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Bien que des études suggèrent que les femmes soient plus craintives des crimes
que les hommes, malgré le fait que leur taux de victimisation soit généralement
plus bas, certains universitaires suggèrent que l’expérience personnelle joue,
dans le meilleur des cas, un rôle limité en ce qui concerne notre sentiment de
sécurité personnelle. Des universitaires féministes ont répliqué que de nom-
breuses femmes sont victimes de violence de la part de leurs conjointsmasculins,
mais que ce type de victimisation est rarement considéré par des études
mesurant la peur du crime. Par conséquent, le taux plus élevé de peur chez
les femmes est justifié, disent-elles. Cette étude utilise un échantillon national
représentatif de femmes canadiennes âgées de 15 ans et plus pour examiner la
relation entre la violence conjugale et la peur du crime. Les résultats d’analyses
de régression et des tableaux croisés appuient la perspective féministe, indiquant
que la violence physique et émotionnelle, ainsi que la violence physique sévère,
exercée par des conjoints masculins accroissent généralement la peur des
femmes envers le crime. Les résultats démontrent l’importance de tenir compte
de la violence conjugale lors d’études portant sur les peurs des femmes envers le
crime afin de ne pas faussement qualifier la peur des femmes d’« irréaliste ».
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Based on findings that suggest women are more afraid of crime than men
despite their overall lower rates of victimization, some scholars have suggested
that personal experience plays, at best, a limited role in our feelings of
personal safety. Feminist scholars have countered by arguing that many
women are abused by their male intimate partners, yet this type of victimi-
zation is rarely considered in studies measuring fear of crime. Women’s
greater levels of fear, they argue, are therefore justified. This study draws on a
nationally representative sample of Canadian women age 15 years or more to
examine the relationship between intimate partner violence and fear of crime.
The results of regression and cross-tabular analyses lend support to the
feminist perspective, finding that physical and emotional abuse and severe
physical abuse committed by male intimates generally increases women’s fear
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of crime. The results demonstrate the importance of considering partner
violence when studying women’s fear of crime so as to not misrepresent
women’s fear as being “unrealistic.”

Keywords: intimate partner violence, fear of crime, insecurity, personal safety

Despite the fact that approximately one quarter of the Canadian popu-
lation aged 15 years and older reports being the victim of a criminal
incident in the past year (Perreault and Brennan 2010), few Canadians
seem to be worried about crime. In fact, 93% of Canadians report feeling
satisfied with their personal safety, more than 8 in 10 are not worried
when home alone in the evening, and some 90% of Canadians feel safe
walking alone in their neighbourhood at night (Brennan 2011). Notwith-
standing these general feelings of safety and personal security, past
research indicates that Canadians who have been the victim of crime –
whether property or violent – are more likely to report higher levels of
fear of crime than those who have not been victimized (AuCoin and
Beauchamp 2007; Brennan 2011; Keown 2010). For instance, 94% of
Canadians who have not been a crime victim are satisfied with their
personal safety, compared to 92% of those who were a victim one time
and 87% of those who were a victim two or more times, both of which
numbers represent statistically significant decreases in feelings of safety
(Brennan 2011). Similarly, the use of crime prevention measures to
protect oneself from crime is much more common among Canadians
who have been the victim of crime (57%) than among thosewho had not
(32%) (Brennan 2011), demonstrating the behavioural impact that vic-
timization can have on Canadians’ everyday experiences.

While the literature on fear of crime has expanded considerably in recent
decades, an important shortcoming remains thatmost research on fear of
crime ignores intimate partner violence (IPV). Given that victims of
crime report much lower levels of satisfaction with their personal safety
(Brennan 2011), the possibility exists that victims of crimes that are
committed by a partner might feel heightened levels of fear yet again.
Although the greatest fear ofmanywomen – and themajority of policies
aimed at addressing those fears – is that they will be victimized by a
stranger in a public locale (Madriz 1997), most research shows that
crimes against women are more likely to be committed by somebody
within their social network or even their own home (Johnson and Bunge
2001; Madriz 1997; Stanko 1990b, 1991, 1993).2 As Madriz (1997: 13)
explains, however, “curiously, the relation between domestic violence
and fear of crime has been neglected. We do not know, for example,
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whether a woman who is the victim of intimate violence or violence
committed by her mate is also more fearful on the streets.” In this sense,
Haggerty’s (2003) contention that harms that are statistically more
common do not receive the same attention as less likely, but more
extreme, offences would seem to be quite accurate.

In this paper, I first briefly examine the literature on IPV3 and fear of
crime. Next, the study’s data and methodology are discussed. The
results, in which I specifically examine the relationship between IPV
and fear of crime, are then presented. I conclude this paper by offering a
discussion of these findings and the implications that they may have for
understanding the relationship between IPV and fear of crime.

Intimate partner violence and fear of crime

Surveys administered by the state consistently indicate gender varia-
tions in respondents’ fear of crime. Most frequently, these surveys
report that women’s level of fear is much higher than men’s, despite
overall lower rates of victimization (Brennan 2011; Kelly and
DeKeseredy 1994; Kitchen and Williams 2010), which follows broader
social trends wherein those who fear crime the most are typically the
least likely to be victimized (Haggerty 2003). For many people, their
fear of crime is much greater than their actual likelihood of being
victimized, largely because “public knowledge and opinions about
[crime] are based upon collective representations rather than accurate
information” (Garland 2001:158) – that is, fear of crime reflects an
individual’s actual victimization as well as indirect victimization, such
as experiences they hear from others or through the media (Kelly and
DeKeseredy 1994; Perkins and Taylor 1996). Thus, scholars have sug-
gested that one’s personal experiences with crime play, at most, a
limited role in explaining that person’s fear of crime (Warr 1984, 1985).

Many feminist researchers, however, have argued that physical,
sexual, and psychological abuse by male intimates is a major predictor
of women’s overall fear of crime (Madriz 1997; Radford 1987; Stanko
1990a, 1990b, 1991). Therefore, it is suggested that women’s fear is well
founded on objective facts (Hanmer and Saunders 1984), but much of
the violence experienced by women at the hands of male intimates is
not considered when examining fear of crime (Smith 1988; Stanko
1990a, 1990b, 1991). The lack of a focus on IPV when studying
women’s fear of crime persists, despite the fact that studies of IPV
clearly demonstrate that females are disproportionately more likely
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than males to be abused by an intimate partner (Borkowski, Murch,
and Walker 1983; Buzawa 2007; Dutton, Hart, Kennedy, and Williams
1992; Gill 2006; Green 2007; Johnson and Bunge 2001; Kurz 1992;
McCue 2008; Tjaden and Thoennes 1998; Ursel 2006). For example,
recent studies indicate that as many as 25% of American women
compared to just 8% of American men are abused by an intimate
partner at some point in their lives (Tjaden and Thoennes 1998).
Furthermore, some evidence suggests that these experiences contribute
to women’s feelings of fear and insecurity and affect their everyday
lives (Hanmer and Saunders 1984; Madriz 1997; Stanko 1990a). In-
deed, among Canadian women who reported experiencing abuse in
the 2004 General Social Survey, 34% also reported fearing for their
lives (Johnson 2005).

Despite indications that IPV may have an important influence on
women’s fears, “traditional studies on fear of crime have ignored the
links between domestic violence and feelings of fear or apprehension”
(Madriz 1997: 64). Several women interviewed by Madriz explained
that the crime they most fear is abuse by an intimate partner. Madriz
further notes that women who experience IPV not only experience
violence in the home but also the same risks and fears that other
women face on the streets. This is particularly disconcerting given that,
for women, more so than for men, fear of crime often leads to changes
in behaviours and routines. For instance, as a result of their anxieties,
many women will not go out alone after dark, they keep their
windows and doors locked at all times (even when they are home),
and they dress in ways that will not draw unwanted attention to
themselves (Madriz 1997; Renzetti and Maier 2002). Madriz (1997)
describes such behaviours in terms of the notion of limited lives. In her
book Nothing Bad Happens to Good Girls, Madriz (1997) argues that fear
of crime contributes to the social control of women by accentuating
gender inequalities that help to maintain patriarchal power and, in
particular, the patriarchal control of women. Accordingly, the image of
women as victims and the fear that this image creates limit women’s
ability to see themselves as citizens with the same rights as men. A
handful of qualitative studies support this position, finding that IPV
affects the ways in which women live their lives (Hanmer and
Saunders 1984; Radford 1987; Stanko 1990a, 1990b, 1991).

An even smaller number of quantitative studies have tested the
hypothesis that IPV victimization increases women’s fear of crime
with mixed results. For example, Smith (1988) examined data from a
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representative sample of women in a large metropolitan area. His
findings indicate that women who have experienced severe forms of
violence are much more fearful than women who have experienced
minor forms of violence or no violence at all. Women who had ever
been physically abused by a male intimate partner also reported
heightened levels of fear. Smith’s findings also suggest that the
frequency and recency of abuse have no bearing on one’s fear.

Similarly, Kelly and DeKeseredy (1994) collected data from a national,
random sample of Canadian post-secondary students, measuring the
incidence and prevalence of IPV as well as violent experiences in
elementary and secondary school relationships and between non-
dating partners. While Kelly and DeKeseredy did not find a general-
ized fear in public places for those who had experienced dating
violence, their results indicate that women who have experienced
sexual and psychological abuse perpetrated by a male intimate partner
are more fearful in their own homes. The authors conclude that their
findings suggest a complex relationship between fear of crime and
victimization, wherein women who are assaulted by male intimate
partners reassess their understanding of dangerousness – that is, the
authors argue that women’s fear, which is shaped by their mother’s
warnings and media portrayals of violence, encourages being afraid of
strangers (especially strange men) in isolated areas. Thus, women are
socialized to be afraid of strangers in public locales. However, “when
women experience intimate victimization, they may begin to reassess
their fear of these ‘unlikely’ assailants and to see private places and
intimates as more dangerous” (Kelly and DeKeseredy 1994: 26).

While these studies offer a valuable contribution to our understanding
of fear of crime and its relationship with intimate partner violence
victimization, they remain limited in important ways. The qualitative
studies, for example, employ small, non-probability samples and their
results cannot be generalized (Kelly and DeKeseredy 1994). The
quantitative studies also have limitations, however. For example,
Smith (1988) did not consider sexual or psychological forms of abuse
(Kelly and DeKeseredy 1994), despite evidence that they may also
result in increased fear (Stanko 1990a, 1990b). Although Kelly and
DeKeseredy (1994) greatly expanded on Smith’s work by including
other forms of violence in addition to physical abuse, their study only
examined the experiences of abuse of college/university students
and only considered dating violence. Thus, while their study was
based on a national probability sample, their findings have limited
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generalizability as well. Despite these limitations, however, this line of
inquiry seems to have largely been abandoned in recent years.

Kelly and DeKeseredy’s (1994) nationally representative study of
women’s fear of crime and abuse in post-secondary dating relation-
ships considerably expanded our understanding of the relationship
between IPV and fear of crime. To date, however, most scholars citing
their work have further developed their findings regarding sexual
assault victimization (e.g., Hickman and Muehlenhard 1997; Nurius
2000), while the broader implications for understanding IPV and fear of
crime have largely remained unexamined. The present study, therefore,
attempts to build upon the work of Kelly and DeKeseredy by using a
nationally representative sample of Canadian women aged 15 and older
to further investigate the relationship between IPV and fear of crime.
Thus, while Kelly and DeKeseredy’s (1994) findings were limited to
abuse among college and university students in dating relationships, the
present study will examine the impact of IPV on fear of crime for
Canadian women aged 15 years or more who have experienced violence
in any type of relationships (dating, cohabitating, married, etc.).

Methods

Sample and data

Victimization surveys measuring the prevalence of IPV are now the
preferred international method for gathering reliable data on the nature
and extent of violence against women (Johnson 2005). Since victimization
surveys allow crime victims to be interviewed directly, these surveys are
considered highly reliable sources of information on the victimization
process (Johnson and Sacco 1995). Taking this into account, this paper
draws upon data from the main file of the 2009 General Social Survey of
Canada (GSS) on victimization (Statistics Canada 2011). The GSS victimi-
zation survey is a cross-sectional, self-report survey that collects data on
the victimization experiences of Canadians’ and their perceptions of crime
and the criminal justice system. Three sections of the survey were of
particular interest for this study: Section 1 measures participants’ percep-
tions, history, and risk and “is designed to measure the extent to which
people worry about their personal safety in everyday situations as well as
the extent towhich fear imposes limits on their opportunities and freedom
of movement” (Statistics Canada 2011: 9), while sections 5 and 7 gather
information pertaining to abuse by an ex-spouse or ex-partner (including
emotional, physical, and sexual abuse) and the severity of this abuse.
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It should be noted that the present study only includes incidents of IPV
perpetrated by an ex-partner and involving a female victim. The reasons
for choosing not to include current partner violence in the analyses are
threefold. First, previous studies of violence against women in Canada
have consistently found that reported rates of IPV are much greater in
previous unions than in current ones (Johnson and Bunge 2001; Johnson
and Sacco 1995). Second, some participants may have been unwilling to
disclose the true nature of their current victimization for reasons related
to social desirability. Social desirability, in fact, may partially mediate
the finding that IPV is more common in previous than current unions.
Third, in a telephone survey, it is possible that the victim would not
disclose information regarding current partner abuse because the bat-
terer could be nearby and overhear the conversation. Research has
shown that concerns with being overheard limits the likelihood of
women disclosing IPV (Johnson 2005). Unlike other surveys – such as
the 1993 Canadian Violence against Women Survey – the GSS does not
take into account whether or not women have the privacy to respond
freely. In the Violence against Women Survey, for example, at the outset
of the telephone interview, women were provided with a toll free
telephone number that they could call to resume their interview if they
had to suddenly hang up. Moreover, if respondents did not feel
comfortable speaking at the time of initial contact, interviews were
rescheduled (Johnson and Sacco 1995; see also Smith 1994). The GSS
does not take such precautions, and therefore, responses regarding
current partner violence are suspect and potentially misleading.

The target population of the GSS includes all Canadians aged 15 and
older, excluding residents of Nunavut and the Yukon and Northwest
Territories, and full time residents of institutions. The GSS employs a
probability sample and divides each of the 10 provinces into several
strata. Several Census Metropolitan Areas (CMAs) are considered sep-
arate strata, while the remaining CMAs are grouped to form three
additional strata. Finally, 10 more strata emerged from the non-CMAs
in each of the provinces, for a total of 27 strata. Minimum sample sizes
were determined to permit acceptable estimates and low sampling
variability at the stratum level. Telephone lists were purchased from
service providers across Canada, and random digit dialing (RDD) was
used togenerate a list of households to contact.Once contactwasmade, a
household member aged 15 or older was randomly selected to partici-
pate in the survey. Surveys were conducted using computer assisted
telephone interviewing (CATI) and in the official language of the
participant’s choosing.
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Statistics Canada (2011) estimates that 0.9% of Canadians have no
telephone while another 8% have only a cell phone and, therefore, were
not eligible for participation. Members of the lowest socio-economic
stratum (i.e., those with an annual income of less than $10,000) also
have slightly lower rates of telephone ownership than the rest of the
population and may be under-represented. Altogether, Statistics
Canada estimates that 91%of the target populationwas covered through
the use of RDD. The total sample size of the 2009 GSS includes 19,422
participants, with a non-response rate of 38%.

The GSS is particularly well suited to the analysis of IPV and fear of
crime. The most important advantage of using the GSS is that it
includes violent incidents that were not reported to the police – that
is, it permits an examination of those incidents normally included
within the dark figure of crime (Carrington 2001), which is especially
important, since it is well known that many incidents of IPV are not
reported to the police (Akers and Kaukinen 2009; R. Felson 2002;
Felson and Paré 2005; Hirschel and Hutchison 2003; Hoyle and
Sanders 2000). However, two key limitations are important to note
when considering findings that rely on the GSS. First, the survey relies
on the respondent’s memory and interpretation of events. As a result,
some incidents may not be reported because the respondent did not
believe that a crime had occurred (Carrington 2001). Second, Johnson
(1995) found that community samples generally under-represent the
most severe forms of violence. Indeed, the most severe form of
violence – homicide – cannot be measured in a self-report survey of
victimization. Accordingly, it is likely that the GSS under-represents
the most serious incidents of partner violence.

Measures

The GSS includes questions on one’s experiences with physical, sexual,
and emotional abuse by an ex-spouse or ex-partner.4 Specifically, these
variables measure whether the respondent was abused physically or
sexually by an ex-spouse or ex-partner in the previous five years and
whether they have ever been abused emotionally by an ex-spouse or
ex-partner in their lifetime. An additional measure of severe physical
IPV, based on Straus, Gelles, and Steinmetz’s (1981) operational
definition of severe violence, was also included in analyses. This scale
consists of the following six items: an ex-spouse or ex-partner kicked,
bit or hit you with their fist; hit or tried to hit you with something; beat
you up; choked you; threatened you with a knife or gun; and used a
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knife or gun on you. A final item, included as a reference point,
measures whether or not the respondent experienced any type of
violence by an ex-partner or was not abused at all. Each variable was
coded 1 if the female respondent reported experiencing violence or
that type of abuse, and 0 otherwise.

A particularly important issue concerns how to measure fear of crime
(Kelly and DeKeseredy 1994; Rader 2004). Since it is problematic to
measure fear of crime with a single variable (Ferraro and LaGrange
1987), this study will mirror Kelly and DeKeseredy (1994) by using
several questions about how safe women feel after dark in multiple
situations to assess fear (see also Baumer 1985; Smith 1988). There is
evidence to suggest that indirect indicators such as this do correspond
with an individual’s fear of crime (Stanko 1991).

Fear of crime, therefore, was measured by creating a scale consisting
of four items similar to those used in previous studies of fear of crime
and IPV (Baumer 1985; Smith 1988; Kelly and DeKeseredy 1994).
Responses to the following questions were used to create the fear of
crime scale: “How safe do you feel from crime walking alone in your
area after dark?” How worried do you feel “while waiting for or using
public transportation after dark?” How worried do you feel “when
alone in your home in the evening or at night?” and “In general, how
satisfied are you with your personal safety from crime?” Reliability
testing was conducted to ascertain whether or not responses to each of
the four items were associated with a single underlying construct. The
Cronbach’s alpha for this test was 0.654, just shy of the 0.7 threshold
at which we can be certain a single underlying concept has been
identified (Tabachnick and Fidell 2007). Given this borderline value,
a confirmatory factor analysis was performed using MPlus 5.0, in
which I hypothesized a one-factor model to be confirmed. The values
for the comparative fit index (CFI) = 0.99, the Tucker-Lewis fit index
(TLI) = 0.96, and the root mean square error of approximation
(RMSEA) = 0.03 all indicate a good fit between the model and the
observed data (Schreiber, Stage, King, Nora, and Barlow 2006; Yu
2002).

All analyses were conducted on weighted samples, as recommended
by Statistics Canada (2011), and included only female respondents.
Diagnostic tests were analysed to ensure compliance with the major
assumptions of linear regression. Few cases had missing values (the
greatest number of missing cases was 1.1% for the general feelings of
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safety measure); therefore, list-wise deletion was used for missing
cases. The nature of these analyses dictates that final sample sizes vary
somewhat as a result of screening questions (e.g., one must use public
transit in order to be afraid while waiting for public transit); thus,
sample sizes for all analyses are reported with the corresponding
tables. The analysis involved two steps: first, the fear of crime scale
was collapsed into two categories and cross-tabulated with whether
any abuse was experienced and with each of the different types of IPV
victimization to assess the strength of each relationship and to examine
whether or not IPV victimization contributes to particularly high levels
of fear when compared to the fears of those who were not abused.
When collapsing the fear of crime scale, those scoring in the eightieth
percentile and above were considered to have a high fear of crime,
while all others were considered to have a low to moderate fear of
crime. Second, bivariate linear regression models predicting fear of
crime based on whether abuse was experienced and the type of IPV
victimization were examined to better understand the overall effect of
IPV on fear of crime.

Results

The mean level of fear reported was 5.87 on a scale ranging from 4 to
12, with a standard deviation of ± 1.41. As shown in Table 1, the
majority of female respondents feel somewhat unsafe or very unsafe
(57.2%–73.0%) walking alone at night, waiting for or using public
transportation, and with respect to their general safety from crime. The
exception to this was being home alone in the evening, where more
than three-quarters of women report feeling very safe. Therefore, this
latter feeling is expressed despite the fact that the home is the place
where women are at the greatest risk of being victimized by their
spouse (Madriz 1997). As others have found, it would seem as though

Table 1: Females’ responses to fear of crime measures

Walking
Alonea

Waiting For/Using
Public Transitb

Home
Alonec

General Feel-
ings Of Safetyd

Very safe / Not at all worried 27.0% 42.4% 76.4% 42.8%
Somewhat unsafe / Somewhat
worried

66.3% 52.0% 21.7% 55.9%

Very unsafe / Very worried 6.7% 5.7% 2.0% 1.3%
Standard error 0.006 0.013 0.005 0.005

an = 8,710; bn = 2,080; cn = 9,723; dn = 9,715.
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Canadian women may be more concerned about being attacked by a
stranger than by an intimate partner (e.g., Madriz 1997).

Women’s IPV victimization experiences are presented in Table 2. The
data indicate that more than half of all women (59.6%) experienced
abuse by an intimate partner. More specifically, about 1 in 5 women
reported experiencing physical abuse perpetrated by an intimate
partner in the past year, and fewer than 1 in 20 women reported one
or more sexually abusive incidents committed by an intimate partner
in the previous five years. As with other Canadian studies (e.g., Kelly
and DeKeseredy 1994), the majority of women (57.8%) reported
experiencing emotional abuse in their lifetime. Approximately 9% of
female respondents also reported experiencing severe physical abuse,
including being kicked, bit or hit; beat up; choked; threatened with a
gun or knife; or having a gun or knife used on them.

In the first step of the analysis, the fear of crime scale was collapsed into
two categories: those in the upper 20th percentile were considered to
have a high fear of crime, and all others were considered to have a low
to moderate fear of crime. These categories were then cross-tabulated
with each of five abuse measures to examine whether IPV victimization
is associated with particularly high levels of fear (see Table 3). In
general, women who reported experiencing IPV – regardless of the
type of IPV – were much more likely to report a high fear of crime
compared to women who were not abused (χ2 (1, N = 207) = 10.50,
p < 0.001). A fuller understanding of the relationship between IPV and
fear can be gleaned by considering the effect of each type of IPV
separately in comparison to non-victims. When examining various
types of abuse more closely, women who were sexually abused by an
intimate partner were only moderately more likely to be among those
with the greatest fear of crime (χ2 (1, N = 205) = 3.21, p < 0.10).

Table 2: Intimate partner violence victimization for female respondents –

physical, sexual and emotional abuse

Any
Abusea

Physical
Abuseb

Sexual
Abusec

Emotional
Abused

Severe Physical
Abusee

Yes 59.6% 19.5% 4.2% 57.8% 8.6%
No 40.4% 80.5% 95.8% 42.2% 91.4%
Standard
error

0.014 0.012 0.006 0.014 0.008

an = 1,177; bn = 1,176; cn = 1,177; dn = 1,178; en = 1,126.
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However, female respondents who were abused physically or emo-
tionally were much more likely to fall into the high fear of crime
category. For example, 36.2% of those who experienced physical abuse
perpetrated by an ex-partner had a high fear of crime compared to just
13.8% of those who were not physically abused (χ2 (1, N = 206) = 11.79,
p < 0.001). Similarly, 26.2% of those who were emotionally abused had
a high fear of crime, compared to just 11.1% of those who were not
emotionally abused (χ2 (1, N = 206) = 7.60, p < 0.01). Given the
significant associations between physical and emotional abuse and fear
of crime, these findings contrast with those of other quantitative studies
undertaken by Smith (1988) and Kelly and DeKeseredy (1994) in that I
find general support for the feminist hypothesis that IPV victimization
experiences are associated with increased fear of crime for women.

Since these measures likely include a wide range of behaviours, the
majority of themcouldbe referred to as “minor” forms of abuse (Johnson
1995; Kelly andDeKeseredy 1994), which suggests that even less serious
incidents may increase women’s fear of crime. Nevertheless, to further
understand the relationship between IPV and fear of crime in women, I
also examined the relationship between fear and severe physical abuse.
Whereas only 15% of women who were not severely physically abused
reported a high fear of crime, 36.4% of those who were severely abused

Table 3: Cross-tabulations of level of fear with types of intimate partner
violence victimization for female respondents

Moderate Fear of Crime High Fear of Crime χ2

Any abusea

% No 90.4 9.6 10.50***

% Yes 72.6 27.4
Physical abuseb

% No 86.2 13.8 11.79***

% Yes 63.8 36.2
Sexual abusec

% No 82.6 17.4 3.21†

% Yes 60.0 40.0
Emotional abused

% No 88.9 11.1 7.60**

% Yes 73.8 26.2
Severe physical abusee

% No 85.0 15.0 6.17*

% Yes 63.6 36.4

an = 207; bn = 206; cn = 205; dn = 206; en = 195.
†p < 0.10, *p < 0.05, **p < 0.01; ***p < 0.001.
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were especially fearful (χ2 (1, N = 195) = 6.17, p < 0.05). This finding,
therefore, lends additional support to the feminist hypothesis.

The next step in the analyses involved analysing a series of bivariate
linear regression models to better understand the extent to which each
type of IPV contributes to increased fear of crime for women. The results
of these bivariate regressions show that having experienced any type of
IPV significantly increases a woman’s fear of crime compared to those
who were not abused. More specifically, in comparison to those who
were not abused, physical and emotional abuse as well as severe
physical abuse are positively and significantly associated with fear of
crime for women (see Table 4). Thus, female respondents who experi-
enced physical, emotional, and severe physical abuse perpetrated by an
intimate partner were much more likely to report being fearful of crime.
Again, sexual abuse is the only variable not significantly correlated
withwomen’s fear of crime, although this could result from the relatively
low number of respondents reporting past sexual abuse. Mirroring the
cross-tabular analysis presented above, these findings lend additional
support to the feminist hypothesis that abuse by male intimates is a
strong predictor of women’s fear of crime.

Discussion

Although the majority of Canadians feel relatively satisfied with their
personal safety (Brennan 2011), research indicates that victims of crime
are less satisfied – or report higher levels of fear – than those who have
not been a victim of crime (AuCoin and Beauchamp 2007; Brennan 2011;
Keown 2010). Despite this, and notwithstanding the well-established
finding thatwomen aremost likely to be victimized by somebodywithin
their social network (Madriz 1997; Stanko 1990b, 1991, 1993) and are

Table 4: Bivariate regression analyses predicting fear of crime based on type
of intimate partner violence victimization for female respondents

B Std Error 95% CI t R2

Any abusea 0.593** 0.197 0.205–0.981 3.011 0.042
Physical abuseb 0.589* 0.235 0.125–1.053 2.502 0.030
Sexual abusec 0.496 0.467 −0.424–1.416 1.063 0.006
Emotional abused 0.502* 0.197 0.113–0.892 2.544 0.031
Severe physical abusee 0.686* 0.316 0.062–1.309 2.169 0.024

an = 207; bn = 206; cn = 205; dn = 206; en = 195.
*p < 0.05, **p < 0.01.
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disproportionately more likely to be the victim of IPV (Borkowski et al.
1983; Buzawa 2007; Dutton et al. 1992; Gill 2006; Green 2007; Kurz 1992;
McCue 2008; Tjaden and Thoennes 1998; Ursel 2006), few studies have
systematically examined the relationship between IPV and women’s
fear of crime.

Since women are generally more fearful of crime, despite overall lower
rates of victimization, some scholars have suggested that personal
experience plays a minimal role in explaining one’s fear of crime
(Garland 2001; Kitchen and Williams 2010; Warr 1984, 1985). Feminist
researchers, on the other hand, have argued that abuse bymale intimates
is a strong predictor of women’s fear of crime; however, IPV victimiza-
tion is not measured in most studies (Hanmer and Saunders 1984;
Madriz 1997; Radford 1987; Stanko 1990a, 1990b, 1991). A handful of
qualitative studies have generally supported this position (Hanmer and
Saunders 1984; Radford 1987; Stanko 1990a, 1990b, 1991), while a small
number of quantitative studies have found mixed support for the
feminist hypothesis (Kelly and DeKeseredy 1994; Smith 1988).

Kelly and DeKeseredy (1994) argue that a complex relationship exists
between IPV and fear of crime. They explain that women are warned to
be afraid of strangemen and strange locales, warnings that are echoed in
the media and popular culture. Thus, not surprisingly, many women
report being afraid of strangers (Madriz 1997). However, when women
are abused bymale intimates theymay begin to reassess what they have
come tobelieve andmight start to perceive ‘unlikely’ abusers andprivate
places as more dangerous (Kelly and DeKeseredy 1994).

The results of this study lend further credence to the notion of a complex
relationship between IPV and women’s fear of crime and generally
support the feminist hypothesis. In their survey of dating violence
among college and university students, Kelly and DeKeseredy (1994)
found that sexual and psychological violence committed by a male
intimate partner increases women’s fear of being home alone in the
evening. The present study, with a nationally representative sample of
Canadian women, finds that physical abuse, emotional abuse, and
severe physical abuse by an intimate partner all increase women’s fear
of crimewhen compared to thosewho are not abused. Similarly,women
who experience physical, emotional, and severe physical IPV are much
more likely to report higher levels of fear of crime than thosewho are not
abused. The only type of IPVnot associatedwith fear of crimewas sexual
abuse. This may be due to the comparatively small number of females
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reporting sexual abuse, but it may also be that women who are sexually
abused by an intimate partner do not translate this assault into a
broader fear of strangers – that is, they may see their partner as the
sole abuser, not others they encounter while walking alone at night or
using public transportation.

Kelly and DeKeseredy (1994) found that abuse by an intimate partner
increased women’s fear of crime in the home – a more generalized fear
wasnot also observed. This study contrastsKelly andDeKeseredy (1994)
by finding a generalized fear of crime among female victims of IPV.
However, in finding that emotional abuse is a predictor of fear just as
strong as physical and severe physical abuse, we must be careful to
give equal consideration to more hidden psychological forms of abuse
and the substantial impact that they can have on women’s everyday
activities and satisfaction with their personal safety. While it is certainly
the case that the emotional and psychological impacts of violence
against women may be more long lasting than physical injuries
(Johnson 2005), the fact that emotional abuse, and not only physical
abuse, contributes to a more generalized fear of crime ought not to be
overlooked in future studies of women’s fear of crime. More generally,
the results of this study point toward including indicators of IPV in
studies examining women’s fear of crime. Indeed, failing to include
these measures minimizes our ability to account for women’s fear and
may unfairly represent women as having “unrealistic” levels of fear.

Notes

1 The title quotation is from a statement offered by a victim of severe intimate
partner violence (qtd. in Madriz 1997: 111). Support for this study was
provided by the Social Science and Humanities Research Council of
Canada. The author also wishes to thank Laura Huey and the anonymous
reviewers for their thoughtful comments on earlier drafts.

2 Marcus Felson (2002) offers an alternative interpretation based on his notion
of risk exposure. According to Felson, because people are exposed to those
they live with for a greater amount of time than strangers, the rate of
victimization per unit of exposure is actually lower in private settings
than in public ones. Thus, Felson cautions, “Don’t be taken in by the
family violence industry. You are safer at home” (48).

3 In contrast to the more commonly used domestic violence, the term intimate
partner violence (IPV) is used to refer only to violence between intimate
partners. Therefore, common forms of domestic violence such as child
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abuse, elder abuse, and abuse between roommates are not considered
(Davies, Ford-Gilboe, and Hammerton 2009).

4 The GSS also includes a measure of financial abuse, although this particular
measure is linked in the microdata file with a second measure for emotional
abuse (“Emotional or financial (lifetime) abuse by ex-spouse/ex-partner”)
and is therefore not included in this study.
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