their experiences of criminals.

Conclusion and Recommendations
The nature of crime has lots of practical implications for crime reporting practices of respondents in the study area. Though crimes that have severe effects on victims were reported less often than crimes that had minor effect, the pattern is largely contingent upon crime type. Therefore, policy makers should embark on policy designs and actions that can accelerate the changes in the social, economic and cultural substructure  of society. Such goals may be achieved by consciously promoting gender balanced social, economic and cultural policies that can reduce the current ignorance and poverty levels of residents in the communities of Lagos. Although successive governments have been making what seemed as concerted efforts to reduce illiteracy, ignorance and poverty, these have not led to concrete and measurable improvement in household security.

It is therefore necessary to re-engineer, refocus and reposition these efforts to address social, economic and cultural conditions of community dwellers in the country. This can improve the perception of residents about the significance of crime reporting. As a result, victims can more capably respond to the desire to report crime whether they are mild, averagely serious or very serious, as a matter of civic duty. Finally, education is a powerful agent of social change; to that extent, the need to redesign education policy and implement same religiously should be rigorously pursued. It will be necessary to promote crime prevention and reduction education that addresses various aspects of crime reporting for public safety. Judging by the prevalent ignorance of community people about the gains of crime reporting, the values of reporting should be integrated into all levels of the nation’s educational system and engage adult extension classes, justice and allied professionals and other service providers to promote learners’ knowledge and skill that will make them freely report crimes in their adulthood for sustainable community safety.
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Please tick (
) against the option(s) you choose as your answer.
	S/N
	Section A: SOCIO-DEMOGRAPHIC CHARACTERISTICS
	VARIABLE
	CODES

	1
	Sex
	Male ( )
	1

	
	
	Female ( )
	2

	2
	Age
	Specify _ 


	
	
	Single ( )
	1

	
	
	Married ( )
	2

	3
	
	Separated ( )
	3

	
	Marital Status
	Divorced ( )
	4

	
	
	Widowed ( )
	5

	
	
	No Formal Education ( )
	1

	
	
	Primary Education ( )
	2

	4
	Education
	Secondary Education ( )
	3

	
	
	OND/NCE ( )
	4

	
	
	HND ( )
	5

	
	
	BSC ( )
	6

	
	
	Other (Specify)  

	7

	
	
	Christianity ( )
	1

	
	
	Islam ( )
	2

	5
	Religion
	Traditional ( )
	3

	
	
	Others (Specify)  

	4

	
	
	Urban ( )
	1

	6
	Place of Residence
	Semi Urban ( )
	2

	
	
	Rural ( )
	3

	7
	Ethnic Group
	(Specify)  


	8
	Occupation
	(Specify)  



	SECTION B: General Background of Crime Reporting Practices

	1
	How long have you lived at this address?
	Specify 


	2
	Have you ever been a victim of crime?
	Yes

No (If no, skip to Number 5)
	1
2

	3
	If yes, of which kind of crime? 
 


	4
	How long ago was the incident? 
  


	5
	Was this the only time this ever happened to you?
	Yes

No
	1
2

	6
	If no, have you ever been the victim of any other incidents of crime?
	Yes

No (If no, skip to Number 8)
	1
2

	7
	If yes, what other incidents of crime? 


	8
	Looking back at the time immediately following the crime event, how did it influence your life?

	9
	Did the crime influence your work in terms of being absent?
	Yes

No (If no, skip to Number 12)
	1
2

	10
	If yes, for how many days?  


	11
	How did the absence affect your work? 


	12
	Is there any part of your life still affected by your experiences during the crime?
	Yes

No (If no, skip to Number 14)
	1
2

	13
	If yes, what kind of effect does it have?  


	14
	Did you at any time feel you were, in any way, responsible for the crime?
	Yes

No
	1
2

	15.  If yes, how?  
  


	16. if no, what do you think was responsible? 

 



