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CHAPTER I 

INTRODUCTION 

Research has shown t h a t vandalism i s r e l a t e d to several design 

and s o c i a l f a c t o r s . Oscar Newman r e l a t e d vandalism to a set of f i v e to 

s i x physical f a c t o r s t h a t r e i n f o r c e c r i m i n a l behavior. These f a c t o r s 

are as f o l l o w s : 

The p r o j e c t s are u s u a l l y very l a r g e , accommodating 
over a thousand f a m i l i e s , and c o n s i s t i n g of h i g h r i s e 
apartment towers over seven s t o r i e s i n h e i g h t . The 
s i t e s are u s u a l l y an assembly of what was pr e v i o u s l y 
f o u r to s i x separate c i t y blocks, amalgamated i n t o 
one g i a n t superblock, closed to t r a f f i c . The b u i l d 
ings are po s i t i o n e d on the s i t e i n a f r e e compositional 
f a s h i o n . The grounds are designed as one continuous 
space, moving f r e e l y amoung the b u i l d i n g s and open sur
rounding s t r e e t s . I n the d e t a i l e d s i t e design, there 
i s seldom any attempt a t d i f f e r e n t i a t i n g the grounds 
so as to make p o r t i o n s r e l a t e d to a p a r t i c u l a r b u i l d 
i n g or c l u s t e r of b u i l d i n g s . The b u i l d i n g s themselves 
are commonly slab or c r u c i f o r m towers housing 150 to 
500 f a m i l i e s and they are g e n e r a l l y designed w i t h a 
s i n g l e lobby f a c i n g the i n t e r i o r grounds. F i n a l l y , 
the l o c a t i o n of the f i r e escapes. Sometimes two sets 
of s t a i r s are grouped behind the e l e v a t o r s i n what i s 
c a l l e d a s c i s s o r s - s t a i r c o n f i g u r a t i o n ; a t other times 
they are located a t the end of the c o r r i d o r s . 1 

A HUD study t h a t was done c o n t r i b u t e d vandalism to a set of s i x 

s o c i a l f a c t o r s . The f a c t o r s are as f o l l o w s : •» 

(1) The lack of s o c i a l o r g a n i z a t i o n , s o c i a l cohesion, 
and i n f o r m a l s o c i a l c o n t r o l , (2) a lack of p r o p r i e t a r y 
i n t e r e s t and t e r r i t o r i a l i t y amoung r e s i d e n t s , (3) a lack 
of adequately t r a i n e d , c u l t u r a l l y s e n s i t i v e s e c u r i t y per
sonnel, (4) a lack of s o c i a l services and c r i s i s i n t e r 
v e n t i o n programs to address s o c i a l programs of r e s i d e n t s . 

1 
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(5) a lack of su p e r v i s i o n and organized a c t i v i t y 
f o r youths, and (6) a lack of employment oppor
t u n i t i e s f o r residents.2 

The s p e c i f i c o b j e c t i v e of t h i s study i s to show t h a t i t i s not 

the presence of one or the other set of v a r i a b l e s t h a t f a c i l i t a t e s 

vandalism, but i t i s the presence of both the physical design and s o c i a l 

f a c t o r s . 

This o b j e c t i v e w i l l be accomplished by a d m i n i s t e r i n g a ques

t i o n n a i r e to a sample of resi d e n t s from three housing complexes. The 

purpose of t h i s i s to o b t a i n from the tenants t h e i r views and percep

t i o n s of vandalism, how they perceive t h e i r environment on the basis 

of f o u r of the physical design c h a r a c t e r i s t i c s and s i x of the s o c i a l 

c h a r a c t e r i s t i c s discussed above. 

The r e s u l t s of t h i s study w i l l attempt to show t h a t i t i s the 

presence of both p h y s i c a l design f a c t o r s and the s o c i a l f a c t o r s t h a t 

f a c i l i t a t e vandalism. 

Objective and Subjective 
Causes of Vandalism 

According to s o c i a l psychologist W. I . Thomas: 

Human behavior occurs only under con d i t i o n s c a l l e d 
s i t u a t i o n s and i t i s the task of s o c i a l science to study 
human s i t u a t i o n s i n terms of both t h e i r " o b j e c t i v e " and 
" s u b j e c t i v e " aspects. Objective aspects of s i t u a t i o n s 
are f a c t o r s i n the s i t u a t i o n "common to both the observer 
and the a c t o r , such as physi c a l environment, r e l e v a n t 
s o c i a l norms, and the behavior of o t h e r s . " Subjective 
f a c t o r s are " f a c t o r s t h a t e x i s t only f o r the a c t o r s , i . e . , 
how they perceive the s i t u a t i o n , what i t means to them, 
what t h e i r ' d e f i n i t i o n ' of the s i t u a t i o n i s . " 3 

I n studying the causes of vandalism i t i s important to look at the 

" o b j e c t i v e " and " s u b j e c t i v e " c o n d i t i o n s . The o b j e c t i v e c o n d i t i o n s a l l o w 
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study of the p h y s i c a l environment i n which vandalism occurs. I t permits 

the study of r e l e v a n t s o c i a l norms, and how vandalism i s viewed by peers 

and others i n the environment. F i n a l l y , the study of o b j e c t i v e con

d i t i o n s permits the view of the behavior of both the vandal and the 

people viewing the vandal, e i t h e r as v i c t i m or bystander. The sub

j e c t i v e c o n d i t i o n permits the viewing of vandalism from the perspective 

of the vandal, i . e . , what the act of v a n d a l i z a t i o n means to the perpe

t r a t o r . This study i s also concerned w i t h what s i t u a t i o n s f a c i l i t a t e 

vandalism. 

D e f i n i t i o n 

The noun "vandalism" was reputedly coined i n 1794 by 
an a p o l o g i s t f o r the French Revolution who attempted to 
cast blame f o r the d e s t r u c t i o n of works of a r t during the 
Revolution upon i t s enemies, l i k e n e d such d e s t r u c t i o n to 
the behavior of the Vandals and East Germanie t r i b e , who 
sacked Rome i n the F i f t h Century.4 

I n a recent e f f o r t to define more p r e c i s e l y the content 
of such behavior i t was suggested t h a t vandalism meant "the 
d e l i b e r a t e defacement, m u t i l a t i o n or d e s t r u c t i o n of p r i v a t e 
or p u b l i c property by a j u v e n i l e or group of j u v e n i l e s not 
having immediate or d i r e c t ownership i n the property so 
abused. 

Vandalism can be characterized by three d e f i n i n g elements: "1) i t i s 

damage to things t h a t are owned by someone (whether or not they are 

perceived to belong to someone), 2) i t i s damage to other people's 

p r o p e r t y , 3) i t i s damage t h a t has to be amended by someone."^ 

I n a study done by John M a r t i n , "vandalism was defined as the 

offense 'malicious m i s c h i e f s p e c i f i c a l l y the w i l l f u l d e s t r u c t i o n , 

damage or defacement of p r o p e r t y . This usage i s i n keeping w i t h the 

d e f i n i t i o n of vandalism as a general property d e s t r u c t i o n o f f e r e d i n 

the Corpus J u r i s Secudum."^ 



I n recent years vandalism has become a prevalent occurrence 

and many court cases are a r i s i n g because of i t . Because of t h i s f a c t 

the courts need a d e f i n i t i o n of vandalism based on the law. Insurance 

companies also need a d e f i n i t i o n f o r t h e i r records because they were 

paying o f f many claims t h a t were d i r e c t l y r e l a t e d to vandalism. 

According to the d e f i n i t i o n given i n Section I ( I ) of the 

Criminal Damage Act of 1971: 

A person who w i t h o u t l a w f u l excuse destroys or damages 
any property belonging to another i n t e n d i n g to destroy or 
damage any such property or being reckless as to whether 
such property would be destroyed or damaged s h a l l be g u i l t y 
of an offense.^ 

The d e f i n i t i o n by John M a r t i n i s a l s o : 

. . . i n accord w i t h the conclusion of insurance under
w r i t e r s who, f i n d i n g vandalism per se, unknown as a d i s 
t i n c t offense i n the law, suggested t h a t property loss 
from vandalism i s covered by p o l i c i e s p r o t e c t i n g against 
"malicious m i s c h i e f , " which i s defined g e n e r a l l y as the 
w i l l f u l or wanton and malicious d e s t r u c t i o n , damage, or 
defacement of p r o p e r t y . 9 

Trends 

Since World War I I , vandalism has been on the increase. "Post

war increases i n vandalism i s to some extent due to the considerable 
10 

increase i n the amounts of p u b l i c p r o p e r t y . " According to an a r t i c l e 
published i n Federal Probation, "Vandalism, as a type of delinquency, 

occurs as f r e q u e n t l y i n everyday l i f e as do other types of misbe-
11 

h a v i o r . " Vandalism occurs a l l over the world. "The s t a t i s t i c s on 
vandalism are depressing: the number of cases of c r i m i n a l damage has 

r i s e n d r a m a t i c a l l y over the years, reaching over 300,000 i n England and 
12 

Wales i n 1978." Vandalism i s also on the r i s e i n the United States. 
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" I t has been estimated t h a t vandalism costs i n the U.S. i n the mid-1970s 
13 

were over 1 b i l l i o n d o l l a r s . " According to the Uniform Crime Report 

of the Columbus M e t r o p o l i t a n Housing A u t h o r i t y , from January-December of 

1980 there were 104 incidences of vandalism i n the eighteen Public 
14 

Housing Projects of Columbus, Ohio. 
"Vandalism tends to occur j u s t at the times of day when and i n 

the places where the chances of i t s p e r p e t r a t o r s being caught are m i n i -
15 

mal. 1 This i s also the case f o r the incidences of vandalism t h a t 
occur at n i g h t . "Vandalism has been shown to peak i n accord w i t h the 

seasonal v a r i a t i o n s , the g r e a t e s t incidence was recorded i n e a r l y Spring 
16 

and l a t e F a l l . " Most vandalism i s conducted by boys; t h i s p o i n t and 

other sexual c h a r a c t e r i s t i c s w i l l be discussed l a t e r . When the decrease 

i n vandalism i s discussed i t i s u s u a l l y i n r e l a t i o n to the age of the 

boys. 
The crime r a t e f o r boys i n the l a t e teens i n general i s 

beginning to f a l l o f f , and vandalism i s no exception. By 
now, most boys are becoming d i s t i n c t l y i n t e r e s t e d i n g i r l s , 
some marry; and there are the demands of jobs. I n other 
words, they f i n d more areas of r e s p o n s i b i l i t y , and there 
i s more to lose by departing from conventional standards 
of conduct and having to s u f f e r any o f f i c i a l consequences.17 

Most cases of vandalism go unreported. According to Robin 

G r i f f i t h : 

I t i s , however, r i g h t to acknowledge a t the outset 
t h a t a great deal of such a c t i v i t y may not even be 
reported to the p o l i c e , l e t alone recorded, so t h a t 
o f f i c i a l s t a t i s t i c s of c r i m i n a l damage f a l l f a r short 
of a f u l l r e p r e s e n t a t i o n of the loss sustained by the 
community as a w h o l e . ^ 
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I t i s not w i t h o u t s i g n i f i c a n c e t h a t vandalism i s 
one of the safest and most anonymous of offenses. 
Rarely i s there a personal complaint (since p u b l i c 
property i s such a ready t a r g e t ) and the offender does 
not have to c a r r y away or dispose of p r o p e r t y . I 9 

Summary 

I n Chapter I the physical and s o c i a l f a c t o r s t h a t c o n t r i b u t e 

to vandalism have been discussed, along w i t h the o b j e c t i v e s and causes 

of vandalism. The d e f i n i t i o n of vandalism, over the years, has been 

discussed i n various ways. F i n a l l y , the trends of vandalism have been 

discussed from where the crime i s perpetrated to who perpetrates the 

crime. 



CHAPTER I I 

REVIEW OF THE LITERATURE 

Typology 

There are many types of vandalism t h a t have been discussed i n 

l i t e r a t u r e . I t i s important to discuss the d i f f e r e n t types of vandalism 

because i t holds the key as to why i n d i v i d u a l s vandalize t h e i r own 

environment--their own environment being t h e i r housing. Stanley Cohen 

has formed s i x categories of vandalism which form a typology based on 

the personal s i g n i f i c a n c e of the act to the i n d i v i d u a l who commits i t : 

1. A c q u i s i t i v e Vandalism. The damage i s done i n the course of 
or i n order to acquire money or property 

2. T a c t i c a l Vandalism. The damage i s a conscious t a c t i c used 
to advance some end other than a c q u i r i n g money or property 

3. V i n d i c t i v e Vandalism. The use of property d e s t r u c t i o n as a 
form of revenge i s an extremely important sub-type of van
dalism. . . . I t i s , of course, t r u e t h a t most v i n d i c t i v e 
vandalism i s r a t i o n a l and u t i l i t a r i a n only i n the sense of 
p r o v i d i n g f o r the actor the s a t i s f a c t i o n of knowing t h a t he 
obtained revenge and h i s v i c t i m has been discomforted. I t 
i s n o n - r a t i o n a l and n o n - u t i l i t a r i a n i n the sense t h a t only 
i n r a r e cases w i l l the v i c t i m be moved to change h i s posi
t i o n because of vandalism 

4. Play Vandalism. Property i s destroyed i n the course of play 

5. Malicious Vandalism. Damage [ i s ] done t o property as a p a r t 
of an expression of f r u s t r a t i o n or rage 

6. I d e o l o g i c a l Vandalism. Involves a c l e a r i d e o l o g i c a l component 
i f only i n the sense t h a t i t allows i t s e l f moral j u s t i f i c a t i o n s 
and appeals to an e x p l i c i t and a r t i c u l a t e d set of b e l i e f s 2 0 

7 
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There are several other types of vandalism t h a t the l i t e r a t u r e 

has mentioned t h a t f u r t h e r i l l u s t r a t e the wide range of vandalism t h a t 

e x i s t s . I n Wanton Vandalism; 

Property d e s t r u c t i o n of t h i s type occurs f o r diverse 
reasons i n a wide range of s i t u a t i o n s . I n no case, however, 
does i t appear to be o r i e n t e d c h i e f l y toward o b t a i n i n g "scarce 
goods" as i n Predatory Vandalism ( A c q u i s i t i v e Vandalism), nor 
does i t seem to be e s s e n t i a l l y " v i n d i c t i v e " d e s t r u c t i o n d i r 
ected against the property of speci a l persons or groups. 
Instead, the i d e n t i t y of the i n d i v i d u a l s or groups owning or 
c o n t r o l l i n g the property destroyed seems e n t i r e l y i r r e l e v a n t . 
Almost any kin d of property can be destroyed or damaged i n 
the course of Wanton Vandalism. At one extreme, d e s t r u c t i o n 
of t h i s type may occur simply as p a r t of the play a c t i v i t y of 
c h i l d r e n , p a r t i c u l a r l y r e l a t i v e l y young c h i l d r e n . At the 
other i t appears to be spontaneous and w i l d d e s t r u c t i o n by 
i n d i v i d u a l s who are "mad a t the w o r l d " or by the groups of 
marauding youths who are i n open c o n f l i c t w i t h the community.21 

This s o r t of vandalism appears to be the kind t h a t plagues housing 

complexes, e s p e c i a l l y from the aspect of open c o n f l i c t w i t h the com

munity. I n the case of vandalism i n p u b l i c housing, i t i s open con

f l i c t w i t h the ph y s i c a l and s o c i a l environment. 

I n c o n t r a s t w i t h the " p l a y f u l " d e s t r u c t i o n of property, 
some wanton vandalism appears to be a kind of v i o l e n t pro
t e s t against the world by angry and perhaps f r u s t r a t e d 
i n d i v i d u a l s or by groups of marauding adolescents and youths 
who, seemingly committed to an et h n i c of "toughness," are 
waging "war" on the community a t large.22 

There i s another type of vandalism t h a t may be a key f a c t o r as 

to the cause of vandalism i n p u b l i c housing. This type of vandalism 

i s c a l l e d Erosive Vandalism. Erosive vandalism consists of " t i n y acts 

of d e s t r u c t i o n t h a t i n themselves are not very damaging or c o s t l y or 

shocking, but when combined are i n e f f e c t wearing away t h i s nation's 
23 

n a t u r a l and man-made resources." When we t h i n k of why i n d i v i d u a l s 

would destroy t h e i r own environment, our f i r s t impression i s to f e e l 
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th a t they have a "no-care" a t t i t u d e about t h e i r surroundings. But the 

question i s , Why do i n d i v i d u a l s have t h i s a t t i t u d e ? "On an a b s t r a c t 
24 

l e v e l , the de p e r s o n a l i z a t i o n of our environment i s held to blame." 

A r c h i t e c t s design and we b u i l d h i g h r i s e or townhouse housing complexes 

w i t h surroundings t h a t look l i k e the grounds of prisons. The environ

ment lacks t r e e s , shrubs, a human q u a l i t y t h a t makes man f e e l t h a t he 

has c o n t r o l of h i s environment. Arnold Kazmier, i n a September 1969 

a r t i c l e i n The V i l l a g e Voice, noted t h a t "the land and the people are 
25 

now permanently separated." So, i t has been found t h a t : 
I f the land and the people are t r u l y separated then 

i t i s no wonder t h a t young people and adu l t s a l i k e f e e l 
no r e t i c e n c e about d i s f i g u r i n g or dest r o y i n g the land. 
I t i s not t h e i r land. I t s beauty means nothing to them 
other than a passing view.26 

When people f e e l t h a t an environment does not belong to them, i f they 

f e e l t h a t they have no say i n t h e i r environment, they w i l l destroy i t . 

C h a r a c t e r i s t i c s 

There are several c h a r a c t e r i s t i c s t h a t are d i s t i n c t i v e of van

d a l s . As a r e s u l t of a study conducted by John M a r t i n , i t was found 

t h a t "while other delinquents were predominantly boys, the vandals were 
27 

almost e x c l u s i v e l y boys." 
Other studies also i n d i c a t e t h a t vandalism as a sub-type 

i n delinquency i s almost e n t i r e l y the behavior of boys. 
Herman Mannheim, f o r example, found t h a t of 6,125 delinquents 
under twenty-one years of age d e a l t w i t h by the magistrate 
courts i n Great B r i t a i n i n 1952 f o r malicious damage to pro
p e r t y , 96.3 per cent were boys. S i m i l a r r e s u l t s were obtained 
i n Denver, Colorado. Of a sample of 122 vandals, ten to 
s i x t e e n years of age, drawn from the records of the Juvenile 
Bureau of the Denver P o l i c e Department f o r the period 1944 to 
e a r l y 1954, 93.4 per cent were boys.18 
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I n the same study conducted by M a r t i n , i t was found t h a t the 

"mean age f o r the 287 vandals t h a t he studied was 12.94 years. The mean 

age f o r the 6,776 other delinquents t h a t he studied was 14.46 years, or 
29 

1.52 years more than the mean age of the vandals." "Thus, ( i n Martin's 

study) w h i l e the m a j o r i t y of both the vandals and the other delinquents 

were adolescents, s u b s t a n t i a l l y more of the vandals were preadolescents, 
30 

wh i l e s u b s t a n t i a l l y fewer of them were f i f t e e n or more years of age." 

When one t h i n k s of vandalism and vandals, i t i s sometimes common 

to stereotype vandals as being from urban slums, but research t h a t has 

been done i s to the cont r a r y . John M a r t i n , i n h i s study, found t h a t : 
Although the e t h n i c d i s t r i b u t i o n of the vandals p a r a l 

l e l e d the e t h n i c d i s t r i b u t i o n of the other delinquents a t 
the .05 l e v e l of s i g n i f i c a n c e , a higher p r o p o r t i o n of the 
vandals were white (67.8 per cent to 62.3 per c e n t ) ; a 
lower p r o p o r t i o n were non-white (16.8 per cent to 23.7 per 
c e n t ) ; w h i l e a s l i g h t l y higher p r o p o r t i o n were Puerto 
Rican (15.4 per cent to 14.0 per cent).31 

These r e s u l t s would be very d i f f e r e n t depending on the sample. 

I f the sample was a predominantly black housing complex, as i n the 

l i k e l i h o o d of t h i s study, then there would be no other e t h n i c groups 

w i t h which to compare them. 

Family Factors 

When we study vandalism, i t i s important to view the f a m i l i e s 

from which these c h i l d r e n emerge. Martin's study suggested t h a t , "the 

f a m i l i e s of vandals may be characterized by more p a r e n t - c h i l d c o n f l i c t 
32 

and h o s t i l i t y than the f a m i l i e s of other d e l i n q u e n t s . " The compari

son of the c h i l d r e n M a r t i n studied and the delinquents studied by 

Sheldon and Eleanor Glueck i n Unraveling Juvenile Delinquency, i n d i c a t e d 



t h a t , "the f a m i l i e s of vandals may be much less mobile than the f a m i l i e s 
33 

of other delinquents." These f i n d i n g s suggest t h a t vandalism may be a 

r e s u l t of the c h i l d , or i n some cases of a d u l t s , f e e l i n g entrapment i n 

h i s or her environment. The act of vandalism may be a means of r e b e l 

l i n g or f i g h t i n g back a t the environment (wanton vandalism). 

When doing research on vandalism i n housing complexes and 

housing f o r the low and moderate income i n d i v i d u a l s , i t i s necessary to 

know who commits these acts and t h e i r m o t i v a t i o n . There are several 

reasons as to why c h i l d r e n , and e v e n t u a l l y a d u l t s , vandalize. The 

research stresses c h i l d r e n and vandalism. The research conducted f o r 

the purposes of t h i s study was on c h i l d r e n and adults who vandalize. 

To understand the a d u l t vandal i t i s necessary to understand the c h i l d 

vandal because both l i v e i n the same environment. "The overwhelming 

m a j o r i t y of acts of vandalism are committed by the young and many of 
34 

these by the very young." 

Causes of Vandalism 

A possible reason as to why c h i l d r e n vandalize i s because 

" c h i l d r e n as a group g e n e r a l l y have less property and fewer responsi

b i l i t i e s than a d u l t s , and p o s s i b l y f o r t h i s reason are more prone to 

35 

be vandals." Then the question a r i s e s . Why do a d u l t s vandalize? A 

possible answer to t h i s question, e s p e c i a l l y when the a d u l t s are poor 

and l i v e i n a poor environment, i s the very reason why c h i l d r e n 

vandalize. 

The a d u l t s may lack property because they cannot a f f o r d i t . 

They may have fewer r e s p o n s i b i l i t i e s e i t h e r because of unemployment 
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or they f e e l they are of l i t t l e consequence to t h e i r f a m i l y , environ

ment, et c . I t has been found t h a t : 

Non-achievers at school, c h i l d r e n from very poor back
grounds, from broken homes, or from environments w i t h l i t t l e 
p r o v i s i o n of play space and l e i s u r e a c t i v i t i e s - - t h e groups 
t h a t c r i m i n o l o g i c a l l i t e r a t u r e commonly associates w i t h 
high delinquency rates--are more l i k e l y to be deprived of 
any f e e l i n g of being of consequence or of having the welfare 
of an o b j e c t or p r o j e c t dependent on them. They are less 
l i k e l y to develop an a t t i t u d e of care f o r things because 
they have not experienced f e e l i n g s of c h e r i s h i n g something 
of t h e i r own.36 

Zimbardo's sociopsychological research on vandalism m o t i v a t i o n has 

suggested t h a t : 

S t i m u l i i n p a r t i c u l a r environments may combine w i t h 
f e e l i n g s of anonymity to produce d e s t r u c t i v e behavioral 
outcomes. Vandals, i n some sense, can be viewed as 
s o c i a l " o u t s i d e r s " who perceive themselves as marginal 
w i t h i n t h e i r s o c i a l community or w i t h i n c e r t a i n i n s t i 
t u t i o n a l contexts. I t i s the d e s t r u c t i v e act which 
speaks f o r t h e i r existence.37 

The r o o t s of vandalism derive from the simple act of play. 

"Vandalism as play o f t e n takes the form of a game of s k i l l . As such, 
38 

e i t h e r the q u a n t i t y or q u a l i t y of the d e s t r u c t i o n i s stressed." 

Vandalism then develops i n the s i t u a t i o n t h a t the c h i l d or a d u l t i s i n . 

I n the case of vandalism i n housing complexes, vandalism becomes a 

r e s u l t or a r e a c t i o n to the phy s i c a l design and the s o c i a l environment. 

I t i s i n t e r e s t i n g to note t h a t there are some instances i n which 

vandalism w i l l not take place. This has an important e f f e c t on why some 

housing complexes are not vandalized. "People tend to respect an env i -
,39 

ronment which i s a t t r a c t i v e and w e l l maintained." " I t i s also 
n o t i c e a b l e t h a t decorative items t h a t provide a focus and t a l k i n g p o i n t 

40 
f o r a community are r a r e l y vandalized." Because of t h i s r e a l i z a t i o n . 
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many c i t i e s s t a r t e d decorating f i r e hydrants and p a i n t i n g large murals 

on the sides of b u i l d i n g s i n urban areas. I t has been discovered, 

through i n v e s t i g a t i o n , t h a t a house can stay vacant i n a neighborhood 

f o r years but as soon as one window i s broken--within a matter of 

days--the whole house i s vandalized. This process has also been noticed 

i n housing complexes. Elevators are notorious places f o r vandalism i n 

h i g h r i s e housing complexes. I t was noticed t h a t when an el e v a t o r i n the 

complex studied was not damaged, i t was not vandalized. As soon as 

maintenance men came i n to do r e p a i r s and put cardboard on the w a l l s 

to work, the e l e v a t o r began to be vandalized. When i n d i v i d u a l s f e e l 

t h a t people do not care about t h e i r environment, they also lose respect 

f o r t h e i r environment. 

Design Factors i n Housing 

A major cause of vandalism i n housing complexes i s the design of 

the b u i l d i n g s and the open space t h a t surrounds them. According to 

Oscar Newman, there are s i x phys i c a l c h a r a c t e r i s t i c s t h a t r e i n f o r c e 

c r i m i n a l behavior: 

1. P r o j e c t s are u s u a l l y very large 

2. Sites are an assembly of what was fou r to s i x separate c i t y 
b locks, amalgamated i n t o one superblock, closed to t r a f f i c 

3. B u i l d i n g s are po s i t i o n e d on the s i t e i n a f r e e compositional 
f a s h i o n . The grounds are designed as one continuous space, 
moving f r e e l y amoung the b u i l d i n g s and open to the surrounding 
s t r e e t s 

4. I n d e t a i l e d s i t e design, there i s seldom any attempt a t d i f f e r 
e n t i a t i n g the grounds so as to make p o r t i o n s r e l a t e to a par
t i c u l a r b u i l d i n g or c l u s t e r of b u i l d i n g s 
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5. B u i l d i n g s are commonly slab or cr u c i f o r m towers, housing 
150 to 500 f a m i l i e s and they are designed w i t h a s i n g l e 
lobby f a c i n g the i n t e r i o r grounds 

6. Two to fou r sets of f i r e escapes are fur n i s h e d to provide 
s u f f i c i e n t e x i t s ^ l 

I t i s obvious t h a t the l a r g e r the complex the more crime there 

would be, and the increase i n the incidence of vandalism i s no excep

t i o n . As c i t i e s across the n a t i o n increase i n size and pop u l a t i o n , the 

crime r a t e also increases. "When a two way analysis of variance was 

formed on p r o j e c t size and b u i l d i n g type, the p r o j e c t s t h a t were 1,000 

u n i t s i n size showed s i g n i f i c a n t l y lower crime rates than b u i l d i n g s 
42 

over 1,000 u n i t s . " I n the same study i t was found t h a t the t a l l e r 

the b u i l d i n g the higher the incidence of crime. I n t h i s study, done 

by Oscar Newman, "Projects were d i v i d e d i n t o two groups, those w i t h 

b u i l d i n g s s i x s t o r i e s or less and those seven s t o r i e s or great e r . I n 

a d d i t i o n , these p r o j e c t s were also d i v i d e d by s i z e , those under 1,000 
43 

u n i t s and those greater than 1,000 u n i t s . " I t was found t h a t : 
P r o j e c t s greater than 1,000 u n i t s and w i t h b u i l d i n g s of 

seven or more s t o r i e s have the highest r a t e , i n d i c a t i n g t h a t 
i t i s not only large size but large size i n combination w i t h 
higher b u i l d i n g s , which c o n t r i b u t e s to a more c r i m i n a l l y 
a c t i v e s i t u a t i o n . I t seems t h a t one can s t i l l m aintain high 
d e n s i t y ( s i z e ) and not encounter higher crime rates as long 
as b u i l d i n g h e i g h t remains l o w . ^ 

E v e n t u a l l y a r c h i t e c t s , designers, and planners r e a l i z e d t h a t i t was not 

wise to place f a m i l i e s w i t h c h i l d r e n i n these h i g h r i s e apartments, as 

i n the case of Sawyer Tower i n Columbus, Ohio. I t used to house fam

i l i e s w i t h c h i l d r e n u n t i l i t was converted to housing f o r senior 

c i t i z e n s . The incidence of vandalism i s s t i l l high i n the tower, e i g h t 

incidences from January to December of 1980, but t h i s could be due to 
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s o c i a l f a c t o r s t h a t i n f l u e n c e vandalism, which w i l l be discussed l a t e r . 

Oscar Newman i s most noted f o r h i s views on design of physical 

s t r u c t u r e s and the impacts t h a t they have on the people who l i v e there. 

He defines a term c a l l e d d e f e n s i b l e space as: 

A model f o r r e s i d e n t i a l environments which i n h i b i t s 
crime by c r e a t i n g the physic a l expression of a s o c i a l 
f a b r i c t h a t defends i t s e l f . A l l the d i f f e r e n t elements 
which combine to make a defe n s i b l e space have a common 
goal--an environment i n which l a t e s t t e r r i t o r i a l i t y and 
sense of community i n the i n h a b i t a n t s can be t r a n s l a t e d 
i n t o r e s p o n s i b i l i t y f o r ensuring a safe, productive and 
well-maintained l i v i n g space.45 

According to Oscar Newman, an area achieves defensible space 

when "residents can e a s i l y perceive and c o n t r o l a l l a c t i v i t y t a k i n g 
46 

place w i t h i n the environment." Newman did a study using two com

plexes, Brownsville and Van Dyke, which were d i f f e r e n t i n p h y s i c a l 

design but s i m i l a r i n p o p u l a t i o n size and s o c i a l c h a r a c t e r i s t i c s . 

Newman wanted to see the r e s u l t of physic a l design on the crime r a t e 

i n the two complexes. The Van Dyke house looked l i k e other large 

complexes. "The most dominant b u i l d i n g s are the t h i r t e e n fourteen-

s t o r y slab b u i l d i n g s . I n less evidence are the nine t h r e e - s t o r y 

47 

s t r u c t u r e s . " " I n c o n t r a s t , Brownsville houses present the appear

ance of being a smaller p r o j e c t due to the d i s p o s i t i o n of u n i t s i n 
48 

smaller and more diverse c l u s t e r s of b u i l d i n g s . " 
Crime and vandalism are major problems at both Van 

Dyke and Brownsville houses. The problem has become 
serious over the past ten years, w i t h the decline of 
the o l d Brooklyn community and the f a i l u r e to create 
renewal o p p o r t u n i t i e s . 4 9 

One of the conclusions t h a t Oscar Newman found i n h i s study was 
t h a t , probably due to phy s i c a l design. Van Dyke had 50 percent more 
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t o t a l crimes than B r o w n s v i l l e . The incidence of vandalism, which Newman 

r e f e r s to as malicious m i s c h i e f , i n Van Dyke was f i f t y - t w o compared to 

Brow n s v i l l e , which only had twenty-eight cases. " I n summary, according 

to Newman, i t seems unmistakable t h a t physical design plays a very s i g -
50 

n i f i c a n t r o l e i n crime r a t e . " 
F i n a l l y , a study conducted by C l i n a r d and Wade concluded t h a t : 

On the basis of Children's Bureau s t a t i s t i c s and studies 
i n various l o c a l i t i e s , t h a t f a r more boys than g i r l s are 
also involved i n vandalism. However, they found t h a t the 
present evidence i s i n disagreement as to whether pre
adolescents or adolescents are more t y p i c a l l y involved i n 
such d e s t r u c t i o n . They also found t h a t evidence regarding 
the s o c i a l class a f f i l i a t i o n of vandals i s c o n f l i c t i n g and 
fragmentary. Furthermore, they suggested t h a t although 
some vandalism may be r e l a t e d to r a c i a l , e t h n i c or r e l i g i o u s 
p r e j u d i c e , i t i s u n l i k e l y t h a t the offense i s more t y p i c a l 
of a c e r t a i n r a c i a l or eth n i c group than others.51 

Design plays a very important p a r t i n whether or not vandalism 

w i l l occur. I f the design of a housing complex i s made to look s t e r i l e 

w i t h concrete townhouse apartments and h i g h r i s e towers, a lack of trees 

and any i n f l u e n c e of landscape a r c h i t e c t u r e , no play areas f o r c h i l d r e n 

and the tenants are made t o f e e l t h a t they have no say i n t h e i r envi

ronment and t h a t they do not have a common area which i s t h e i r own, 

there w i l l be vandalism. "However s o c i o l o g i s t s , a r c h i t e c t s , and plan

ners are recognizing t h a t the b u i l t environment i s merely one of the 

f a c t o r s which i n f l u e n c e the way i n which people use or abuse t h e i r sur-
52 

roundings. I t cannot be considered i n i s o l a t i o n . " There are s o c i a l 

f a c t o r s t h a t i n f l u e n c e whether vandalism w i l l or w i l l not take place 

i n housing complexes. 
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Social Factors 

There are s i x main s o c i a l f a c t o r s t h a t f a c i l i t a t e crime i n 

housing complexes. There may be others, but the s i x s o c i a l f a c t o r s 

t h a t were considered i n t h i s research are as f o l l o w s : 

1. Lack of s o c i a l o r g a n i z a t i o n , s o c i a l cohesion, and in f o r m a l 
s o c i a l c o n t r o l 

2. Lack of p r o p r i e t a r y i n t e r e s t and t e r r i t o r i a l i t y among 
res i d e n t s 

3. Lack of adequately t r a i n e d , c u l t u r a l l y s e n s i t i v e 
s e c u r i t y personnel 

4. Lack of s o c i a l services and c r i s i s i n t e r v e n t i o n 
programs to address s o c i a l problems of resi d e n t s 

5. Lack of sup e r v i s i o n and organized a c t i v i t y f o r youth 
53 

6. Lack of employment o p p o r t u n i t i e s f o r residents 
The s o c i a l f a c t o r most o f t e n c i t e d as c o n t r i b u t i n g to the 

crime problem i n and around p u b l i c housing i s the lack of 
s o c i a l o r g a n i z a t i o n , s o c i a l cohesion, and informal s o c i a l 
c o n t r o l s on the p a r t of the r e s i d e n t s . We o p e r a t i o n a l l y 
define s o c i a l o r g a n i z a t i o n by the amount of group a c t i v i t y 
i n which p u b l i c housing r e s i d e n t s p a r t i c i p a t e , the e x i s t 
ence of recognized leaders among the r e s i d e n t s , the amount 
of inf o r m a l i n t e r a c t i o n and the existence of a l i e n a t i o n , 
d i s t r u s t and anomie. Social cohesion can be o p e r a t i o n a l l y 
defined as the number and i n t e n s i t y of f r i e n d s h i p s among 
r e s i d e n t s , the r e a l and perceived l e v e l s of actu a l and 
p o t e n t i a l h e l p i n g behavior, and the l e v e l of s o c i a l i s o l a t i o n 
f e l t by r e s i d e n t s . Informal s o c i a l c o n t r o l s are behavior 
inducing r o l e s , norms and enforcement mechanisms t h a t are 
developed and c a r r i e d out on an ad hoc basis among r e s i d e n t s . 

Much of the research and l i t e r a t u r e t h a t has been conducted and 

w r i t t e n has found t h a t many p u b l i c housing complexes have very l i t t l e 

s o c i a l o r g a n i z a t i o n , s o c i a l cohesion, and informal s o c i a l c o n t r o l s . 

B r i l l (1974-1978) conducted studies i n eleven p u b l i c housing complexes 

and f ound: 
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Social r e l a t i o n s i n such a p r o j e c t are marked by 
d i s t r u s t . Few people dare to r e l y on one another. 
The s o c i a l posture of the r e s i d e n t s i s b a s i c a l l y defen
sive and i n s u l a r . There i s a good chance t h a t many 
resid e n t s f e e l a l i e n a t e d from the l a r g e r s o c i e t y as 
w e l l as from each other. This same f e e l i n g o f t e n 
extends to the housing a u t h o r i t y , the l o c a l p u b l i c 
agency t h a t i s responsible f o r managing the p r o j e c t . 
I n many cases, housing a u t h o r i t i e s have not been able 
to involve tenants s u f f i c i e n t l y i n the management 
process and discontentment i s l i k e l y to e x i s t among 
resid e n t s over t h i s issue, as w e l l as over the general 
q u a l i t y of management services being d e l i v e r e d by the 
a u t h o r i t y . Residents f r e q u e n t l y f e e l , and w i t h good 
reason, t h a t housing s e r v i c e s , f o r example, maintenance, 
are inadequate; and they see t h e i r d e f i c i e n c i e s as one 
more si g n of t h e i r s o c i a l i s o l a t i o n and neglect.55 

The p o i n t t h a t B r i l l made about housing a u t h o r i t i e s not 

i n v o l v i n g the tenants i n the decision-making process i s important. 

When tenants f e e l t h a t they are not a p a r t of what i s going on i n 

t h e i r environment, they begin to lose i n t e r e s t i n the care of t h e i r 

environment a l t o g e t h e r . 

At present, a t t i t u d e s of care and p r i d e on the p a r t of 
tenants are o f t e n expected to f l o u r i s h i n the barren wastes 
of p u b l i c decks and pathways, the cleaning, r e p a i r and use 
of which are q u i t e beyond the c o n t r o l of any one r e s i d e n t . 
Such a t t i t u d e s are also expected i n response to w e l l -
meaning improvements made by housing departments who t h i n k 
they are doing things f o r tenants, when what tenants 
a c t u a l l y see are things being done to them.56 

A good example of t h i s p o i n t i s the r e s u l t of a study conducted 

by Oscar Newman. Newman found t h a t tenants who were consulted and 

involved i n t h e i r environment took b e t t e r care of i t w h i l e the tenants 

i n another p r o j e c t , who had maintenance work and other things done f o r 

them, proceeded to destroy what had been done. 

The second s o c i a l f a c t o r t h a t c o n t r i b u t e s to crime i n p u b l i c 

housing i s a lack of f e e l i n g of p r o p r i e t a r y i n t e r e s t or " t e r r i t o r i a l i t y " 
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among i n d i v i d u a l r e s i d e n t s . 

P r o p r i e t a r y i n t e r e s t can be best defined as the a t t i t u d e 
held by i n d i v i d u a l r e s i d e n t s t h a t each has a "stake" i n the 
environment, i d e n t i f i e s w i t h i t , and i s w i l l i n g to make a 
personal investment i n order to improve the q u a l i t y of his/her 
l i f e there. T e r r i t o r i a l i t y i s an a t t i t u d e whereby resi d e n t s 
desire a sense of c o n t r o l over t h e i r environment. Residents 
t h a t have t e r r i t o r i a l a t t i t u d e s are w i l l i n g to c o n t r i b u t e to 
the establishment of community norms and standards and 
exercise c o n t r o l over non-residents and those who are involved 
i n a n t i - s o c i a l behavior.57 

The s t r a t e g i e s suggested to promote p r o p r i e t a r y i n t e r e s t 
and t e r r i t o r i a l i t y among i n d i v i d u a l r e s i d e n t s included both 
s o c i a l l y o r i e n t e d s t r a t e g i e s and physical design changes. 
Physical s t r a t e g i e s i n c l u d e , f o r example, the c l u s t e r i n g of 
dw e l l i n g u n i t s to reduce the number of persons sharing a 
common entranceway--access c o n t r o l . These s o c i a l l y o r i e n t e d 
s t r a t e g i e s suggested to enhance a t t i t u d e s , such as t e r r i t o r i 
a l i t y and p r o p r i e t a r y i n t e r e s t , include a l l of those suggested 
above to improve s o c i a l o r g a n i z a t i o n s , s o c i a l cohesion, and 
informal s o c i a l c o n t r o l . I n a d d i t i o n , they include employment 
and the p r o v i s i o n of organized a c t i v i t i e s f o r youth. Rosenthal 
(1974) suggests "a community promenade," where resi d e n t s of an 
area get to know each other simply by knocking on doors and 
i n t r o d u c i n g themselves.58 

Some of these s o c i a l l y o r i e n t e d s t r a t e g i e s and physic a l design 

concepts have been included i n a housing complex t h a t was p r i v a t e l y 

funded i n Columbus, Ohio, c a l l e d the ML. Vernon Plaza. Using the physi

c a l s t r a t e g i e s , the designers made cul-de-sacs so t h a t a l l the d w e l l i n g 

u n i t s on a p a r t i c u l a r s t r e e t shared a common area and common open space. 

I n the s o c i a l l y o r i e n t e d s t r a t e g i e s the plaza has developed youth pro

grams, such as f o o t b a l l . They also have a common area c a l l e d the 

" f o c a l p o i n t " where the re s i d e n t s can meet f o r c u l t u r a l events, con

c e r t s , and s p o r t i n g events. "These s o c i a l s t r a t e g i e s t h a t promote a 

sense of t e r r i t o r i a l i t y , t h e r e f o r e , can be expected to reduce the fea r 
59 

of crime s i g n i f i c a n t l y . " The s o c i a l as w e l l as physical s t r a t e g i e s 
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can also reduce vandalism i n t h a t the youth and adul t s f e e l t h a t t h e i r 

environment belongs to them and, because of the programs t h a t are devel

oped, they f e e l t h a t someone cares about t h e i r needs. This makes an 

i n d i v i d u a l care about h i m s e l f . 

The t h i r d s o c i a l f a c t o r t h a t c o n t r i b u t e s to crime and vandalism 

i n p u b l i c housing complexes i s a lack of adequately t r a i n e d , c u l t u r a l l y 

s e n s i t i v e s e c u r i t y personnel. 

Many of the papers presented a t the NAHRO/HUD Anti-Crime 
Conference stat e d t h a t the l o c a l p u b l i c housing a u t h o r i t y had 
an i n s u f f i c i e n t number of s e c u r i t y personnel to p a t r o l high 
crime r e s i d e n t i a l complexes on a 24-hour basis.60 

When areas, e s p e c i a l l y those of high crime, go u n p a t r o l l e d , i t i s 

i n e v i t a b l e t h a t a high amount of crime, e s p e c i a l l y vandalism, w i l l take 

place. Since vandalism takes place where people are not around or when 

the vandal(s) cannot get caught, vandalism w i l l of course be hig h . 

An a d d i t i o n a l issue t h a t has been ra i s e d i n l i t e r a t u r e 
i s the need f o r s e c u r i t y personnel to be c u l t u r a l l y s e n s i t i v e 
to the needs of the po p u l a t i o n they are attempting to serve 
(President's Commission on Law Enforcement and the Admintra-
t i o n of J u s t i c e , 1967; Rosenthal, 1974-1978; Wilson, 1975). 
The l i t e r a t u r e and the papers presented a t the NAHRO/HUD 
Anti-Crime Conference suggest t h a t s e c u r i t y personnel who 
are n e i t h e r capable nor w i l l i n g to communicate w i t h r e s i 
dents on a h e l p f u l s o c i a l b a s i s , as w e l l as i n the t r a d i 
t i o n a l law enforcement o f f i c e r r o l e , w i l l not be t r u s t e d 
by re s i d e n t s nor w i l l they be successful i n dealing w i t h 
the problems of crime and the fea r of crime among p u b l i c 
housing r e s i d e n t s . There i s some discussion (though l i t t l e 
e m p i r i c a l evidence) i n the l i t e r a t u r e and i n the NAHRO/HUD 
papers of the hypothesis t h a t the e f f e c t i v e n e s s of s e c u r i t y 
personnel i n p a r t depends on the helping behavior and 
c u l t u r a l s e n s i t i v i t y displayed i n the course of duty.61 

The f o u r t h s o c i a l f a c t o r t h a t c o n t r i b u t e s to crime and vandalism 

i n p u b l i c housing i s the lack of s o c i a l service programs to address 

s o c i a l service problems of r e s i d e n t s . I n dea l i n g w i t h t h i s d e f i c i t 
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B r i l l suggests t h a t : 

R eorienting and expanding s o c i a l services i n p u b l i c 
housing and t r a i n i n g l o c a l r e s i d e n t s to provide needed 
s o c i a l s e r v i c e s , i n c l u d i n g c r i s i s i n t e r v e n t i o n programs, 
would: (1) improve the s o c i a l s t r u c t u r e of the r e s i d e n t s , 
(2) a i d them i n a l l e v i a t i n g s o c i a l needs, (3) reduce t h e i r 
v u l n e r a b i l i t y to crime, and (4) over a period of time 
reduce crime i t s e l f . P r oviding a d d i t i o n a l and more i n d i 
v i d u a l i z e d s o c i a l services as a means of addressing r e s i d e n t 
s o c i a l problems has been shown by B r i l l to be a serious 
concern of p u b l i c housing residents.62 

" T e i t z (1975) has shown t h a t low l e v e l s of vandalism i n m u l t i - f a m i l y 

housing are associated w i t h high a v a i l a b i l i t y of services f o r teen-
.,63 

agers. 

The f i f t h s o c i a l f a c t o r t h a t c o n t r i b u t e s to crime and vandalism 

i n p u b l i c housing i s the lack of s u p e r v i s i o n and organized a c t i v i t y f o r 

youths. "The l i t e r a t u r e and the p a r t i c i p a n t s a t the AIR Conference on 

Crime and Public Housing state d t h a t the combination of one-parent fam

i l i e s and l a rge numbers of c h i l d r e n c o n t r i b u t e s s i g n i f i c a n t l y to youth-
64 

r e l a t e d crime problems." These y o u t h - r e l a t e d crime problems include 

vandalism. "Gold, 1963; Nye, 1958; and several other authors f e e l t h a t 

the lack of s u p e r v i s i o n and organized a c t i v i t y f o r youth i n p u b l i c 

housing has been a c o n t r i b u t i n g s o c i a l f a c t o r to the youth crime 
K I I I 6 5 problem. 

The s i x t h s o c i a l f a c t o r c o n t r i b u t i n g to crime and vandalism i n 

p u b l i c housing i s a lack of employment o p p o r t u n i t i e s f o r r e s i d e n t s . 

National aggregate data are not a v a i l a b l e to show the percentage of 

r e s i d e n t s t h a t have unsubsidized j o b s . " S t a t i s t i c s c o l l e c t e d from the 

papers prepared f o r the NAHRO/HUD Conference show t h a t i n three p u b l i c 

housing complexes i n Los Angeles County, only 9 percent, 23 percent. 



and 25 percent of the resi d e n t s had f u l l - t i m e unsubsidized employ

ment."^ There i s evidence which v e r i f i e s t h a t there i s a r e l a t i o n s h i p 

between unemployment and the l e v e l of crime t h a t e x i s t s . "Brenner 

(1976) has shown a p o s i t i v e c o r r e l a t i o n between property crime, d e l i n 

quency, homicide and the unemployment r a t e . " ^ When people are unem

ployed they begin to f e e l h elpless and angry at the circumstances and 

environment t h a t have placed them i n t h i s predicament. The vandalism 

t h a t u s u a l l y takes place i s wanton vandalism. 

When we look a t vandal i s m - - i t s causes, who p a r t i c i p a t e s , the 

d i f f e r e n t types of vandalism t h a t occur—we cannot only look a t the 

physica l design of a housing complex t h a t might f a c i l i t a t e the act of 

vandalism, but we must also look a t the s i x s o c i a l f a c t o r s which were 

p r e v i o u s l y discussed. I t i s only when we look at the two phenomena, 

the p h y s i c a l f a c t o r s and the s o c i a l f a c t o r s , t h a t we w i l l be able to 

prevent vandalism. 

A d d i t i o n a l Research Findings 

Besides the l i t e r a t u r e viewed i n t h i s study i n r e l a t i o n to the 

d i f f e r e n t aspects of vandalism and the typology, other research studies 

have been conducted. 

"Zimbardo, along w i t h Stanley Cohen, believes t h a t most acts of 
68 

vandalism make good sense to the p e r p e t r a t o r of the v a n d a l i s t i c a c t . " 

I f acts of vandalism are viewed from the perspective of the person com

m i t t i n g the a c t , "then a much more sensible p i c t u r e might emerge, even 

though the person committing the act may not be consciously aware of why 
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he i s doing a p a r t i c u l a r act of vandalism. Indeed, the actor may not 

even see h i s or her act as one of vandalism i n the f i r s t place. 

Another f a c t o r Zimbardo has reported on i s the anonymity of the 

offender i n vandalism. I n one study, Zimbardo studied the attacks on 

parked cars. One experiment was conducted i n New York and the other was 

conducted i n Palo A l t o , C a l i f o r n i a . The cars were observed f o r twenty-

fo u r hours. The New York area was h i g h l y urbanized, while the Palo A l t o 

s i t e was suburbanized. Zimbardo found t h a t the abandoned car i n New 

York was completely s t r i p p e d and vandalized, w h i l e the car i n Palo A l t o 

went untouched. Zimbardo c o n t r i b u t e s these f i n d i n g s to the anonymity 

t h a t f l o u r i s h e s i n New York. "When t h i s anonymity i s coupled w i t h 

'releaser cues,' such as no li c e n s e tag and an open hood, the p r o b a b i l i t y 

of a v a n d a l i s t i c act t a k i n g place i s apparently increased."^^ 

Zimbardo's study has i n t e r e s t i n g repercussions to vandalism i n 

p u b l i c housing. I f anonymity e x i s t s i n p u b l i c housing and there are 

"rele a s e r cues" such as broken windows and the beginnings of decay i n 

the complex, vandalism i s the i n e v i t a b l e r e s u l t . 

Shenna Wilson, i n a study, examined f i f t y - t w o housing estates i n 

two London boroughs. She suggested t h a t : 

The design of b u i l d i n g s does not a f f e c t o v e r a l l l e v e l s 
of vandalism. Tower blocks, i n p a r t i c u l a r , are no more 
su s c e p t i b l e to vandalism than other types of b u i l d i n g s . 
However, her survey does suggest t h a t d i f f e r e n t types of 
b u i l d i n g s encourage d i f f e r e n t types of vandalism. I n 
large b u i l d i n g s where access routes were very p u b l i c and 
people could come and go unchallenged, communal areas 
were h e a v i l y vandalised. I n tower blocks damage was con
ce n t r a t e d around entranceways which, again, were p u b l i c 
enough t o act as through routes f o r a l l and sundry. One 
design s o l u t i o n i s to make entrances less i n v i t i n g to 
ou t s i d e r s and thereby b u i l d a sense of pri v a c y f o r 
i n s i d e r s . 7 1 



Summary 

Chapter I I has provided a comprehensive review of some of the 

e x i s t i n g l i t e r a t u r e regarding vandalism. Emphasis i n t h i s chapter was 

placed on the typology of vandalism, the c h a r a c t e r i s t i c s of the vandal, 

the f a m i l y f a c t o r s of the vandal, and the p o t e n t i a l causes of vandal

ism. The design f a c t o r s t h a t e x i s t i n housing complexes, and t h e i r 

i n f l u e n c e on crime and vandalism, were also explored. The s o c i a l fac

t o r s t h a t i n f l u e n c e crime and vandalism were discussed. F i n a l l y , 

a d d i t i o n a l research f i n d i n g s t h a t address the problem of vandalism 

were d e a l t w i t h . 



CHAPTER I I I 

METHODOLOGY 

The present study tested the presence of vandalism i n three 

housing complexes w i t h incidences of low, moderate, and high rates of 

vandalism i n Columbus, Ohio, w i t h two sets of v a r i a b l e s . These two sets 

of v a r i a b l e s are the presence of fou r p h y s i c a l design c h a r a c t e r i s t i c s 

t h a t f a c i l i t a t e vandalism, and the presence of s i x s o c i a l f a c t o r s t h a t 

are discussed i n the HUD study. (See page 17.) 

The term "low and moderate income housing complex" i s defined 

here as any housing s t r u c t u r e of p u b l i c or p r i v a t e ownership t h a t spe

c i f i c a l l y makes p r o v i s i o n s to r e n t to low and moderate income i n d i v i d 

uals and which i s subsidized by the f e d e r a l government or whose tenants 

are subsidized by the f e d e r a l government. I n Columbus there are several 

agencies and p r i v a t e developers t h a t provide f o r low and moderate income 

i n d i v i d u a l s to o b t a i n housing i n these complexes. 

The three housing complexes studied were: S u l l i v a n t Gardens, 

Bonnie Ridge, and Mt. Vernon Plaza. S u l l i v a n t Gardens has the highest 

r a t e of vandalism, Bonnie Ridge has a moderate r a t e of vandalism, and 

Mt. Vernon Plaza has the lowest r a t e of vandalism. The vandalism rates 

f o r each of these complexes are presented i n Appendix A. S u l l i v a n t 

Gardens and Bonnie Ridge are both p a r t of the Columbus M e t r o p o l i t a n 

Housing A u t h o r i t y . Mt. Vernon Plaza was b u i l t by, and i s a p a r t o f , 

25 



the Neighborhood Development Corporation, a p r i v a t e developer. These 

rates of low, moderate, and high vandalism were chosen by reviewing the 

incidence of vandalism f o r a l l of the housing complexes run by the 

Columbus M e t r o p o l i t a n Housing A u t h o r i t y , and o b t a i n i n g the highest r a t e 

and the median r a t e . The complexes i n Appendix A, Bonnie Ridge and 

S u l l i v a n t Gardens, represent the average r a t e f o r moderate and high 

vandalism found throughout the housing a u t h o r i t y . The two sets of var

i a b l e s studied were fo u r p h y s i c a l design c h a r a c t e r i s t i c s of the housing 

complexes and the presence of s i x s o c i a l f a c t o r s . 

The physical design f a c t o r s i n v e s t i g a t e d i n t h i s study were: 

(1) the height of the b u i l d i n g , (2) the size of the b u i l d i n g , which 

included the number of u n i t s there were, (3) the s i z e , and (4) the 

actua l p h y s i c a l c h a r a c t e r i s t i c s of each of the three housing complexes. 

I t has been documented t h a t the height of a b u i l d i n g has a d i r e c t 

e f f e c t on the incidence of vandalism. (See page 14.) The size and 

number of u n i t s also have an e f f e c t on vandalism i n p u b l i c housing. 

Units w i t h less than a thousand u n i t s have a lower r a t e of vandalism 

than those complexes w i t h a thousand u n i t s or more. (See page 14.) 

The physi c a l design c h a r a c t e r i s t i c s were measured by an o n - s i t e check

l i s t of the physi c a l c h a r a c t e r i s t i c s . (See Appendix D.) 

The HUD r e p o r t (as i n d i c a t e d on page 17) state d t h a t there are 

s i x s o c i a l f a c t o r s t h a t e x i s t i n p u b l i c housing t h a t c o n t r i b u t e to van

dalism. These are as f o l l o w s : 

1. Lack of s o c i a l o r g a n i z a t i o n , s o c i a l cohesion, and 
inf o r m a l s o c i a l c o n t r o l 

2. Lack of p r o p r i e t a r y i n t e r e s t and t e r r i t o r i a l i t y 
among re s i d e n t s 
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3. Lack of adequately t r a i n e d , c u l t u r a l l y s e n s i t i v e 
s e c u r i t y personnel 

4. Lack of s o c i a l services and c r i s i s i n t e r v e n t i o n 
programs to address s o c i a l problems of residents 

5. Lack of s u p e r v i s i o n and organized a c t i v i t y f o r youth 
72 

6. Lack of employment o p p o r t u n i t i e s f o r residents 

The s o c i a l questions were tested by an o n - s i t e questionnaire of 

tenants. (See Appendix C.) The questions were based on the s i x s o c i a l 

f a c t o r s . 

Survey Instrument Questions 

I n examining the survey instrument (see Appendix C), there were 

c e r t a i n answers expected to r e l a t e d i r e c t l y to vandalism. Most of the 

questions t h a t are not demographic i n nature are based on the s i x s o c i a l 

f a c t o r s . Depending on the incidence of vandalism i n the housing com

plex, the tenants answered the questions i n a p a r t i c u l a r way. 

This chapter w i l l include a d e s c r i p t i o n of what the answers to 

most of the questions are expected to be, given an incidence of low, 

moderate, or high rates of vandalism. 

Questions 1 through 3 are s t r i c t l y demographic i n nature. Ques

t i o n 4, d e a l i n g w i t h race, i s also demographic. Research, which was 

discussed e a r l i e r , s tates t h a t the e t h n i c d i s t r i b u t i o n of vandals i s 

q u i t e s i m i l a r to t h a t of other delinquents a t the .05 l e v e l of s i g n i 

f i c a n c e . The researcher also s t a t e d t h a t a l a r g e r p r o p o r t i o n of vandals 

were white (see page 10). This f a c t o r could be based s t r i c t l y on the 

f a c t t h a t the sample p o p u l a t i o n was e i t h e r e n t i r e l y white or predomin

a n t l y w h i t e . Only a f t e r g a t h e r i n g and analyzing the data could a 
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judgment be made as to whether race plays an important p a r t i n the 

incidence of vandalism. 

Question 5 i s a demographic question t h a t deals w i t h the f a m i l y 

breakdown of the households. 

Question 6 deals w i t h the number of c h i l d r e n i n the household 

under the age of twenty-one. I n the study conducted by M a r t i n , which 

was discussed e a r l i e r , the mean age f o r vandals was 12.94 years. I t i s 

the c o n t e n t i o n of t h i s study t h a t the age of i n d i v i d u a l s i n the house

hold w i l l not negate the f a c t t h a t vandalism cannot occur. Anyone--

despite t h e i r age--can vandalize an environment where the s i x s o c i a l 

f a c t o r s of HUD are found to be present and where c e r t a i n p h y s i c a l char

a c t e r i s t i c s are found to e x i s t . 

Question 7, a demographic question, deals w i t h the sex of the 

head of the household. 

Question 8 deals w i t h the len g t h of time t h a t the tenant has 

l i v e d i n a u n i t . This i s also a demographic question, up to a p o i n t . 

I t could be contended t h a t tenants who have l i v e d i n t h e i r u n i t f o r only 

a s h o r t period of time may not perceive vandalism as a problem because 

they have not witnessed i t . This may occur even i f the tenant l i v e s i n 

a complex where there i s a high incidence of vandalism. The only way to 

c o n t r o l t h i s f a c t o r i s to choose only those tenants who have l i v e d i n a 

complex f o r a s p e c i f i e d l e n g t h of time. Since a broader range of per

ceptions on the incidence of vandalism was desired, t h i s was not done. 

Question 9 deals w i t h the l o c a t i o n of the apartment i n the 

housing complex. The i n f o r m a t i o n sought from t h i s question i s the 

l o c a t i o n of the u n i t w i t h i n the b u i l d i n g . This i s important because i t 
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has been found t h a t people who l i v e i n center apartment u n i t s have a 

d i f f e r e n t perception of f r i e n d s h i p and closeness than those who l i v e a t 

the extreme ends. The people who l i v e i n the end apartment u n i t s have 

less i n t e r a c t i o n w i t h t h e i r neighbors because they do not have to pass 

other u n i t s to reach t h e i r own. The people who l i v e i n the middle u n i t s 

i n t e r a c t w i t h t h e i r neighbors more o f t e n . Thus they may have more 

f r i e n d s , and these f r i e n d s may be scattered throughout the b u i l d i n g com

plex. The people who l i v e a t the extreme ends of the apartments may 

experience greater anonymity and i s o l a t i o n . Accordingly these f e e l i n g s , 

coupled w i t h a l i e n a t i o n and d i s t r u s t , could lead to vandalism i n housing 

complexes• 

Question 10 deals w i t h the number of f r i e n d s t h a t the tenant has 

i n the complex or s o c i a l cohesion. Social cohesion i s the number and 

i n t e n s i t y of f r i e n d s h i p s among r e s i d e n t s , the r e a l and perceived l e v e l s 

of a c t u a l and p o t e n t i a l h e l p i n g behavior, and the l e v e l of s o c i a l i s o 

l a t i o n f e l t by r e s i d e n t s . The hypothesis i s t h a t tenants who l i v e i n a 

complex w i t h a low r a t e of vandalism may have more f r i e n d s than those 

tenants who l i v e i n complexes w i t h e i t h e r moderate or high rates of van

dalism. The tenants who l i v e i n a complex w i t h a high r a t e of vandalism 

should have very few f r i e n d s who l i v e i n t h e i r complex, w h i l e those ten

ants who l i v e i n a complex w i t h moderate vandalism should have a median 

number of f r i e n d s i n t h e i r complex. 

Question 11 shows p h y s i c a l l y where the tenant's f r i e n d s l i v e i n 

the complex. 

Questions 12 and 13 deal w i t h the number of s o c i a l o r g a n i z a t i ons 

t h a t the tenant belongs to and which, i f any, of these organizations are 
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d i r e c t l y a f f i l i a t e d w i t h the housing complex. According to Social 

Factor Number 1, s o c i a l o r g a n i z a t i o n i s defined as the amount of group 

a c t i v i t y t h a t r e s i d e n t s take p a r t i n and the amount of infor m a l i n t e r 

a c t i o n . According to the hypothesis, tenants who l i v e i n a complex w i t h 

a low r a t e of vandalism should g e n e r a l l y belong to many s o c i a l organi

zations and some, i f not most, of these organizations should be a f f i l i 

ated w i t h the housing complex i n which they l i v e . We hypothesize t h a t 

tenants who l i v e i n complexes w i t h a high r a t e of vandalism should 

belong to very few, i f any, s o c i a l organizations and these organizations 

may not be a f f i l i a t e d w i t h t h e i r housing complex. Tenants who l i v e i n 

moderately vandalized complexes should belong to a few s o c i a l organiza

t i o n s and a few of these may be a f f i l i a t e d w i t h the housing complex. 

Question 14 deals w i t h how o f t e n neighbors get together. The 

purpose of t h i s question i s to f i n d out i f tenants f e e l a l i e n a t e d from 

t h e i r neighbors. We hypothesize t h a t tenants who reside i n complexes 

w i t h a low r a t e of vandalism should i n t e r a c t w i t h t h e i r neighbors--to 

t a l k , to have c o f f e e , to p a r t y — q u i t e o f t e n . Tenants r e s i d i n g i n high 

vandalism complexes should not i n t e r a c t w i t h t h e i r neighbors along these 

l i n e s very o f t e n . Tenants who l i v e i n moderately vandalized complexes 

should i n t e r a c t w i t h t h e i r f r i e n d s o c c a s i o n a l l y . 

Questions 9 through 14 deal w i t h Social Factor 1 and the hypo

t h e s i s t h a t the lack of s o c i a l o r g a n i z a t i o n s and the involvement i n them 

by tenants, the lack of s o c i a l cohesion, and the lack of s o c i a l c o n t r o l 

could p o s s i b l y c o n t r i b u t e to the incidence of vandalism i n housing 

complexes. 
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Question 15 deals w i t h how w e l l the maintenance work i s done i n 

the tenant's complex. I t i s hypothesized t h a t tenants who l i v e i n a 

complex w i t h a low r a t e of vandalism should perceive t h a t the mainten

ance work i s done w e l l . Tenants who l i v e i n complexes w i t h a high r a t e 

of vandalism w i l l probably not perceive the maintenance work as being 

done w e l l . Tenants who l i v e i n a moderately vandalized complex may be 

mixed i n t h e i r perception of whether the maintenance work i s done w e l l . 

Question 16 deals w i t h how o f t e n tenants do t h e i r own mainten

ance work. I t i s hypothesized t h a t tenants who l i v e i n a complex w i t h 

a low r a t e of vandalism may do t h e i r own maintenance work a l l or most 

a l l of the time. Tenants who l i v e i n a complex w i t h a high r a t e of van

dalism may not do t h e i r own maintenance work very much, i f a t a l l . 

Tenants i n moderately vandalized complexes may do t h e i r own maintenance 

work sometimes. 

Question 17 deals w i t h the type of items t h a t a tenant would 

purchase f o r t h e i r u n i t . I t i s hypothesized t h a t tenants i n low van

dalism complexes may have bought most, i f not a l l , of the items on the 

l i s t and some items t h a t are not l i s t e d f o r t h e i r apartment. Tenants 

i n h igh vandalism complexes may f u r n i s h c u r t a i n s f o r t h e i r apartment, 

but t h a t may be the extent of t h e i r personal investment. Tenants who 

l i v e i n moderate vandalism complexes may have purchased only a p a r t of 

the items on the l i s t or a few t h a t are not l i s t e d . 

Questions 15 through 17 deal w i t h Social Factor 2 and the hypo

t h e s i s t h a t the lack of p r o p r i e t a r y i n t e r e s t and t e r r i t o r i a l i t y among 

re s i d e n t s may lead to increased vandalism i n housing complexes. 
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Question 18 i s a basic question t h a t t r i e s t o f i n d out i f 

tenants are aware of anyone breaking the r u l e s . 

Question 19 deals w i t h tenant perception of vandalism i n the 

complex. I t i s hypothesized t h a t tenants who l i v e i n the low vandalism 

complexes may not view vandalism as a problem or they may f e e l t h a t i t 

i s not much of a problem. Tenants who l i v e i n complexes w i t h a high 

incidence of vandalism may view vandalism as a b i g problem. Those ten

ants who l i v e i n complexes where there i s a moderate incidence of van

dalism may e i t h e r view vandalism as a moderate problem or they may not 

even be aware t h a t there i s a problem. 

This i s a very important question. This question i s used as one 

of the two dependent v a r i a b l e s on which to t e s t the incidence of van

dalism w i t h the other q u e s t i o n s / v a r i a b l e s . H y p o t h e t i c a l l y , tenants who 

l i v e i n low vandalism complexes should not view vandalism as a problem 

because vandalism should not occur i n t h e i r complex. Likewise, tenants 

who. l i v e i n high vandalism complexes should perceive vandalism as a b i g 

problem because vandalism should occur a l l of the time i n t h e i r complex. 

F i n a l l y , those tenants who l i v e i n complexes w i t h a moderate incidence 

of vandalism should perceive vandalism as a moderate problem because i t 

should only occur h a l f of the time i n t h e i r complex. 

Question 20 asks the tenants how o f t e n they witness acts of van

dalism i n t h e i r complexes. 

This i s also an important question and i t i s used as the second 

dependent v a r i a b l e on which to t e s t the incidence of vandalism w i t h the 

other q u e s t i o n s / v a r i a b l e s . I t i s hypothesized t h a t complexes t h a t have 

a high r a t e of vandalism may have tenants who view vandalism i n t h a t 
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complex a l l of the time. Likewise, complexes w i t h a low r a t e of van

dalism may have tenants who never witness vandalism. F i n a l l y , those com

plexes w i t h a moderate r a t e of vandalism may have tenants who witness 

vandalism h a l f of the time. 

Question 21 i s asked to o b t a i n tenant perceptions on s e c u r i t y 

personnel. 

Question 22 asks i f there are enough Black s e c u r i t y personnel. 

I t i s hypothesized t h a t tenants i n a complex w i t h a low r a t e of vandal

ism should f e e l t h a t there are enough Black s e c u r i t y personnel. Ten

ants i n a complex w i t h a high r a t e of vandalism should f e e l t h a t there 

are not enough Black s e c u r i t y personnel. Those tenants who l i v e i n a 

complex w i t h a moderate r a t e of vandalism may have mixed f e e l i n g s as to 

whether there are enough Black s e c u r i t y personnel. 

These two questions deal w i t h Social Factor 3 and the hypothesis 

t h a t the lack of adequately t r a i n e d , c u l t u r a l l y s e n s i t i v e s e c u r i t y per

sonnel w i l l increase the incidence of vandalism i n housing complexes. 

Those complexes w i t h a high incidence of vandalism should lack adequate 

s e c u r i t y t h a t i s also c u l t u r a l l y s e n s i t i v e to the needs of the m a j o r i t y 

of the tenants. The complexes w i t h a low incidence of vandalism should 

have an adequate amount of s e c u r i t y personnel who are c u l t u r a l l y sensi

t i v e . Complexes w i t h a moderate r a t e of vandalism should have a moder

ate number of personnel who are c u l t u r a l l y s e n s i t i v e to the needs of 

the tenants. 

Question 23 asks the tenants which s o c i a l service agencies are 

a v a i l a b l e to them and how o f t e n they use them. I t i s hypothesized t h a t 

tenants who l i v e i n a complex w i t h a low incidence of vandalism may be 
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aware of or use most of the services on the l i s t . Tenants who l i v e i n a 

complex w i t h a high r a t e of vandalism may use very few of the services 

on the l i s t or they may not even be aware t h a t the services are near 

them. Tenants who l i v e i n a complex w i t h a moderate r a t e of vandalism 

may use a few of the services on the l i s t . 

This question deals w i t h Social Factor 4 and the hypothesis t h a t 

the lack of s o c i a l services and c r i s i s i n t e r v e n t i o n programs t h a t add

ress the s o c i a l problems of tenants may increase the incidence of van

dalism i n housing complexes. 

Question 24 deals w i t h organized youth a c t i v i t i e s i n the com

plex. I t i s hypothesized t h a t tenants who l i v e i n a complex w i t h a low 

r a t e of vandalism may say t h a t t h e i r complex organizes youth a c t i v i t i e s . 

Tenants who l i v e i n a complex w i t h a high r a t e of vandalism may say t h a t 

t h e i r complex does not organize youth a c t i v i t i e s . Tenants r e s i d i n g i n a 

complex w i t h a moderate r a t e of vandalism may be mixed i n t h e i r views, 

but the m a j o r i t y may say t h a t there are no organized youth a c t i v i t i e s . 

Question 25 asks how r e g u l a r l y throughout the year do the youth 

a c t i v i t i e s occur. I t i s hypothesized t h a t tenants l i v i n g i n a complex 

w i t h low vandalism may say t h a t the a c t i v i t i e s are held r e g u l a r l y 

throughout the year. Tenants l i v i n g i n a complex w i t h high vandalism 

may say t h a t the a c t i v i t i e s are not held throughout the year. Tenants 

l i v i n g i n moderate vandalism complexes may say youth a c t i v i t i e s , i f a t 

a l l , are held p e r i o d i c a l l y . 

Question 26 asks i f the complex has summer youth a c t i v i t i e s . I t 

i s hypothesized t h a t low i n c i d e n t vandalism tenants may say t h a t there 

are summer youth a c t i v i t i e s and t h a t they are held o f t e n . High i n c i d e n t 
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vandalism tenants may say t h a t there are no summer youth a c t i v i t i e s . 

Moderate i n c i d e n t tenants may say t h a t , i f a t a l l , there may be a few 

summer a c t i v i t i e s . 

Questions 24 through 26 deal w i t h Social Factor 5 and the hypo

t h e s i s t h a t lack of supervised and organized youth a c t i v i t i e s may con

t r i b u t e to the increased incidence of vandalism i n housing complexes. 

Question 27 i s demographic i n r e l a t i o n to the income of the 

tenants. 

I n studying the c h e c k l i s t of physical data (see Appendix D), 

there were c e r t a i n p h y s i c a l c h a r a c t e r i s t i c s t h a t should be r e l a t e d to 

vandalism i n each of the complexes. 

Question 28 deals w i t h the s i z e , i n acres, of the complex. I t 

i s hypothesized t h a t the l a r g e r the complex the higher the incidence of 

vandalism may be and the more i t may be seen as a problem. 

Question 29 deals w i t h the t o t a l p o p u l a t i o n of the complex. I t 

i s hypothesized t h a t the l a r g e r the po p u l a t i o n the higher the incidence 

of vandalism may be and i t s possible perception as a b i g problem. 

Question 30 deals w i t h the t o t a l number of d w e l l i n g u n i t s i n the 

complex. I t i s hypothesized t h a t the l a r g e r the number of d w e l l i n g 

u n i t s the higher the incidence of vandalism may be and i t s possible per

c e p t i o n as a b i g problem. 

Question 31 deals w i t h the height of the b u i l d i n g s . This r a t e 

i s b a s i c a l l y held constant because most of the b u i l d i n g s i n the complex 

are a l l the same h e i g h t . 

Question 32 deals w i t h the t o t a l number of b u i l d i n g s i n the 

complex. Thus, i t i s hypothesized t h a t the l a r g e r the number of 
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b u i l d i n g s the higher the incidence of vandalism may be and i t s possible 

perception as a b i g problem. 

Question 33 deals w i t h the t o t a l amount of open space, i n acres, 

i n a complex. I t i s hypothesized t h a t the smaller the amount of open 

space a v a i l a b l e the higher the l i k e l i h o o d t h a t vandalism may occur. 

Questions 34, 35, and 36 are demographic i n context. Question 

34 asks the o r i g i n a l purpose of the housing u n i t s ; Question 35 asks how 

the complex was a c q u i s i t i o n e d ; Question 36 asks the age of the complex. 

Question 37 deals w i t h whether or not the apartment faces a 

s t r e e t . I t i s hypothesized t h a t i f the apartment does not face the 

s t r e e t there may be a higher incidence of vandalism. 

Question 38 deals w i t h whether or not an apartment faces open 

space. Thus, i t i s hypothesized t h a t i f the apartment does not face 

open space there may be a higher incidence of vandalism. 

Question 39 asks what type of s t r e e t , i f any, does the apartment 

face. I t i s hypothesized t h a t i f an apartment does not face a s t r e e t a t 

a l l , the higher the l i k e l i h o o d t h a t vandalism may occur and i t s possible 

perce p t i o n as a b i g problem. 

Question 40 deals w i t h where the apartment u n i t i s located 

w i t h i n the b u i l d i n g . I t i s hypothesized t h a t i f the apartment i s on the 

end, there may be a higher l i k e l i h o o d t h a t vandalism w i l l occur and i t s 

possible perception as a b i g problem. 

Questions 41, 42, 43, and 44 deal w i t h the distance, i n f e e t , to 

d i f f e r e n t f a c i l i t i e s such as: the laundry, o f f s i t e f a c i l i t i e s , c l o s e s t 

complex r e c r e a t i o n a l l o t , and the o f f i c e . The hypothesis i s t h a t the 

f a r t h e r these f a c i l i t i e s are from the apartment the higher the incidence 
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of vandalism may be. The possible reason f o r t h i s i s t h a t the tenants 

may f e e l a l i e n a t e d and i s o l a t e d from needed f a c i l i t i e s and conveniences 

such as these. The f a r t h e r they l i v e from them, and the f a r t h e r they 

have to t r a v e l to them, the more l i k e l y they may be to vandalize on the 

way. 

F i n a l l y , Question 45 deals w i t h the l o c a l d e n s i t y of housing 

u n i t s , i n f e e t . The hypothesis i s t h a t the higher the density of 

housing u n i t s the higher the incidence of vandalism there may be and i t s 

possible perception as a b i g problem. 

Housing Survey on 
Vandalism Questionnaire 

A f t e r the sample of twenty tenants from each of the three 

housing complexes was drawn, they were administered a questionnaire to 

o b t a i n t h e i r various views and perceptions of vandalism i n t h e i r com

plexes. The questionnaire (see Appendix C) consisted of "close-ended" 

questions (respondents are o f f e r e d a set of answers and they choose the 

one t h a t most represents t h e i r views on the t o p i c ) , f a c t u a l questions, 

and o p i n i o n questions. The f a c t u a l questions obtained demographic data 

on the tenants, such as race, age, length of time r e s i d i n g i n the com

plex, etc. The purpose of these questions was to o b t a i n general i n f o r 

mation about the tenants. The o p i n i o n questions obtained tenant a t t i 

tudes on vandalism and the s i x s o c i a l f a c t o r s . Opinion questions usu

a l l y c o n s i s t of questions t h a t are scaled. One type of scaled question 

used to measure the a t t i t u d e s of tenants to t h e i r environment was the 

Semantic D i f f e r e n t i a l Scale. An example of t h i s type of question i s the 

f o l l o w i n g : "How o f t e n do you do your own maintenance work?" The 
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responses were: (1) a l l the time, (2) most of the time, (3) sometimes, 

(4) not much, and (5) not a t a l l . 

A " c h e c k l i s t " (see Appendix D) was used by the surveyor to 

o b t a i n physical data on each of the households i n the three complexes. 

These data, along w i t h the questionnaire data, made up the l i s t of inde

pendent v a r i a b l e s t h a t was analyzed. 

Table 1 l i s t s the frequencies of the survey and the p h y s i c a l 

data c h e c k l i s t r e s u l t s . These numbers represent the combined r e s u l t s of 

a l l three complexes. The mean age of the tenants i s 37.267. The major

i t y of the tenants surveyed were Black. The m a j o r i t y of the households 

were s i n g l e parent female headed, w i t h one to two c h i l d r e n . The mean 

years t h a t the tenants l i v e d i n the complexes was 4.567 years. Half the 

tenants i n the complexes had f r i e n d s and the other h a l f d i d not. Of 

those t h a t had f r i e n d s i n the complex, h a l f s t a t e d t h a t they l i v e d 

nearby, w h i l e the others s t a t e d t h a t they were sc a t t e r e d across the 

complex. 

The m a j o r i t y of the tenants surveyed d i d not belong to any organ

i z a t i o n s . There was only one o r g a n i z a t i o n associated w i t h one of the 

complexes (Mt. Vernon Townhouses) and t h i s was a tenants' o r g a n i z a t i o n . 

Only three tenants i n Mt. Vernon Townhouses said t h a t they belonged to 

the o r g a n i z a t i o n . Most of the tenants only associated w i t h t h e i r neigh

bors sometimes, which was on the average of once a week to once a month. 

Roughly h a l f of the tenants said t h a t t h e i r maintenance work was 

done w e l l . Most of the tenants do t h e i r own maintenance work most of 

the time or sometimes. Almost h a l f of the tenants s t a t e d t h a t they 

would buy p a i n t , p l a n t s , and flowers to f i x up t h e i r apartment and 



39 

TABLE 1 

FREQUENCIES OF SURVEY RESULTS AND PHYSICAL DATA 
CHECKLIST RESULTS FOR THE 60 TENANTS SURVEYED 

Question Response Frequency 

V03. Age? Range was from 20-85 Mean age was 
37.267 

V04. Race? 0. Afro-American 44 
1. Caucasian 16 
2. Other 0 

VOS. What does your 0. Single person 5 
f a m i l y c o n s i s t of? 1. Husband and w i f e 4 

2. Husband, w i f e , c h i l d r e n 12 
3. Single parent, 1 or 

more c h i l d r e n 38 
4. Other 1 

V06. Number of c h i l d r e n 0. None 10 
i n household? 1 . 1 17 

2. 2 15 
3. 3 10 
4. 4 6 
5. 5 or more 2 

V07. Head of household? 0. Male 19 
1. Female 41 

VOS. How long have you 1 6 
l i v e d i n your apart- 2 10 
ment, i n years? 3 12 

4 11 
5 7 
6 3 
7 1 
8 2 
9 3 

10 3 
12 1 
23 1 

V10. Do you have many 0. Yes 31 
f r i e n d s who l i v e 1. No 29 
i n the complex? 
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Question Response Frequency 

V l l . Where do your f r i e n d s 0. No f r i e n d s 18 
l i v e i n the complex? 1. Clustered around the 

apartment 22 
2. Scattered around the 

complex 20 

V12. Which of the f o l l o w i n g 
organizations do you 
belong to? 
(a) Masons 0. Yes 0 

1. No 60 
(b) Tents 0. Yes 0 

1. No 60 
(c) Church groups 0. Yes 17 

1. No 43 
(d) Tenants groups 0. Yes 6 

1. No 54 
(e) Elks 0. Yes 0 

1. No 60 
( f ) Other 0. Yes 11 

1. No 49 
(g) None 0. Yes 35 

1. No 25 

V13. Which, i f any, of 0. Some 0 
these organizations 1. None 56 
i s associated w i t h 3. Tenants groups 4 
your complex? 

V14. How o f t e n do you get 0. A l l the time 15 
together w i t h your 1. Sometimes 27 
neighbors to have 2. Never 18 
co f f e e , p a r t y , t a l k , 
e t c . ? 

V15. Do you f e e l t h a t the 0. Yes 31 
maintenance work i s 1. No 28 
done w e l l i n your 2. Does not apply 1 
complex? 
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Question Response Frequency 

V16. How o f t e n do you 1. 
do your own main- 2. 
tenance work? 3. 

4. 
5. 

A l l the time 7 
Most of the time 15 
Sometimes 15 
Not much 12 
Not at a l l 11 

V17, Which of the f o l 
lowing items have you 
or would you purchase 
f o r your apartment 
and/or surrounding 
yard? 

Paint 

Plants 

Curtains 

Flowers 

Other 

A l l 

0. Yes 
1. No 
0. Yes 
1. No 
0. Yes 
1. No 
0. Yes 
1. No 
0. Yes 
1. No 
0. Yes 
1. No 

25 
35 
26 
34 
40 
20 
27 
33 
10 
50 
13 
47 

V18. Does anyone i n your 0. 
complex break the 1, 
rules? What kinds do 2. 
they break? How often? 

Yes 32 
No 16 
Don 11 know 12 

V19. How do you perceive 1, Big problem 31 
vandalism i n your 2. Moderate problem 13 
complex? 3. Don't know 8 

4. Not much of a problem 6 
5. Not a problem 2 

V20. How o f t e n do you 0. A l l the time 12 
witness acts of van 1. Sometimes 26 
dalism i n your complex? 2. Never 22 

V21. Do you f e e l t h a t secur 0. Yes 11 
i t y i s adequate i n your 1. No 46 
complex? 2. Don't know 3 

V22. Do you f e e l t h a t there 0. Yes 23 
are enough Black sec 1. No 21 
u r i t y personnel? 2. Don't know 16 
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Question Response Frequency 

V23. Which of these Day Care Yes 13 
services are a v a i l - No 47 
able to and/or close u j o.. v oc Head S t a r t Yes 25 to your complex? ^ o ^ 5 

C r i s i s I n t e r v e n t i o n Yes 6 
Program No 54 

Job Placement O f f i c e Yes 15 
No 45 

Welfare O f f i c e Yes 33 
No 27 

CMACAO Service Yes 26 
Center No 34 

Tra n s p o r t a t i o n Yes 29 
Service No 31 

Mental Health Agency Yes 14 
No 46 

Medical Services Yes 29 
No 31 

Other Yes 5 
No 55 

None of the Above Yes 6 
No 54 

V24. Does your complex 0. Yes 32 
organize youth 1. No 17 
a c t i v i t i e s ? 2. Don't know 11 

V25. Do they have them 0. Yes 19 
r e g u l a r l y throughout 1. No 23 
the year? 2. Don't know 18 

V26. Does your complex 0. Yes 28 
provide summer a c t i v - 1. No 14 
i t i e s f o r the youth? 2. Don't know 18 

V27. What i s your source Employed Yes 12 
of income? No 48 

Unemployed Yes 2 
No 58 



Question Response Frequency 

V27. (continued) Welfare/ADC Yes 36 
No 24 

Retirement Income Yes 0 
No 60 

Social Security Yes 10 
No 50 

PHYSICAL DATA FREQUENCY 

V28. Total size of 0. 1-5 acres 20 
complex i n acres 1. 5-10 acres n 

2. 10-15 acres 0 
3. 15-20 acres 20 
4. 20+ acres 7n zu 

V Z 7 . i O t a i p o p U l a L l O I l 416 90 
i n complex 443 20 

1350 20 

V30 Total number of 0. 1-150 u n i t s 20 
d w e l l i n g u n i t s 1. 150-300 u n i t s 20 
i n complex 2. 300+ u n i t s 20 

V31. B u i l d i n g h e i g h t 0. F l a t s 0 B u i l d i n g h e i g h t 
1. Townhouses 20 
2. Mix 40 

V32. Total number of 0. 1-25 20 
b u i l d i n g s i n the 1. 25-45 20 
complex 2. 45-85 20 

V33. Total amount of 0. 0-1.5 20 
open space i n complex 1. 1-2.5 20 
i n acres 2. 2.5+ 20 

V34. O r i g i n a l purpose 0. Subsidized housing 40 
of u n i t s 1. Other 20 

V35. A c q u i s i t i o n 0. P r i v a t e developer 20 
1. Turnkey 20 
2. Bought from government 20 
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Question Response Frequency 

V -DO • A r ro r\"F ̂ nmr^l 1 
-l • 

S —10 Q TO -L w y C Cl 1 o 20 
2. 10-15 years 20 
3. 15+ years 20 

V37. Does apartment 0. Yes 40 
l a c e s u i c c L . i 

j- • 
VSS. Does apartment 0. Yes 25 

f Q Q /—I T-^ T"! e O ̂  Q V 1 
- i - • 

3C) 

V39. Whether the apart 0. Major s t r e e t 1 
ment faces a 1. I n t e r i o r c o l l e c t o r 21 

2. R e s i d e n t i a l s t r e e t 13 
3. No s t r e e t 19 

V40. Whether the apart- 0. End 23 
LUCli U x O Li Lilt 1. No end u n i t 37 

V41. Distance to the Range was from Mean distance 
laundry, i n f e e t 0-648 f e e t i s 182.100 

fee t 

V42. Distance to o f f s i t e Range was from Mean distance 
f a c i l i t i e s , i n f e e t 10 -3,000+ f e e t i s 4020.467 

f e e t 

V43. Distance to cl o s e s t Range was from Mean distance 
complex r e c r e a t i o n a l 10 -2,081 f e e t i s 405.433 
l o t , i n f e e t f e e t 

V44. Distance to o f f i c e . Range was from Mean distance 
i n f e e t 23 -2,043 f e e t i s 502.783 

f e e t 

V45. Local d e n s i t y per 
u n i t , i n f e e t 

Range was from 
440-1,645 f e e t 

Mean den s i t y 
i s 886.850 
f e e t 
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surrounding yard. The r e s t s t a t e d t h a t they have n o t , or would n o t , buy 

any of the items f o r t h e i r apartments. 

Over h a l f of the tenants stat e d t h a t people break the r u l e s i n 

t h e i r complex. Over h a l f of the tenants f e l t t h a t vandalism i s a b i g 

problem i n t h e i r housing complex. Most of the tenants said t h a t they 

witnessed vandalism sometimes, sometimes being once every two weeks to 

once a month. 

The m a j o r i t y of the tenants f e l t t h a t the s e c u r i t y i s inadequate 

i n t h e i r complex. The m a j o r i t y of the tenants f e l t t h a t e i t h e r there i s 

not enough Black s e c u r i t y personnel or they do not know. One of the 

major reasons f o r the "don't know" answer i s t h a t these r e s i d e n t s have 

never seen s e c u r i t y personnel i n t h e i r complex. 

I n discussing the services t h a t are a v a i l a b l e to the tenants, 

the m a j o r i t y were not aware of any day care services near the complexes. 

Over h a l f of the tenants were not aware of Head S t a r t . The m a j o r i t y of 

the tenants were not aware of any c r i s i s i n t e r v e n t i o n programs i n the 

area. Over h a l f were not aware of any j o b placement o f f i c e s . More than 

h a l f of the tenants were aware of where w e l f a r e o f f i c e s are located. 

Over h a l f of the tenants were not aware of where the CMACAO service cen

t e r i s i n t h e i r area. About h a l f of the tenants were aware of tr a n s 

p o r t a t i o n services i n the area. The m a j o r i t y of the tenants were not 

aware of any mental h e a l t h agencies close to them. Half of the tenants 

were aware of medical services i n t h e i r area. The m a j o r i t y of the ten

ants were not aware of any other services a v a i l a b l e to them other than 

what was l i s t e d . 
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Most of the tenants were aware t h a t t h e i r complex organized 

youth a c t i v i t i e s . The m a j o r i t y of the tenants stated t h a t e i t h e r these 

a c t i v i t i e s are not held throughout the year, or t h a t they were not aware 

of whether they are or not. Most of the tenants stat e d t h a t youth a c t i v 

i t i e s are held i n the summer. 

The source of income f o r the m a j o r i t y of the re s i d e n t s surveyed 

was Welfare/ADC. 

The phys i c a l data was obtained by t a k i n g a physical inventory of 

the three complexes. A c h e c k l i s t (see Appendix D) of phys i c a l charac

t e r i s t i c s was administered f o r the complexes. The f o l l o w i n g i s a d i s 

cussion of the c h e c k l i s t r e s u l t s . 

The t o t a l s i z e , i n acres, of Mt. Vernon Plaza f a l l s w i t h i n the 

range of 1 t o 5 acres, a t e x a c t l y 4 to 5 acres. The t o t a l p o p u l a t i o n i s 

416 people. The t o t a l number of d w e l l i n g u n i t s f a l l s w i t h i n the 1 t o 150 

u n i t s , at e x a c t l y 150 u n i t s . The b u i l d i n g h e i g h t of the u n i t s i s a mix

ture of townhouses and f l a t s , w i t h the m a j o r i t y being townhouses. The 

t o t a l number of b u i l d i n g s f a l l s w i t h i n the range of 1 to 25, at e x a c t l y 

18 b u i l d i n g s . The t o t a l amount of open space t h a t the complex has f a l l s 

w i t h i n the range of 1 to 2.5 acres, at e x a c t l y 2 acres. The o r i g i n a l 

purpose t h a t the complex was b u i l t f o r was subsidized housing. The 

a c q u i s i t i o n was by a p r i v a t e developer. The age of the complex i s 

w i t h i n the range of 5 to 10 years; i t was completed i n 1978. These 

exact f i g u r e s are also l i s t e d i n Table 2 and Table 3. 

The t o t a l size of Bonnie Ridge, i n acres, f a l l s w i t h i n the range 

of 15 to 20 acres, a t e x a c t l y 19 acres. The t o t a l p o p u l a t i o n i s 443 

people. The t o t a l number of d w e l l i n g u n i t s f a l l s w i t h i n the range of 
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TABLE 3 

TENANT STATISTICS 1982 

Vjuaracterxscics 
Mt, Vernon 

P I n rj n 
r 13.7,3. 

Bonnie 
Kluge 

S u l l i v a n t 
Gardens 

1. Total Population 416 443 1,350 

2. Black Population 407 260 1,175 

3. White Population 9 182 150 

4. Average Gross 
Income 

7,769.57 
(working/Soc.Sec.) 

2,902.72 
( w e l f a r e ) 

4,000 
(welfare 

7,000-8,000 

5. Number Families 
on Welfare 66 100 253 

6. Total Number 
of Families 139 137 362 

7. Total Black 
Families 135 83 326 

8. Total White 
Families 4 54 36 

NOTE: These p o p u l a t i o n f i g u r e s are as of Ju l y 1982 and they 
f l u c t u a t e w i t h "move in-move out" r a t e . 
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150 to 300 u n i t s , a t e x a c t l y 232 u n i t s . The b u i l d i n g h e i g h t consists of 

townhouses. The t o t a l number of b u i l d i n g s f a l l s w i t h i n the range of 

25 to 45, a t e x a c t l y 40 b u i l d i n g s . The t o t a l amount of open space, i n 

acres, f o r the complex f a l l s w i t h i n the range of 0 t o 1.5, a t e x a c t l y 

.5 acres. The o r i g i n a l purpose of Bonnie Ridge was subsidized housing. 

The a c q u i s i t i o n was by turnkey. The age of the complex f a l l s w i t h i n the 

range of 10 to 15 years; Bonnie Ridge was completed i n 1968. These 

exact f i g u r e s are also l i s t e d i n Table 2 and Table 3. 

The t o t a l size of S u l l i v a n t Gardens, i n acres, f a l l s w i t h i n the 

range of 20+, a t e x a c t l y 34 acres. The t o t a l p o p u l a t i o n i s 1,350 people. 

The t o t a l number of d w e l l i n g u n i t s i n the complex f a l l s w i t h i n the range 

of 300+, at e x a c t l y 330 u n i t s . The b u i l d i n g h e i g h t i s a mixture of 

f l a t s and townhouses. The t o t a l number of b u i l d i n g s i n the complex 

f a l l s w i t h i n the range of 45 to 85, a t e x a c t l y 72 b u i l d i n g s . The t o t a l 

amount of open space, i n acres, i n the complex f a l l s w i t h i n the range of 

2.5+, at e x a c t l y 5 acres. The o r i g i n a l purpose of the complex was to 

house m i l i t a r y workers and t h e i r f a m i l i e s during World War I I . I t was 

a c q u i s i t i o n e d from the Federal Government. The age of the complex f a l l s 

w i t h i n the range of 15+ years; the f i r s t phase was completed i n 1941 and 

the second phase was completed i n 1961. These exact f i g u r e s are also 

l i s t e d i n Table 2 and Table 3. 

The m a j o r i t y of the tenants' apartments face a s t r e e t . Most of 

the apartments do not face open space. Most of the apartments face 

i n t e r i o r c o l l e c t o r s t r e e t s . F i n a l l y , most of the apartments are not 

located on the ends. 



The mean distance to the laundry from the apartments i s 182.1 

f e e t . The mean distance to o f f s i t e f a c i l i t i e s from the apartments i s 

4,020.5 f e e t . The mean distance to the cl o s e s t complex r e c r e a t i o n a l 

l o t from the apartments i s 502.8 f e e t . The mean distance to the com

plex o f f i c e s from the apartments i s 502.8 f e e t . F i n a l l y , the mean 

l o c a l d ensity f o r an apartment and i t s surrounding area i s 886.9 f e e t . 

Summary 

Chapter I I I has provided a discussion of how the research was 

conducted. This chapter also discussed each of the survey instrument 

questions and the c h e c k l i s t of physical data i n d e t a i l . F i n a l l y , the 

act u a l responses to the research questions were i l l u s t r a t e d and d i s 

cussed. 



CHAPTER IV 

ANALYSIS OF THE DATA 

The data generated from the questionnaire and the c h e c k l i s t were 

analyzed by c o r r e l a t i o n c o e f f i c i e n t r e l a t i o n s , t - t e s t , a nalysis of v a r i 

ance, m u l t i p l e r e gression, and chi-square. Each of these techniques was 

used to t e s t the r e l a t i o n s h i p between the independent v a r i a b l e s , v a r i 

ables 01 through 18 and 21 through 45, and the dependent v a r i a b l e , van

dalism, v a r i a b l e s 19 and 20. The f o l l o w i n g i s a discussion of the 

r e s u l t s generated from each of these t e s t s . 

C o r r e l a t i o n C o e f f i c i e n t Relations 

Table 5 i l l u s t r a t e s the r e l a t i o n s h i p between vandalism v a r i 

ables, 19 and 20, and several other v a r i a b l e s . The major purpose behind 

c o r r e l a t i o n i s to know the form or nature of the r e l a t i o n s h i p between 

X and Y ao t h a t one can p r e d i c t one from the other and also to know the 

degree or s t r e n g t h of the r e l a t i o n s h i p . What was desired here was to 

see whether the presence or absence of any of these v a r i a b l e s could pre

d i c t the incidence of vandalism i n the three housing complexes. The 

s i g n i f i c a n c e l e v e l i n d i c a t e s the s t r e n g t h of t h i s r e l a t i o n , i n t h i s case 

at the .05 l e v e l . The a s t e r i s k beside each of the s i g n i f i c a n c e l e v e l s 

i n d i c a t e s t h a t these v a r i a b l e s are s i g n i f i c a n t to e i t h e r v a r i a b l e 19 or 

20 a t the .05 l e v e l . 

51 
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TABLE 4 

VARIABLES TESTED AGAINST VANDALISM 
VARIABLES 19 AND 20 

Variable Number Type of R e l a t i o n 

V23A Day care service a v a i l a b i l i t y 
V23B Head S t a r t a v a i l a b i l i t y 
V Z J L , C r i s i s i n t e r v e n t i o n program a v a i l a b i l i t y 
V23E Welfare O f f i c e a v a i l a b i l i t y 
V23F CMACAO Service Center a v a i l a b i l i t y 
V23G Tr a n s p o r t a t i o n service a v a i l a b i l i t y -
V27A Source of income--employed 
V27B Source of income--unemployment 
V27C Source of income--welfare/ADC 
V27E Source of income--Social Security 
V31 B u i l d i n g height 
V33 Amount of open space per acre f o r the complex 
V37 Whether the apartment faces a s t r e e t 
V38 Whether the apartment faces open space 
V39 What type of s t r e e t the apartment faces 
V40 Whether the apartment i s on the end or not 

VI9 How do you perceive vandalism i n the complex 
V20 How o f t e n do you witness vandalism 

NOTE: The type of responses to these v a r i a b l e questions are 
l i s t e d i n the Questionnaire (Appendix C) and the Physical Data 
Ch e c k l i s t (Appendix D). 
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TABLE 5 

RELATIONSHIPS BETWEEN THE TWO VANDALISM VARIABLES 
19 AND 20 AND OTHER VARIABLES, CORRELATION 
COEFFICIENTS, AND THEIR SIGNIFICANCE LEVEL 

V a r i 
able VI9 V20 

Kendall's Tau Kendall's Tau 
C o r r e l a t i o n S i g n i f i c a n c e C o r r e l a t i o n S i g n i f i c a n c e 
C o e f f i c i e n t Level C o e f f i c i e n t Level 

V20 .3201 .003* _ _ 

V23A .2364 .025* .2101 ,044* 

V23B .0924 .222 .3033 .007* 

V23C .2100 .041* .3476 .002* 

V23E .2542 .018* .0573 .321 

V23F .2112 .040* .2164 .040* 

V23G .0485 .344 ,3288 .004* 

V23K -.2811 .010* -.2164 .040* 

V31 -.2837 .009* -.0522 ,336 

V37 -.0421 .364 -.2567 ,019* 

V38 .2280 .030* .0459 ,355 

V39 -.0955 .196 -.2662 ,010* 

V40 -.4684 .001* -.0890 ,236 

* S i g n i f i c a n t a t the ,05 l e v e l . 

NOTE: The names of the v a r i a b l e s are shown i n Table 4. 
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Table 5 shows t h a t there i s a strong r e l a t i o n s h i p between var

i a b l e 19, "How do you perceive vandalism i n your complex?" and v a r i a b l e 

20, "How o f t e n do you witness vandalism i n your complex?" This r e l a 

t i o n s h i p might s i g n i f y t h a t as the sample p o p u l a t i o n viewed vandalism as 

a problem, they also witnessed vandalism i n t h e i r complex. 

I n viewing the s i g n i f i c a n c e l e v e l , ( * ) , s o c i a l s e rvices, v a r i 

ables 23 A-K, and t h e i r r e l a t i o n s h i p to v a r i a b l e 19, i t could be deduced 

t h a t as the sample p o p u l a t i o n perceives vandalism as a problem, they 

also are aware of the s o c i a l services a v a i l a b l e to them. This f i n d i n g 

i s c o n t r a r y to the o r i g i n a l hypothesis t h a t suggested t h a t as people 

were not aware of s o c i a l services a v a i l a b l e i n t h e i r neighborhood, they 

would perceive vandalism as a b i g problem i n t h e i r complex. 

As i n d i c a t e d i n Table 5, v a r i a b l e 31, b u i l d i n g h e i g h t , has a 

s i g n i f i c a n t r e l a t i o n s h i p to v a r i a b l e 19. The r e l a t i o n could p o s s i b l y 

s i g n i f y t h a t those i n d i v i d u a l s who l i v e i n f l a t one f l o o r plan apart

ments do not perceive vandalism as a problem i n t h e i r complex. 

The r e l a t i o n s h i p between v a r i a b l e 38, whether the apartment 

faces open space, and v a r i a b l e 19, could suggest t h a t as people's apart

ments face open space, they w i l l perceive vandalism as a problem i n 

t h e i r complex. This, a l s o , was opposite to the r e s u l t t h a t was sug

gested i n the o r i g i n a l hypothesis. I t was hypothesized t h a t as people's 

apartments face open space they would not perceive vandalism as a prob

lem i n t h e i r complex. 

F i n a l l y , the r e l a t i o n s h i p between v a r i a b l e 40, whether the apart

ment i s located on the end or n o t , and v a r i a b l e 19, could suggest t h a t 
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as people's apartments are on the end, vandalism i s not seen as a prob

lem i n t h e i r housing complex. Again, t h i s i s opposite of the o r i g i n a l 

hypothesis. I t was presupposed t h a t as people l i v e d i n end u n i t s they 

would f e e l i s o l a t e d from other tenants and l o n e l y , and thus they would 

perceive vandalism as a b i g problem. 

I n studying the r e l a t i o n s h i p between v a r i a b l e 20, "How o f t e n do 

you witness vandalism?" and the other v a r i a b l e s i n Table 3, some assump

t i o n s can be made. 

I n view of the r e l a t i o n s h i p between v a r i a b l e 20 and the s i g n i 

f i c a n t , ( * ) , s o c i a l s e r v i c e s , v a r i a b l e s 23 A-K, i t could be deduced t h a t 

as the po p u l a t i o n i s aware of s o c i a l services they also witness van

dalism i n t h e i r complex. This f i n d i n g i s contrary to the o r i g i n a l 

hypothesis t h a t assumed t h a t those i n d i v i d u a l s who were not aware of 

s o c i a l services would witness vandalism a l l of the time. 

I n viewing v a r i a b l e 37, whether the apartment faces a s t r e e t or 

not, and v a r i a b l e 39, the type of s t r e e t t h a t the apartment faces, i t i s 

possible t h a t as the apartment faces a major s t r e e t the tenants w i l l 

never witness vandalism i n t h e i r complex. This assumption coincides 

w i t h the hypothesis. Since vandalism i s an anonymous crime, i t i s not 

l i k e l y to take place i n the open where there i s a l o t of t r a f f i c and 

a c t i v i t y . 

I n conclusion, some of the research t h a t was conducted could 

support some of the hypotheses t h a t were made i n i t i a l l y and some may 

not. I t seems possible t h a t the presence of s o c i a l services does not 

guarantee t h a t vandalism w i l l not take place. Neither does the possible 

p r o v i s i o n of open space. 
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T-Test Results 

Table 6 i l l u s t r a t e s the r e l a t i o n s h i p i n which a simple dichoto

mized v a r i a b l e can be r e l a t e d to a second v a r i a b l e . This i s accomplished 

by the difference-of-means t e s t , or the t - t e s t , as i t i s also c a l l e d . I n 

t h i s t e s t a comparison can be made between the means of two samples. The 

s i g n i f i c a n c e l e v e l used i n t h i s t e s t was a t the .05 l e v e l . 

I n Table 6, Section 1, i t can be deduced t h a t the i n d i v i d u a l s 

sampled who were aware of day care services i n t h e i r area perceived van

dalism as a major problem i n t h e i r complex. 

A deduction can be made from Section 2 t h a t the sampled i n d i 

v i d u a l s who were aware of c r i s i s i n t e r v e n t i o n programs i n t h e i r area 

perceived vandalism as a major problem i n t h e i r complex. 

From Section 3 i t can be deduced t h a t i n d i v i d u a l s sampled who 

were aware of CMACAO service centers i n t h e i r area perceived vandalism 

as a major problem i n t h e i r complex. 

F i n a l l y , also i n Table 6, Section 4, i t could be deduced t h a t 

the i n d i v i d u a l s who d i d not l i v e i n end u n i t s perceived vandalism as a 

major problem i n t h e i r complex. 

Sections 1 through 3 deal w i t h the s o c i a l services a v a i l a b l e to 

the tenants of the three housing complexes. I t was o r i g i n a l l y hypo

thesized t h a t i f these services were not a v a i l a b l e to the tenants, van

dalism would be viewed as a major problem throughout the complex. But, 

as i n d i c a t e d by the research, t h i s i s not the case. Even w i t h the 

a v a i l a b l e s e r v i c e s , vandalism i s seen as a major problem. 

Section 4 deals w i t h the l o c a t i o n of apartment u n i t s and tenants' 

perceptions of vandalism. I t was o r i g i n a l l y hypothesized t h a t the 
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tenants who d i d not l i v e i n end u n i t s would not view vandalism as a 
problem i n t h e i r complex. Again, as i n d i c a t e d by the research, t h i s i s 
not the case. 

Analysis of Variance 

Analysis of variance can be used to t e s t f o r d i f f e r e n c e s among 

the means of two or more samples. Thus, an a l y s i s of variance delineates 

an extension of the difference-of-means t e s t , or t - t e s t . Table 7 i l l u s 

t r a t e s which of the s i n g l e f a c t o r s had an e f f e c t on the two dependent 

v a r i a b l e s , 19 and 20. The (*) i n t h i s t a b l e represents the v a r i a b l e s 

t h a t are s i g n i f i c a n t a t the .05 l e v e l . 

As shown i n Table 7, i t can be deduced t h a t the tenants who 

witness vandalism see i t as a b i g problem. I t can also be deduced t h a t 

the tenants who are aware of the a v a i l a b i l i t y or p r o x i m i t y of ser v i c e s , 

such as the we l f a r e o f f i c e and the CMACAO service center, perceive van

dalism as a b i g problem. The possible explanation f o r t h i s could be 

t h a t the p o p u l a t i o n t h a t uses these services i s a t home or around t h e i r 

complex most of the time. Thus, there i s a greater l i k e l i h o o d t h a t they 

would witness vandalism. On the other hand, most working i n d i v i d u a l s 

may not use these services because they do not need them. Thus, i n the 

case of these i n d i v i d u a l s , i t may be t h a t they are never a t home long 

enough to witness acts of vandalism. Any damage due to vandalism t h a t 

they might n o t i c e could be perceived as ord i n a r y breakage by rough youth, 

r a t h e r than vandalism. 

Also i n Table 7, the research brought out another s i g n i f i c a n t 

f a c t . From t h i s research i t could be deduced t h a t the tenants who do 
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not l i v e i n end u n i t s perceive vandalism as a problem i n t h e i r complex. 

This also confirms the r e s u l t s found i n the t - t e s t e a r l i e r . 

F i n a l l y , i t can be deduced from Table 7 t h a t tenants who witness 

vandalism a l l of the time are aware of s e r v i c e s , such as Head S t a r t , 

c r i s i s i n t e r v e n t i o n programs, and t r a n s p o r t a t i o n services. 

Regression Analysis 

Regression analysis i s used to attempt to p r e d i c t the exact 

value of one v a r i a b l e from the other. I n c e r t a i n problems the i n t e r e s t 

i s not only i n s i g n i f i c a n c e t e s t s and measures of degree of r e l a t i o n 

ship, but also i n d e s c r i b i n g the nature of the r e l a t i o n s h i p between the 

two v a r i a b l e s so t h a t i t i s possible to p r e d i c t the value of one v a r i 

able i f the other i s known. 

I n the present study i t was hypothesized t h a t the presence or 

absence of c e r t a i n independent v a r i a b l e s . Table 4, could p r e d i c t the 

presence of vandalism i n the housing complex. 

I n Table 8, the dependent v a r i a b l e vandalism i s represented by 

v a r i a b l e s 19 and 20. Under these v a r i a b l e s are the independent v a r i 

ables t h a t have a p r e d i c t i v e value to v a r i a b l e s 19 and 20. 

I n l o o k i n g a t v a r i a b l e 19 and i t s r e l a t i o n s h i p to the other 

v a r i a b l e s , i t can be deduced t h a t : as the tenants are aware of day 

care s e r v i c e s , they are not employed, t h e i r apartments face a s t r e e t , 

and they do not l i v e i n end u n i t s , they may perceive vandalism as a b i g 

problem i n t h e i r complex. 

I n l o o k i n g a t v a r i a b l e 20 and i t s r e l a t i o n s h i p to the other 

v a r i a b l e s , i t can be deduced t h a t : as the tenants are aware of services 
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TABLE 8 

REGRESSION RESULTS: RELATIONSHIP OF INDEPENDENT 
VARIABLES TO THE PERCEPTION OF VANDALISM, V19, 

AND HOW OFTEN IT WAS WITNESSED, V20 

V19. How perceive vandalism i n the complex. 
Variables b F Ratio 

V23A 
Day Care 
Coded by: (0) Yes (1) No .82935 2.298* 

V27A 
Employed 
Coded by: (0) Yes (1) No .76568 2.216* 

V39 
What type of s t r e e t does 
apartment face? Coded by: 

(0) Major St r e e t 
(1) I n t e r i o r C o l l e c t o r 
(2) R e s i d e n t i a l Street 
(3) No s t r e e t -.23101 1.525* 

V40 
Whether apartment i s an 
end u n i t or no t . Coded 
by: (0) End (1) No end u n i t -1.1430 9.556* 

R 2 .45025 

R 2 adjusted .24569 
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V20. How o f t e n witness vandal ism. 
Variables b F Ratio 

V23C 
C r i s i s I n t e r v e n t i o n Programs 
Coded by: (0) Yes (1) No .67951 2.467* 

V23G 
Tran s p o r t a t i o n Services 
Coded by: (0) Yes (1) No .41717 3.409* 

V39 
What type of s t r e e t does 
apartment face? Coded by: 

(0) Major s t r e e t 
(1) I n t e r i o r c o l l e c t o r 
(2) R e s i d e n t i a l s t r e e t 
(3) No s t r e e t -.29238 5.753* 

R2 .41863 

R z adjusted .20231 

* S i g n i f i c a n t a t the .05 l e v e l . 

NOTE: V19 coded by: 
V20 coded by: 

(1) 
(0) 

Big 
A l l 

problem (5) No problem 
the time (2) Never 
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such as c r i s i s i n t e r v e n t i o n programs and t r a n s p o r t a t i o n s e rvices, and 
t h e i r apartments do not face a s t r e e t , they may witness vandalism a l l 
of the time. 

The r e s u l t s of t h i s t e s t are the opposite of the o r i g i n a l hypoth

e s i s . I t was o r i g i n a l l y hypothesized t h a t : as the tenants were not 

aware of any s e r v i c e s , they l i v e d i n end u n i t s , and t h e i r apartments d i d 

not face a s t r e e t , vandalism would be perceived as a b i g problem and 

witnessed a l l of the time. The only v a r i a b l e t h a t agreed w i t h the o r i g 

i n a l hypothesis i s t h a t the apartments do not face a major s t r e e t . 

The Chi-Square Test 

The chi-square t e s t i s a general t e s t used to evaluate whether 

or not frequencies which have been e m p i r i c a l l y obtained d i f f e r from 

those which would be expected under a c e r t a i n set of t h e o r e t i c a l assump

t i o n s . I n chi-square t e s t s i t i s important to ask whether or not these 

d i f f e r e n c e s are s t a t i s t i c a l l y s i g n i f i c a n t and the l e v e l at which they 

were judged s i g n i f i c a n t . 

Table 9 i l l u s t r a t e s the chi-square r e l a t i o n between tenants' 

perceptions of vandalism, v a r i a b l e 19, and the housing complexes i n 

which they l i v e . Using a s i g n i f i c a n c e l e v e l of .05, the research has 

i n d i c a t e d t h a t there i s a very s i g n i f i c a n t r e l a t i o n s h i p between the per

cep t i o n of vandalism and the housing complex a t the 0.0019 l e v e l . 

S u r p r i s i n g l y , the tenants i n both S u l l i v a n t Gardens and Mt. 

Vernon Plaza viewed vandalism as a b i g problem. The hypothesis was t h a t 

S u l l i v a n t Gardens would view vandalism as a b i g problem, Bonnie Ridge 

would view vandalism as a moderate problem, and Mt. Vernon Plaza would 
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TABLE 9 

RELATIONSHIP BETWEEN HOUSING COMPLEXES 
AND PERCEPTION OF VANDALISM 

CHI-SQUARE 

v o l . 

VI9 
Big 

Problem 
Moderate 
Problem 

Do Not 
Know 

Not Much of 
A Problem 

No 
Problem 

Sui1ivant 
Gardens 

13 
65% 

2 
10% 

3 
15% 

0 2 
10% 

Bonnie 
Ridge 

5 
25% 

9 
45% 

1 
5% 

5 
25% 

0 

Mt. Vernon 
Plaza Townhouses 

13 
65% 

2 
10% 

4 
20% 

1 
5% 

0 

Chi-Square = 24.41745 
Degrees of Freedom = 8 
Si g n i f i c a n c e Level = 0.0019 
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view vandalism as not a problem. These would a l l be r e l a t i v e to the 

actua l incidences of vandalism t h a t took place at the complexes. Bonnie 

Ridge d i d view vandalism as a moderate problem i n t h e i r complex, but 

Mt. Vernon Plaza also saw vandalism as a b i g problem even though t h e i r 

incidence of vandalism was r e s p e c t i v e l y low. 

One reason f o r t h i s decided discrepancy w i t h Mt. Vernon Plaza 

may be the f a c t t h a t many of the tenants are not committing the acts of 

vandalism themselves. Most of the vandalism t h a t takes place a t Mt. 

Vernon Plaza i s committed by i n d i v i d u a l s outside of the area. Evidence 

of t h i s comes from i n t e r v i e w s t h a t were conducted w i t h the tenants of 

Mt. Vernon Plaza Townhouses. Many of the tenants stated t h a t the i n d i 

v i d u a l s they witness committing the vandalism do not l i v e i n the com

plex. They state d t h a t these i n d i v i d u a l s l i v e i n neighboring complexes 

(such as Balovor Arms), i n the surrounding neighborhood, or i n other low 

income housing complexes. 

This leads to another type of vandalism t a k i n g place at Mt. 

Vernon Plaza. This type of vandalism i s c a l l e d malicious vandalism. 

As discussed i n Chapter I I , m alicious vandalism i s damage done to prop

e r t y as an expression of rage and f r u s t r a t i o n . The i n d i v i d u a l s who 

reside i n the neighboring housing t h a t surrounds Mt. Vernon Plaza l i v e 

i n housing t h a t i s somewhat substandard. Most of i t i s u n a t t r a c t i v e 

and not a e s t h e t i c a l l y pleasing. Thus, when the i n d i v i d u a l s who reside 

i n t h i s type of housing view Mt. Vernon Plaza Townhouses and t h e i r 

tenants—who f o r the most p a r t have s i m i l a r incomes--they experience 

rage and f r u s t r a t i o n . They resent the f a c t t h a t they must l i v e i n 

t h e i r substandard housing w h i l e someone who i s "no b e t t e r o f f " than 



they are gets to l i v e i n decent, nice housing--housing w i t h green grass, 

open space, t o t l o t s , a swimming pool, and a clean environment. 

The major t a r g e t area of malicious vandalism has been the t o t 

l o t s . Tenants have reported seeing i n d i v i d u a l s breaking up the t o t l o t 

swings and hobby horses. They also r e p o r t t h a t these people who van

d a l i z e do not l i v e i n the Plaza Townhouses. I n a d d i t i o n , the i n d i v i d 

uals who frequent Mt. Vernon Avenue, d i r e c t l y across the s t r e e t from 

the Townhouses, come over. While there, they break b o t t l e s and leave 

"needles" ( t o o l s of a trade) i n the parking l o t . 

Summary 

Chapter IV has discussed each of the f i v e t e s t s t h a t were used 

to analyze the data and t h e i r r e s u l t s . The t e s t s t h a t were used to 

analyze the data were: C o r r e l a t i o n C o e f f i c i e n t Relations, t-Test 

Results, Analysis of Variance, Regression A n a l y s i s , and the Chi-Square 

Test. 



CHAPTER V 

SUMMARY, CONCLUSIONS, AND RECOMMENDATIONS 

Summary 

Throughout t h i s research i t was hypothesized t h a t the rates of 

vandalism f o r the three housing complexes--Sullivant Gardens, Bonnie 

Ridge, and Mt. Vernon PIaza--would be in f l u e n c e d by the lack of c e r t a i n 

s o c i a l f a c t o r s and the presence or absence of c e r t a i n physical charac

t e r i s t i c s t h a t c u r r e n t l y e x i s t i n the complexes. I t was f u r t h e r hypo

thesized t h a t , depending upon the degree to which these s o c i a l and 

physica l f a c t o r s were present or absent, there would be a corresponding 

r a t e of vandalism ranging from low to moderate to high. 

Conclusions 

The research i n d i c a t e s t h a t there i s a s i g n i f i c a n t r e l a t i o n s h i p 

between the incidence of vandalism i n the three housing complexes and 

the presence or absence of c e r t a i n s o c i a l and physic a l f a c t o r s t h a t were 

hypothesized to r e l a t e to vandalism. 

Table 10 i l l u s t r a t e s the s o c i a l and phy s i c a l f a c t o r v a r i a b l e s 

t h a t were hypothesized to r e l a t e to the percep t i o n of vandalism. Some 

of these v a r i a b l e s d i d and some d i d not e x h i b i t s i g n i f i c a n t r e l a t i o n 

ships. The v a r i a b l e s t h a t were shown to be r e l a t e d to vandalism are 

designated by an a s t e r i s k (*) beside the v a r i a b l e number. 
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The data showed t h a t as the p o p u l a t i o n views vandalism as a b i g 

problem, they are also l i k e l y to witness i t a l l of the time. I n 

studying the service a v a i l a b i l i t y , even as tenants were aware of such 

services, they s t i l l viewed vandalism as a b i g problem. Also, i t can 

be accepted t h a t the res i d e n t s who l i v e i n f l a t s or townhouses do not 

perceive vandalism as a b i g problem. The tenants who l i v e i n apartments 

t h a t face a major s t r e e t do not perceive vandalism or witness i t as a 

problem. I t was found t h a t apartment u n i t s t h a t face open space per

ceive vandalism as a b i g problem. F i n a l l y , i t was concluded t h a t ten

ants who reside i n end u n i t s do not perceive vandalism as a major 

problem. The r e s t of these v a r i a b l e s showed no s i g n i f i c a n t r e l a t i o n 

to the incidence of vandalism. 

Recommendations 

I t was not the purpose of t h i s i n v e s t i g a t i o n to deduce a con

c l u s i v e , comprehensive means of i n v e s t i g a t i n g and s o l v i n g the problem 

of vandalism i n housing complexes. Further study must be made i n t o 

t h i s area to e l i c i t conclusive data. The purpose was to explore the 

causes of vandalism and derive conclusionary suggestions as a means to 

f o r e s t a l l f u r t h e r acts of vandalism from being perpetrated. 

I t can be concluded t h a t s o c i a l f a c t o r s such as the lack of 

s o c i a l o r g a n i z a t i o n , s o c i a l cohesion, and in f o r m a l s o c i a l c o n t r o l , the 

lack of p r o p r i e t a r y i n t e r e s t and t e r r i t o r i a l i t y among r e s i d e n t s , the 

lack of adequately t r a i n e d and c u l t u r a l l y s e n s i t i v e s e c u r i t y personnel, 

the l ack of s u p e r v i s i o n and organized youth a c t i v i t i e s , and the lack of 

employment o p p o r t u n i t i e s f o r r e s i d e n t s do not seem to have an e f f e c t on 
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the perception and incidence of vandalism. 

Also, p h y s i c a l f a c t o r s such as the size and p o p u l a t i o n of the 

complex, the number of b u i l d i n g s and t h e i r u n i t s , the amount of open 

space, and the distance to d i f f e r e n t services and f a c i l i t i e s do not seem 

to have a s i g n i f i c a n t e f f e c t on the perception and incidence of vandal

ism. 

What the research does i l l u s t r a t e i s t h a t the o r i g i n a l hypo

the s i s was c o r r e c t i n t h a t vandalism w i l l be present, and t h a t the r a t e 

w i l l be worse, given the presence or absence of a few of these s o c i a l 

and p h y s i c a l f a c t o r s . Thus, the presence of both physical and s o c i a l 

f a c t o r s does a f f e c t the incidence of vandalism. 

Since only three housing complexes were surveyed and a small 

sample was generated, f u r t h e r study needs to be conducted i n t o t h i s 

area of research to o b t a i n stronger credence f o r t h i s hypothesis. One 

t h i n g , however, was proven by t h i s study; t h a t i s , given the presence of 

c e r t a i n p h y s i c a l and s o c i a l f a c t o r s , there i s a r e l a t i v e l y high l i k e l i 

hood t h a t vandalism w i l l occur. 
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RATES OF -VANDALISM OF THE THREE HOUSING 
COMPLEXES IN COLUMBUS, OHIO FROM 
JANUARY 1 - DECEMBER 31, 1980* 

Mt. Vernon Plaza (Low) 1 

Bonnie Ridge (Moderate) 8 

S u l l i v a n t Gardens (High) 12 

*CMHA Uniform Crime Report 
S t a t i s t i c a l I n f o r m a t i o n 
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The f o l l o w i n g i s a summary of the basic c h a r a c t e r i s t i c s of 

each of the three housing complexes. 

S u l l i v a n t Gardens i s located a t 590 Van Buren Drive i n Columbus. 

I t has 362 u n i t s w i t h i n 80 two-story apartment b u i l d i n g s . A l l of the 

b u i l d i n g s are red b r i c k . The f i r s t phase of the housing complex was 

b u i l t i n 1941. The second phase was b u i l t i n 1961. S u l l i v a n t 

Gardens has the highest r a t e of vandalism. 

Bonnie Ridge i s located a t 1383 Vida Way i n Columbus, I t has 

232 u n i t s w i t h i n 41 two-story apartment b u i l d i n g s . The b u i l d i n g s are 

dark wood and i n poor c o n d i t i o n . Bonnie Ridge was taken over by 

CMHA i n 1978, but they are not f u l l y owned by CMHA. They are w a i t i n g 

to contact the owners. Bonnie Ridge has a moderate r a t e of vandalism. 

Mt. Vernon Plaza i s located a t 371 N. 20th S t r e e t . I t has 

376 u n i t s , 225 of which are Senior C i t i z e n u n i t s and 150 are f a m i l y 

r e s i d e n t u n i t s . The f a m i l y r e s i d e n t s are comprised of rows of town-

houses i n rows of 6, 8 and 12. The Senior C i t i z e n u n i t s are a l l one 

h i g h r i s e . A l l of the b u i l d i n g s are red b r i c k and i n very good con

d i t i o n . Ground breaking f or the Mt. Vernon Plaza was i n 1976 and i t 

was open f o r tenants i n 1978. Mt. Vernon Plaza has a low r a t e of 

vandalism. 
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HOUSING SURVEY ON VANDALISM 

Date of I n t e r v i e w 

V01. Name 

VOZ. Address_ 

V03. Age 

V04. Race 
a. Afro-American 
b. Caucasian 
c. Other 

VOS. What does your f a m i l y c o n s i s t of? 
a. Single person 
b. Husband and w i f e , no c h i l d r e n 
c. Husband, w i f e and c h i l d r e n 
d. Single parent (male/female) w i t h one or more c h i l d r e n 
e. Other 

V06. Number of c h i l d r e n i n household under the age of 21 

V07. Head of household 
a. Male 
b. Female 

08. How long have you l i v e d i n your apartment? 

V09. Location of apartment i n the housing complex. (code t h i s ) 

V10. Do you have many f r i e n d s who l i v e i n the complex? 
I f so, how many? 

a. Yes 
b. No 

V l l . Where do your f r i e n d s l i v e i n the complex? 
(Show diagram and code area) 

V12. Which of the f o l l o w i n g o r g a n i z a t ions do you belong to? 
(check any of the f o l l o w i n g ) 

a. Masons 
b. Tents 
c. Church groups 
d. Tenants groups 
e. Elks 
f . Other 
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V13. Which, i f any, of these organizations i s d i r e c t l y associated 
w i t h the housing complex? ( s t a t e b r i e f l y ) 

V14. How o f t e n do you get together w i t h your neighbors to have 
cof f e e , p a r t y , t a l k , etc.? Why? 

V15. Do you f e e l t h a t the maintenance work i s done w e l l i n 
your complex? 

a. Yes 
b. No 

VI6. How o f t e n do you do your own maintenance work? 

1 2 3 4 5 
A l l the Most of Some- Not Not at 

time the time times much a l l 

V17. Which of the f o l l o w i n g items have you or would you purchase 
f o r your apartment and/or surrounding yard? 

a. Paint 
b. Plants 
c. Curtains 
d. Flowers 
e. Other 

V18. Does anyone i n your complex break the rules? What kinds of r u l e s 
do they break? How often? 

V19. How do you perceive vandalism i n your complex? 

1 2 3 4 5 
A b i g A moderate Don't Not much Not a 
problem problem know of a problem 

problem 
V20. How o f t e n do you witness acts of vandalism i n your complex? 

V21. Do you f e e l t h a t s e c u r i t y i s adequate i n your complex? I f the 
answer i s "No," then why? 

a. Yes 
b. No 
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V22. Do you f e e l t h a t there are enough Black s e c u r i t y personnel? 
a. Yes 
b. No 

V23. Please look at t h i s l i s t of services. Which are a v a i l a b l e to you 
and/or close to your complex and how o f t e n do you use them? 

Services How Often Used 

V23 a. Day care 
V23 b. Head S t a r t 
V23 c. C r i s i s i n t e r v e n t i o n program 
V23 d. Job placement o f f i c e 
V23 e. Welfare o f f i c e 
V23 f . CMACAO service center 
V23 g. Tr a n s p o r t a t i o n services 
V23 h. Mental h e a l t h agencies 
V23 i . Medical services 
V23 j • Other 
V23 k. None of the above 

V24. Does your complex organize youth a c t i v i t i e s ? 
a. Yes 
b. No 

V25. Do they have them r e g u l a r l y throughout the year? I f so, 
how often? 

V26. Does your complex provide s p e c i f i c Summer A c t i v i t i e s f o r 
the youth? I f so, how often? 

V27. What i s your source of income? 

V27 a. Employed 
V27 b. Unemployed 
V27 c. Welfare/ADC 
V27 d. Retirement income 
V27 e. Social S e c u r i t y 
V27 f . Other 
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CHECKLIST OF PHYSICAL DATA 

V28. Tot a l size of complex i n acres: 

0 1-5 acres 
1 5-10 acres 
2 10-15 acres 
3 15-20 acres 

4 20+ acres 

V29. Tot a l p o p u l a t i o n (number of people i n complex): 

V30. Tot a l number of d w e l l i n g u n i t s : 

0 1-150 u n i t s 
1 150-300 u n i t s 

2 300+ u n i t s 

V31. B u i l d i n g h e i g h t : 

0 F l a t s 
1 Townhouses 

2 Mix 

V32. Tot a l number of b u i l d i n g s : 

0 1-25 b u i l d i n g s 
1 25-45 b u i l d i n g s 

2 45-85 b u i l d i n g s 

V33. T o t a l amount of open space i n complex, i n acres 

0 0 -1,5 acres 
1 1.5-2.5 acres 

2 2.5+ acres 

V34. O r i g i n a l purpose of u n i t s : 

0 Subsidized 

1 Other 

V35. A c q u i s i t i o n 

0 P r i v a t e developer 
1 Turnkey 
2 Purchased from government 
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V36. Age of p r o j e c t : 

0 0-5 years 
1 5-10 years 
2 10-15 years 
3 15+ years 

V37. Does apartment face the s t r e e t ? 

0 Yes 

1 No 

V38. Does apartment face open space? 

0 Yes 

1 No 

V39. Which of the f o l l o w i n g does the apartment face? 

0 Major s t r e e t 
1 I n t e r i o r c o l l e c t o r 
2 R e s i d e n t i a l s t r e e t 
3 No s t r e e t 

V40. Where i s apartment located? 
0 End 
1 No end u n i t 

V41. Distance to laundry i n f e e t : 

V42. Distance to o f f s i t e f a c i l i t y i n f e e t : 

V43. Closest complex r e c r e a t i o n a l l o t i n f e e t : 

V44. Distance to o f f i c e i n f e e t : 

V45. Local d e n s i t y per u n i t i n f e e t : 
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Figure 5. Common tr a s h problem a t S u l l i v a n t Gardens 

Figure 6. Housing a t S u l l i v a n t Gardens 



96 

Figure 7. Bonnie Ridge Estates O f f i c e 

Figure 8. Typi c a l housing at Bonnie Ridge 
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Figure 9. 

Figure 10. 

I l l u s t r a t e s the common vandalism found a t Bonnie Ridge 

I l l u s t r a t e s the common vandalism found a t Bonnie Ridge 



Figure 11. Further i l l u s t r a t e s vandalism found a t Bonnie Ridge 

Figure 12. Vandalized playground a t Bonnie Ridge 



Figure 13. Mt. Vernon Plaza Family U n i t 

Figure 14. Typ i c a l housing found at Mt. Vernon Plaza 
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Figure 15. Vandalized playground a t Mt. Vernon Plaza 

Figure 16. Vandalized playground a t Mt. Vernon Plaza 
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Figure 17. Balovor Arms Apartments, a complex t h a t i s said to i n f l u 
ence the incidence of vandalism a t Mt. Vernon Plaza. 
This complex i s located behind Mt. Vernon Plaza. 

Figure 18. Mt. Vernon Avenue, which i s located i n f r o n t of Mt. 
Vernon Plaza, i s another area t h a t i s said to f a c i l i 
t a t e vandalism i n the complex. 
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