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INTRODUCTION 

Victim of crime study is one of the most significant directions in the field of 
sociological-criminological research. This type of study provides for a more 
accurate assessment of the state of criminality, especially its latent part, it 
likewise enables to expose the more typical situations of the commission of 
crimes and other law violations which is important for the prognosis and 
prevention of this phenomenon, it also facilitates the collection of the most 
precise information on the resultant physical, property and moral damage. This 
kind of information is necessary for the development of programmes aimed at 
assisting the victims of crimes as well as neutralising other social consequences 
of criminality. Victimological surveys of population also help to reveal the 
prevailing attitude of the society towards the phenomena mentioned above. 
 
A victimological survey, as a comparatively separate direction of research, 
emerged in the fifth decade of our century when, after the end of the Second 
World War, the number of victims of war and crime were extremely great. An 
important role in the development of theoretical and practical premises of 
victimological research was played by the study of the famous American 
criminologist Hans von Hentig “The Criminal and his Victim” which appeared in 
1948. It acted as an incentive for the criminologists and sociologists of many 
other countries to start similar victimological research. In the course of several 
decades, the constantly expanding research of this kind formed a consequent 
trend of victimological crime prevention. In the ninth decade the victimological 
research was started on the international level. 
 
United Nations Organisation has periodically (in 1989, 1992 and 1996) been 
initiating the international victimological survey in various countries of Europe 
and the rest of the world. This was to be carried out under a unified programms, 
which were developed in the United Nations Interregional Crime and Justice 
Research Institute (UNICRI, Rome) and other scientific research centres.   
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Over the years, ideas about victim precipitation have come to be perceived as a 
negative thing; "victim blaming" it is called. Research into ways in which victims 
"contribute" to their own victimisation is considered by victims and victim 
advocates as both unacceptable and destructive.  This notion of "victim 
precipitation" was vigorously attacked by feminists in the 1980s, and was 
replaced by the notion of victims as anyone caught up in an asymmetric 
relationship or situation. "Asymmetry" means anything unbalanced, exploitative, 
parasitical, oppressive, destructive, alienating, or having inherent suffering 
Fattah (1991). 

Victimologists often use surveys of large numbers of people about the crimes 
that have been committed against them because official police statistics are 
known to be incomplete. Victimologists then estimate victimisation rates and 
Police Statistics as true situation of crime in the society. 
 
The term "crime victim" according to Karem(1996) generally refers to any 
person, group, or entity who has suffered injury or loss due to illegal activity. 
The harm can be physical, psychological, or economic. The legal definition of 
"victim" typically includes the following: 

 A person who has suffered direct, or threatened, physical, emotional or 
pecuniary harm as a result of the commission of a crime; or in the case 
of a victim being an institutional entity, any of the same harms by an 
individual or authorised representative of another entity. Group harms 
are normally covered under civil and constitutional law, with "hate crime" 
being an emerging criminal law development, although criminal law tends 
to treat all cases as individualised.  

Besides "primary crime victims", there are also "secondary crime victims" who 
experience the harm second hand, such as intimate partners, family members, 
or significant others of rape victims or children of a battered woman. It may also 
make sense to talk about "tertiary crime victims" who experience the harm 
vicariously, such as through media accounts or from watching television. 
 
STATEMENT OF THE PROBLEM 

Despite the fact that the discipline of victimology was founded in the late 1940s,  
(as institutionalised by the World Society of Victimology (WSV), defined the 
discipline as: the scientific study of the extent, nature and causes of criminal 
victimisation, its consequences for the persons involved and the reactions there 
to by society, in particular the police and the criminal justice system as well as 
voluntary workers and professional helpers), the victims of crime have been 
largely neglected Walklate (1989). 
 

For so long the victims of crime have been totally neglected by the criminal 
justice system and policy makers. Today, the need for criminology to thoroughly 
study the victims of crime may appear obvious. It may seem surprising, 
therefore, that such an obvious need has escaped the attention of criminologists 
for over a century. But it is not rare for social scientists to miss the obvious. This 
point is well made by Rock (1994: xi) who points out that: 

http://www.erudit.org/erudit/crimino/v33n01/fattah/#cit052
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Even criminology and the sociology of deviance  disciplines concentrated most 
squarely on the analysis of crime, criminals and criminal justice tended 
somehow to obliterate the victim for a very long while, failing to see what, in 
retrospect, should probably have been evident all along. Such omissions occur 
continually. They are an ineluctable part of any discipline, a consequence of the 
truth is that 'a way of seeing is always a way of not seeing.' The price of 
organising, specialising and accumulating knowledge about any area is a 
systematic neglect of the other matters thrown out of focus and beyond the 
margins. Precisely because criminology is an empirically driven discipline, it has 
tended to ignore those things that do not bear the name of crime, criminals and 
criminal justice. 

In traditional justice systems, victims of crime have usually found support and 
assistance from their family, village or tribe. The informal social network softens 
the impact of victimisation and assists the victim in recovery. This same network 
often assists in the resolution of the conflict and in ensuring that any decisions 
made are, in fact, implemented. Within this framework, it is taken for granted 
that the victim (and his or her kin), the victimiser (and his or her kin) as well as 
the entire social group will share the burden of dealing with the conflict.  

With the increasing complexity of society and the evolution of criminal justics 
systems, in many parts of the world the State has gradually assumed a 
dominant role in the justice process. Specific forms of behaviour are defined by 
the State as crimes, which have come to be seen as crimes against the State 
more than as violations of the victim's rights. In time, the State took over the 
responsibility for the investigation of the offence, the prosecution of the suspect, 
adjudication and enforcement of the sentencing decision. The victim was 
afforded fewer opportunities for direct participation. Although it was often the 
victim who reported the offence to the authorities, subsequent decisions came 
to be made more with the interests of the State and the community in mind than 
those of the victim.  

Nonetheless, by the middle of the present century, in many societies the victim 
could aptly be called the "forgotten person" in the administration of justice. 
Considerable attention has deservedly been paid to ensuring due process for 
the defendant, who is threatened with State-imposed punishment, and who 
should, therefore, be afforded all possibilities of establishing his or her 
innocence, and/or presenting other considerations in his or her defense. Similar 
attention had not been paid to the victim. The State was assumed to be 
representing the interests of the victim, and there was thus not seen to be a 
need for direct victim involvement in the proceedings.  

Since the early studies in the 1940s by Beniamin Mendelsohn and Hans von 
Hentig, increasing attention has been turned to the problems faced by victims, 
both in society in general, and in their interaction with the criminal justice 
system in particular. Many victims face insensitive treatment by the police, 
prosecutors and court officials, causing a second victimisation. This applies 
particularly to certain  vulnerable categories of victims, such as migrants, 
minorities and victims of sexual offences. Even if the offender is apprehended 
and brought to trial, the experience of victims in many jurisdictions is that they  
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have been marginalised, and that they do not have the opportunity to express 
their views and concerns in the criminal justice process or in human rights 
courts or international tribunals. Many systems do not allow the victim to 
present his or her civil claim in conjunction with criminal proceedings. Even if 
the offender is convicted, the sanctions (often, a fine or imprisonment) have little 
relevance to the victim, other than the satisfaction of seeing the offender 
punished. 
 
THEORETICAL  ORIENTATION 

One of the first and most important models explaining the differential risks of 
victimisation is the lifestyle model developed by Hindelang, Gottfredson, and 
Garofalo (1978). This model posits that the likelihood that an individual will 
suffer a personal victimisation depends heavily on lifestyle. Using lifestyle to 
explain variations in risk is neither a novel nor a unique approach. It has been 
known for a long time that the probability of accidental death or injury is in many 
respects related to people's lifestyle and the kind of activities in which they are 
involved. Physicians have repeatedly stressed the close link between lifestyle 
and routine activities and the risk of suffering certain diseases such as lung and 
skin cancer, high blood pressure and cardiovascular ailments, liver cirrhosis, 
AIDS, etc. As a matter of fact, the lifestyle concept permeates the explanations 
given for higher or lower susceptibility to a wide variety of diseases. The belief 
that lifestyle can influence the probability of victimisation by increasing or 
decreasing people's chances of becoming victims of certain crimes may be 
seen as a logical extension of this concept to the social sphere. 
 
Another explanatory model is the Routine Activity Approach developed by 
Cohen and Felson (1979). The focus in Cohen and Felson's approach is on 
"direct-contact predatory violations," which are those "involving direct physical 
contact between at least one offender and at least one person or object which 
that offender attempts to take or damage". Cohen and Felson,  (1979: 589). 
They argue that the occurrence of this type of victimisation is the outcome of the 
convergence in space and time of three minimal elements. Namely: 
1.   Motivated offenders, 
2.   Suitable targets,  
3. Absence of capable guardians. 
 
The central factors underlying the routine activity approach are opportunity, 
proximity/exposure, and facilitating factors. 
 
The "lifestyle" and "routine activities" models are by no means the only ones. 
There is also the opportunity model Cohen et al., (1981) The opportunity model 
incorporates elements from the previous two and posits that the risk of criminal 
victimisation depends largely on people's lifestyle and routine activities that 
bring them and/or their property into direct contact with potential offenders in the 
absence of capable guardians. And also suggests three main factors: 
1.   Proximity 
2.   Attractiveness  
3. Exposure 
 
 as the most important determinants of differential victimisation risks. 
 

http://www.erudit.org/erudit/crimino/v33n01/fattah/#cit037
http://www.erudit.org/erudit/crimino/v33n01/fattah/#cit007
http://www.erudit.org/erudit/crimino/v33n01/fattah/#cit007
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In an attempt to integrate the various models into a comprehensive schema 
Fattah, (2000) grouped all the seemingly relevant factors into ten different 
categories. These are: 
 
1. Opportunities: which are closely linked to the characteristics of potential 

targets (persons, households, and businesses) and to the activities and 
behaviour of these targets. 

 
2. Risk factors: particularly those related to socio-demographic characteristics 

such as age and gender, area of residence, absence of guardianship, 
presence of alcohol and so forth. 

 
3. Motivated offenders: Offenders, even non-professional ones, do not 

choose their victim/targets at random but select their victims/targets 
according to specific criteria. 

 
4. Exposure: Exposure to potential offenders and to high-risk situations and 

environments enhances the risk of criminal victimisation. 
 
5. Associations: The homogeneity of the victim and offender populations 

suggests that differential association is as important to criminal victimisation 
as it is to crime and delinquency. Thus individuals who are in close personal, 
social, or professional contact with potential delinquents and criminals run a 
greater risk of being victimised than those who are not. 

 
6. Dangerous Times and Dangerous Places: The risks of criminal 

victimisation are not evenly distributed in time or space  there are dangerous 
times such as evening, late night hours and weekends. There are also 
dangerous places such as places of public entertainment where the risks of 
becoming a victim are higher than at work or at home. 

 
7. Dangerous behaviours: Certain behaviours such as provocation increase 

the risk of violent victimisation while other behaviors such as negligence and 
carelessness enhances the chances of property victimisation. There are 
other dangerous behaviours that place those engaging in them in dangerous 
situations where their ability to defend and protect themselves against 
attacks is greatly reduced.  

 
8. High-risk activities: also increase the potential for victimisation. Among 

such activities is the pursuit of fun, which may include deviant and illegal 
activities. It is also well known that certain occupations such as prostitution 
carry with them a higher than average potential for criminal victimisation. 

 
9. Defensive/avoidance behaviours: Since many risks of criminal 

victimisation could be easily avoided, people's attitudes to these risks may 
influence their chances of being victimised. It goes without saying that risk-
takers are bound to be victimised more often than risk-avoiders. This also 
means that fear of crime is an important factor in reducing victimisation since 
those who are fearful, for example the elderly, take more precautions 
against crime, even curtailing their day and night time activities thus 
reducing their exposure and vulnerability to victimisation. 
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10. Structural/Cultural Proneness: There is a positive correlation between 
powerlessness, deprivation and the frequency of criminal victimisation. 
Cultural stigmatisation and marginalisation also enhance the risks of criminal 
victimisation by designating certain groups as 'fair game' or as culturally 
legitimate victim. 

 
AREA OF STUDY 

Oshodi / Isolo Local Government Area of Lagos State is the area of study. This 
Local Government Area is most appropriate for this research because it inhabits 
all levels of social class. It is also a purely residential area in Lagos State. It is 
therefore most appropriate for this research hence the study is to examine the 
Socio-economic Characteristics and Criminal Victimisation.  
 
Table 1 
Residential Area According to Social Class in Oshodi / Isolo Area of Lagos 
State 

 
      

Area of Residence Social Class 
Oshodi Area:           
 

Shogule: 
Ladipo: 
Alasia: 
Mafolukun 

Lower-Lower   
Upper-Lower                      
Lower-Lower 
Lower-Middle  

Ejigbo Area:    
 

Daleko: 
Orilowo: 
Powerline:  
Ilasamaaja      

Lower-Lower 
Lower-Middle 
Upper-Middle 
Upper-Lower 

Isolo Area:  Iriakari Estate  
Okota  
Jakande Estate    
Burknor   

 Upper-Middle  
Upper-Middle                          
Lower-Middle   
Upper- Middle 

Airport Road Area:  Ewu Tuntun  
Ajao Estate                

Upper-Middle                   
Upper-Upper 

 
SOURSE: National Population Office, Oshodi / Isolo L.G.A Aswani,  Lagos State 2002 
 

Methods of Data Collection 

Sampling Method 

The stratified sampling method was used to select the areas to be covered. 
Beside that, the simple random sampling technique was use to select the 
respondents for the study.  Oshodi/Isolo Local Government Area is made up of 
Oshodi Area (Shogule, Laddipo, Alasia, Mafoluku); Ejigbo Area (Daleko, 
Orilowo, Powerline) Isolo Area (Iriakari Estate, Okota, Jakande Estate, Burknor) 
Ilasamaja; Airport Road Area: (Ajao Estate, Ewu Tuntun ). The sample size of 
2800 respondents was selected from the fourteen areas. 200 respondents from 
each area. 
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Instrument for Data collection   
On Crime victimisation survey, the questionnaire and Interview methods (face to 
face) were also used to collect the data from the respondents.  The researcher 
employ the services of field assistance for interpretation of Yoruba languange 
when apply the interview techniques. We do know that the respondents may be 
more prone to give socially desirable answers in a face to face interview. 
People who have been victimised may be more motivated to participate, 
because they have something to tell. This effect, which we might call  ‘eager to 
tell’ hypothesis, is now popular in victimisation survey.  
 
Analysis of data 
Finally an explanation has to be given to the data collected and was analysed 
by using:  
A>   Tables                    B>   Percentage Distributions         C>      Graphs 

 
 

REPORTING INCIDENCE TO THE POLICE 
 

What are the reasons why victims report / do not report 
their criminal victimisation to the police? 

 
 

Reasons for Reporting victimisation to the Police 
Table 1 
 
                          REASONS 

          
         N 

 
         % 

 
To recover property    
  
 
 For insurance reasons    
  

 
 Crimes should be reported/ serious event   
 

 Wanted offender to be caught/ punished   
 
 To stop it happening again     
 
 To get help        
 
 Other reasons     

 

 
        325 
 
          15 
 
            5 
 
       575 
 
        35 
 
        15 
 
        10  

 
    33.16 
 
      1.53 
 
       0.51 
 
      58.67 
 
        3.57 
 
        1.57 
 
        1.02   
 

 
                         TOTAL 

  
     980 

 
        100 

 
SOURCE: Field Survey, September 2002 (Questionnaire)   
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Why do people report crimes to the police? The reasons are divided into: civic 
duty related (“should be reported”; “to stop it”); need for assistance (“to get 
help”); recovery/compensation of damage (recovery of property”; “insurance”). 
“Want the offender caught/punished” lies somewhere between means to 
recover property and damage and expectation for the law enforcement agency 
to effectively deal with offenders has the highest response rates of 58.67%.  
 
Civic duty related reasons are not too important due to the way the police image 
is perceived by the public in Nigerian and this is prominent across the areas 
covered with 0.51%.  While this is true for “should be reported”, reporting crime 
for preventive purposes “to stop it happening again” is of particular significance 
for threats/assaults or robbery while less so for burglary and this constituted 
3.57% of the respondents. 
 
This is quite a rational attitude on the part of victims who also consider that 
reporting violent crimes has more chances of inducing preventive action by the 
police while burglary prevention is becoming much more the citizen’s own 
prevention activity. “To get help” as a reason for reporting is less frequently 
mentioned with 1.57% response rates.  Is important to point out that the Nigeria 
Police are by no way helpful in terms of criminal victimisation. So if reporting 
incidence to police is for the victim to get help, it will not be surprising that the 
victims case might be made worst and if not made to be the offender.    
 
Recovery of property and insurance are both mentioned.  It is interesting to note 
that reporting for the reason of recovering property is the second most important 
reasons for reporting to the police, which constituted 33.16% of the total 
response.   Recovery of property is closely related to want offender to be caught 
/ punished. Proportionately, if the offender is caught the probability that the 
property will recovered is very high. Therefore, it could be summed up to say 
that the major reasons which people report incidence to the police are basically 
to recover property and want offender caught and punished and this in other 
hand will stop it from happening again. 
 
Reporting incidence to the police for insurance reason constituted 1.53%. The 
reason for this low response could be attributed to the fact that most Nigerians 
do not yet emulate the advantages of insurance policy (for life and property).  
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Reasons for not reporting crime to the police 
 
Table 2 
 
                        Reasons 

 
N 

 
% 

        
Not serious enough/no loss    
       
solved it myself/perpetrator known to me  
   
inappropriate for police/police not necessary  
          
police could do nothing 
         
fear/dislike of the police 
    
didn't dare (for fear of reprisal)    
       
other reasons (SPECIFY) reported to (OPC) 
           

 
120 

 
5 
 

74 
 

720 
 

2 
 

9 
 

50 
 

 
12.24 

 
0.51 

 
7.55 

 
73.47 

 
0.2 

 
0.92 

 
5.1 

TOTAL 980 100 
 
SOURCE: Field Survey, September 2002 (Questionnaire) 
 
 
The data from table 4.5.2 suggest reasons for not reporting incidence to police. 
In the main, crimes are not reported because they are not considered “serious 
enough”. Since this section deals with the police, it is worth looking more clearly 
at police related reasons: “police could do nothing”; “police won’t do anything” 
and “fear/dislike of police” “did not dear (for fear reprisal) . 
 
It should be noted that 73.47% of the victims indicated that the police could not 
do anything therefore it would not necessary to report incidence to the police. 
This reason is important to take note of. In a country where everyone is living in 
fear of crime and perception of safety is illusive, this reason alone has a grave 
negative image of the Nigeria Police. We do know that one of the most 
important function of the Police any where in the world is the protection of life 
and property, if the reason for the reporting incidence to the police is that police 
could do nothing, it will go to say that the Nigeria police are not function all and 
therefore need reorganisation of the entire rank and file.  
   
 12.24% of the respondents are of the opinion that crime which took place was 
“not serious enough”. This reason, together with “inappropriate for police” with 
7.55% respondents, indicates the characteristics of the event itself. The 
resigned attitude towards the police (“police could do nothing”) is particularly 
prominent among the victims.   
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Reasons for not reporting incidents to the police include that what happened 
was considered “not serious enough” (12.24%), the victim “solved it herself” 
(0.51%). Inappropriateness and/or inadequacy of the police are mentioned 
(7.55%). Some victims did not dare to report (0.92%). For sexual victimisation 
and assault one should add that the special relationship that often exists 
between the victim and offender might restrain the former from reporting to the 
police. Assaults from strangers are more likely to be reported than those by 
relatives or friends. Fear/ dislike for the police and reported to other authority for 
example Oodua People’s Congress (OPC) constituted 0.2% and 5.1% 
respectively 
 
Victims whose crime-related fear makes them reluctant to report crimes to 
police or who are too terrified to testify, effectively make it impossible for the 
criminal justice system to accomplish its mission. Thus, it is important to 
understand: 
 
• Victims' crime-related mental health problems.  
• What aspects of the criminal justice system process are stressful to victims.  
• What can be done to help victims with their crime-related mental health 

problems.  
 
 Reasons for dissatisfaction with the police 
 
Table 3 
                  
                    Reasons 

 
N 

 
% 

  
Didn't do enough     
 
Were not interested    
 
Didn't find or apprehend the offender   
 
Didn't recover my property (goods)  
      
Didn't keep me properly informed  
 
Didn't treat me correctly/were impolite  
 
 Were slow to arrive    
 

 
30 

 
60 

 
230 

 
602 

 
8 
 

35 
 

15 

 
3.06 

 
6.12 

 
23.47 

 
61.43 

 
0.82 

 
3.57 

 
1.53 

  TOTAL  980 100 
 
SOURCE: Field Survey, September 2002 (Questionnaire) 
 
Among the reasons for dissatisfaction with the police that was reported the most 
frequently mentioned were “the police did not recover my property” 61.43% and 
didn’t find or apprehend the offender which constituted 23.47%. Were not 
interested which implies disinterestedness on the part of the police was 
mentioned by 6.12% of the respondents.  
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A portion of the respondents also highlighted that the police didn’t treat me 
correctly/were impolite constituted 3.57%. This reason for dissatisfaction must 
not be over looked. If you have ever reported any case to the police you will 
agreed that the Nigeria police are impolite people. Most often you regretted ever 
reporting incidence to the police especially if the victim is a poor person 
because the police will almost treat you as the offender because you have got 
nothing to offer them (the popular Oga what have you got for us). This tendency 
is totally destroying the image of the Nigeria Police.    
 
 The police “did not do enough” constituted 3.06%. The police did not do 
enough would implies that the property not recovered and the offender not 
caught. If these expectations are not meet the purpose of reporting incidence to 
the police will be defeated. While 1.53% of the respondents were dissatisfied 
with the police because they were slow to arrive. Only 0.82% reported that the 
police did not properly inform them. These two reasons for dissatisfaction are 
less prominent. 
 
 Indeed, the data suggest that, “want offender caught/punished” and “recovery 
of property” are the principal reasons for reporting crime to the police. 
Therefore, if the police do not meet these expectations, victims who reported 
crime would express dissatisfaction highlighting unmet expectations. As 
mentioned earlier, in these parts of the world, where the advantages of 
insurance coverage are not emulated, victims will have a substantial economic 
stake in reporting in order to retrieve stolen property. 
  
In general, respondents pointed out that the most reasons for dissatisfaction 
with the police for reporting the crime have to do with the police did not recover 
the property and not finding the offender. In addition, respondents complained 
that the police were incorrect/impolite, which is more characteristic of the 
victims’ evaluation of police attitudes in the developing world. This factor 
indicates certain features of a police culture that lacks respect for the particular 
needs and expectations of victims of violence.  This also has much to do with 
the expectations citizens have about the police as well as with satisfaction with 
the police in controlling and preventing crime. 
 
Broadly, the dissatisfaction in police performance and image in Nigeria 
characteristically has a usefully explanation in the context of Nigeria situation. 
Asemota (1993) pointed out that in a constitutional democracy, the police are 
expected to rely on public goodwill and cooperation to carry out their duties. 
Accordingly, they are expected to operate within the limits of their legally 
defined powers and are particularly answerable to the judiciary for any excess 
in the exercise of their powers. We must note that in Nigeria, the colonial origin 
of the police and decades of military rule, have produced a militarised force that 
has acted as instruments of oppression at the service of the government and is 
largely alienated from the civil population it should serve Chukwuma (2002). 
This has contributed negatively the functions and image of the Nigeria police. 
 
The most valid way to explain police behaviour, including police violence, is in 
terms of the social, political and economic order that the police are required to 
secure, preserve and fortify. In a free market economy without efficient social 
welfare services to mitigate the effects of poverty and inequity, police crime  
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control efforts, especially in the control of economic crimes, are likely to be 
significant. Also, where economic efficiency and equity are not given due 
considerations; where corruption and distribution of wealth is highly skewed, 
police will not only have to contend with high rate of economic crimes without 
much public support for their control, but also with hostility towards the police by 
those who consider themselves oppressed and exploited. There can be no 
peace in a society where wealth - largely ill-gotten - is concentrated in the 
hands of a few while the vast majority of its toiling people are condemned to 
destitution and poverty. 
 
The availability, quality and distribution of social infrastructure also affect police 
performance, and police-public relations. These also have impact on the extent 
and severity of crimes as well as the capacity of police to respond to the 
security and welfare needs of the citizens. The citizens who live in deprived 
areas of a country are more likely to be hostile to government and especially to 
the police which they see as a symbol of an insensitive and irresponsive 
government. 
 
RECOMMENDATION 

The study also recommends that the  role of the police in dealing with victims, 
should be more polite since the police are generally the first point of contact that 
the victim has with the criminal justice system. Among the points stressed in 
police training in many jurisdictions is that the victim should be treated as a 
human being, not as just a source of evidence. Assurance should be given to 
the victim that what occurred to him or her is condemned by society and that the 
community sympathises with the victim. The responding police officer should 
reassure the victim that he or she is safe now, that the officer regrets that this 
happened to the victim, and (when applicable) that what occurred was not the 
fault of the victim.  
 

The training also notes that in addition to on-site crisis intervention and the 
securing emergency medical assistance, the police should provide victims with 
information regarding their rights, and referrals to services and resources that 
can help the victim. Essential services should include, but are not limited to:  

• explanation of police procedures and the investigation,  

• information for victims on how to protect evidence,  

• accompaniment to emergency medical services where needed,  

• providing information to crime victims about their rights, as well as the 
availability of crime victims compensation and restitution,  

• ensuring that the property of the victim is secured so that personal safety is 
not compromised as a result of crime,  

• establishing procedures to ensure that at least the victims of violent crime 
are periodically informed of the status and closing of investigations,  

• establishing and enforcing strict property return protocol and procedures. 

 
 



XIth International Symposium on Victimology 13 - 18 July 2003, Stellenbosch, South Africa 
 

REFERENCE: 
 
 

Asmota. S.A  (1993) Policing under civilian and military administration, in T.N 
Tamuno; I.L. Bashir; E.E. Alemika and A.O. Akano (eds), Policing Nigeria 
(Lagos: Malthouse Press  

 
Chukwuma. I. (2002) Police Transformation In Nigeria: Problems And  

Prospects 
 
Cohen, L.E., and Felson M. (1979).  "Social Change and Crime Rate Trends:  

A Routine Activity Approach", American Sociological  Review 44: 588 -608.  
 
Cohen, L.E. Klugel, J.R.,and Land, K.C (1981) "Social Inequality and Predatory 

Criminal Victimization: An Exposition and Test of a  Formal Theory", 
October    American Sociological Review  46: 505-524 

 
Fattah, E.A. (1991). Understanding Criminal Victimization, Scarborough,  

Ont.: Prentice Hall Canada.  
   
Fattah, E.A.(2000) ”victimology, Past Present and Future. Criminologi,  

Vol 33, No1. 
 
Hindelang, M.,.Gottfredson, M. and Garofalo, J. (1978). Victims of Personal 

Crime, Cambridge, MA.: Ballinger 
 
Karmen, A., 1996 An Introduction to Victimology, Wadsworth Publishing, USA 
 
Mendelsohn, B. (1963) The Origin of Victimology. Excerpta Criminologica,  

vol. 3, pp 239- 256.  
 
Rock, P. (1994) Victimology, Aldershot: Dartmouth. United Nations  Declaration 

of Basic Principles of Justice for Victims of Crime and Abuse of Power/34, 
annex, 40 U.N. GA G.A. 40 OR Supp. (No. 53) at 214, U.N. Doc. A/40/53 
(1985). 

 
Von Hentig, H. 1940/41. "Remarks on the Interaction of Perpetrator and Victim", 

Journal of Criminal Law and Criminology 31: 303-309. 
 
Von Hentig, H. 1948. The Criminal and His Victim, New Haven: Yale University 

Press. 
Walklate .S. (1989) Victimology: The Victim and the Criminal Justice Unwin 

Hyman. London. 
 
 

 

http://www.victimology.nl/onlpub/hb/node227.html#SECTION00085000000000000000
http://www.victimology.nl/onlpub/hb/node227.html#SECTION00085000000000000000
http://www.victimology.nl/onlpub/hb/node227.html#SECTION00085000000000000000
http://www.victimology.nl/onlpub/hb/node227.html#SECTION00085000000000000000

	Reporting criminal victimisation to the police: �a study of Oshodi / Isolo  local government �area of lagos state, nigeria
	INTRODUCTION
	Victim of crime study is one of the most significant directions in the field of sociological-criminological research. This type of study provides for a more accurate assessment of the state of criminality, especially its latent part, it likewise enables
	Victimologists often use surveys of large numbers of people about the crimes that have been committed against them because official police statistics are known to be incomplete. Victimologists then estimate victimisation rates and Police Statistics as tr
	
	THEORETICAL  ORIENTATION

	AREA OF STUDY
	
	
	Residential Area According to Social Class in Oshodi / Isolo Area of Lagos State
	
	
	Social Class







	Lower-Lower

	What are the reasons why victims report / do not report
	their criminal victimisation to the police?
	
	Table 2
	
	Table 3





