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ANCHORAGE POLICE DEPARTMENT

The Ancno'age Police Department (APDZ repots another eventful year. The APD Drug
Enforcement Unit, the Special Assignment and the Patnl Division had a total of 2.250 calls
for service in 2003. Of those calls, 1199 reports wert written, 845 people were arrested
and 956 drug charges were filed. This year there were 15 meth labs seized and dismantled
and 1.410 marijuana plants were seized from 33 marijuana grows

Anchorage is seeing an increase in methamphetamine and Ecstasy being imported from
the lower 48 and beyond. One case in ppomt, DEA was brought in‘on a case initiated by
APD that had rapidly grew beyond APD's resources. That case was brought to a
successful conclusion and 26 people were arrested on consRWac and other drug charges.
Seizures in that case included approximately $60,000 in cash, 1.8 pounds of meth powder
6.5 nounds of crystal meth, 2 kilos of cocaine and 4,000 tablets of Ecstasy.
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US Postal Statistics for 2003
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Major drug bust rids Quinhagak
ofdope hub

by K.J. Lincoln

After a couple months of investigation and cooperation w,,h villagers, Alaska State
Troopers were successful in seizing a pound and a half of marijuana and S17.020 in cash
from a residence in the village of Quinhagak, and casing down a central hub for
marijuana.

“Each vacuum-sealed bag had 2 ounces of marijuana,” said Western Alaska Alcohol and
Narcotics Team Investigator Joe Hazelaar. “1 1/2 pounds of marijuana at S50 a gram
equals a 528,000.00 street value. This amount is not uncommon in villages.”

The success of the drug bust can be attributed to the citizens of Quinhagak who worked
with the local village police, calling in tips and complaints. The overwhelming calls
about the house were enough grounds to issue a search warrant.

“It was done in reference to the support we’ve gotten from the citizens and the Chief of
police," said Trooper Sgt, Anthony April. “The tips from the local villagers led to the
execution of the search warrant.”

Community members had stepped forward and asked to help with the investigation,

including going undercover and making drug purchases.

“They helped rid the village of a pretty prominent problem of the drug dealers,” Hazelaar
said.

Four adults have charges pending against them as a result of the bust, said Hazelaar.
“They were very uncooperative during the raid,” he said. Their case is being forwarded to
the District Attorney and it will be handled federally, instead of through the state.

The four adults were not the onlv ones in the house.

“There were three small children at the lime of the search warrant," said Hazelaar. “An
18-month old baby was sleeping less than a foot away from a pound of marijuana.”

The children, who have been taken into protective custody, had also been present during
the transactions when the undercover informants purchased marijuana.

The house, which was also seized, will be donated back to (he City of Quinhagak. “We’re
hoping the village will currently find a family that is need of a house.” said Hazelaar. “1

can’t say thanks enough for the community involvement.
“Ifa community would just ban together and drive the dealers out - think about what that

money could do for that community. The only one getting rich off the deal is the dealers,”
he added.
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Cultivating Alaska's most
lucrative ca$h crop

The Mat-Su area may be home to as many
as 1,200 marijuana farms - most of them
undetected

By S.J. KOMARNITSKY
The Anchorage Daily News

The police knew they were close. They could smell A sophisticated
hydroponic

It marijuana growing
. . : operation is amon
The resinous reek in the Wasilla workshop could thpose uncovered i%

mean only one thing: marijuana. But where was  the Matanuska-
the crop? There were no plants, no grow lights in  Susitna Borough.

ourtesy of the National

sight

Behind a panel in the back wall was a secret room.

From there, it was a 10-foot drop by ladder to a concrete bunker.
Inside a space the size of a small cabin, 400 green leafy plants
sported enough bud, about 12 pounds, to keep dozens of tokers
hagpé%gé%zoe for months. Estimufed street value: between $36,000
an 000.

http://iuneauemnire.eom/slorics/1 11200/Ins cashcrop.htnil 3/15/2005
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Alaska's Matanuska and Susltna valleys are home to carrots, potatoes
and giant vegetables, all displayed as the public face of northern
agriculture. But the undisputed king of Alaska farming, tne most
profitable crop, is marijuana. A good batch sells, ounce for ounce, for
as much as gold.

Over the past two decades the state has done its best to put this
homegrown crop out of business. Police and drug agents have
arrested growers by the hundreds, ripped up plants by the thousands
and burned them in smoky pyres.

Nowhere in Alaska have pot growing and efforts to stop it been as
concentrated as in the bedroom communities some 40 miles north of

Anchorage.

But despite the nonstop multimillion-dollar effort that draws from
state and local police, the National Guard and the federal Drug
Enforcement Administration, marijuana farming remains rampant

here.

Last year, 211 people in the Matanuska-Susitna Borough were
arrested on suspicion of, or charged with, growing or selling
marijuana. They were men and women, young and old, married and
single, employed and unemployed. Some were first-timers. Some had
been busted before. So far this year, another 60 have been busted.

Statewide, as many rs 113 people are in
jail on state marijuana offenses. Another
600 are on probation. A quarter of them
are in the Matanuska-Susitna Borough,
where the cases make up nearly a third of
the local probation office caseload.
Because m gency tracks marijuana

Indoor crop: Bright lights cases, thoj j numbers are estimates based

http://juncauempire.eom/stories/1 11200/Ins cashcrop.html
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shine on a marijuana growing _the most common marijuana Charge:
operation in a crawl space in - misconduct Involving a controlled
the Mat-Su Borough. substance in the fourth degree.

_ Some people question whether this
expense of time and money is worth the trouble.

"It's absurd," ssid Ken Goldman, who was Palmer district attorney for
10 years. "We're penalizing p_eoF]Ie th3t 3re average citizens whose
only crime for the most pert is they enjoy smoking."

Law enforcement officials defend the effort as necessary to keep
marijuana use in check. But even they estimate at best they intercept
10 percent of the croD. New pot farms pop up to replace old ones,
sometimes even in the same place.

Alaska and marijuana_have had a long and curious relationship. It
was II. *gal for years. Then in 1975, for all practical purposes, its use
In sma "amounts became legal. In 1990, residents voted to make it
illegal. Two years ago, voters made it legal again for people with
certain medical conditions to use marijuana with a doctor's _
Irectommﬁndation. A much broader legalization ballot measure failed
ast week.

Meanwhile, enforcement of marijuana laws, especially aimed at
?rowers, has escalated. Since the earlg 1980s, when a drug unit was
Irst set up in the Matanuska-Susitna Borough, the number of
Imatruuana-grow busts has climbed from a few a year to nearly 100
ast year.

Thirty to 40 tips a week pour in, so many that the officers rarely

travel to the farther-flung areas unless there are at least two or three
locations to check during the trip. It’s not worth their time otherwise.
They joke about how easy it is to find pot farms. But they know they

hUp://juneauenipire.com/s(ories/l 11200/Ins cashcrop.html 3/15/2005
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face an uphill battle.

While no one knows exactly how widesprerd _mariwana growing is In
the area, one amazing statistic turned up during the 1996 Big Lake
wildfire. Of the 400 buildings and homes burned, 20 of them, 5
percent, contained remnants of marijuana c]lrows, according to
trooper Sgt. Tim Bleicher, who headed the local druE team. If that
figure is representative, it would make the Matanuska-Susitna
Borough home to more than 1,200 pot farms.

If anything, that estimate is probably
conservative, said trooper Steve Adams,

who spent the past two years on the Mat-
Su drug team.

'lt's everywhere," he said.

Entire cul-de-sacs are populated with

eople growi\rllvq marijuana, said Rick | |
anrique, a Wasilla police officer and Aonderground horticulture:
former member of the drug team. Countérdrug Support

L Program member processes
Growers say the attraction is simple: easy marijuana in preparation for
money. A good crop of Alaska weed, an appearance in court,
costing relatively little to produce, sells for
$3,000 to $4,000 a pound locally. Growers
can easily produce 2 to 3 pounds every three months, and some are
set up to harvest each month.

An ounce, about enough to fit in a small sandwich bag, can sell for up
to $360, said Keith Berg%ren, who was fined $5,000 and is servin
five years' probation for his 60-plant growing operation. That kind of
money makes for a better living than Wal-Mart wages.

http://juneauempire.eom/stories/1 112d0/Ins cashcrop.html 3/15/2005
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His growing days ended three years a?o when troopers came to his
door to serve a warrant on an old DWT case.

"I had just got done blowing a bowl, and | guess | got them high on
the landing there," he said, laughing in retrospect. "That's how It all
went down the tubes."

Steve Baker’s growing operation came to a similarly unexpected end
when, in 1996, police officers responded to a domestic violence call at
his house. The officers said they smelled pot. Baker thinks otherwise.

"I think somebody told them," he said.

A heavy-equipment operator, Baker said
he grew solely for profit. He was making a
tax-free $30,000 every three months with
an 8_0-ﬁlant grow he kept in a ara%e next
to his house north of Wasilla. He held
power costs down by tapping directly into
an underground electric line, something
that he says is done "very carefully" and
never when it's raining. Electric bills for
Fruits of the business: An ~ heat and the high-wattage lights are

Uzi 9mm automatic weapon among the biggest expenses for growers.
with a silencer lies on about

$200,000 seized by the In addition to being sentenced to three
flaska State T Pebriary. e vears' probation, Baker was ordered fo pay

ack $20,000 to Matanuska Electric
Association for power he stole.

_ People trying to put growers out of
business say the laws are too lenient and should be toughened. Most
first-time offenders get probation, community work service and a
fine, usually $2,000 a pound.

hitp://juneauempire.eom/slories/I 11200/Ins cashcrop.htm| 3/15/2005
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11 1That's not enough to deter people from growing a crop that can bring
. lin several thousand dollars in a few months, Adams said.

Federal sentences art much stiffer up to five years for a small first-
time offense and potential loss of homes and property. But federal
authorities take on few marijuana cases in Alaska, typically fewer
o than a dozen a year
Oy *
In the nine months ending 0**. 1, Palmer Assistant District Attorney
. m . Jack Smith, who handled onIK drug cases, never took a marijuana
‘Lt 1 ° case to trial. People don't fight the charges because they know they'll

r% A get little or no jail time, he said.
n an’ gy "It's like a get-out-of-jail-free card," he said.
" 4. Lt Al Storey, who heads the troopers' statewide dru?_ enforcement
mr? _ unit, said his work and that of other officers holds a line on marijuana
oA, Usen Alaska.

"It’s not a war on drugs,” he said. "It's a drug enforcement effort.
% * We're not going to win this. What we're trying to do is make society
5 ! better overall through the enforcement effort."

«
. 4 .y Victory, he says, is measured in what doesn't happen: People who
aren't killed in car accidents, teen-agers who never start smoking
t ﬁot. He worries about people driving, flying aircraft or operating
eavy equipment while high.

't . Though marijuana is grown all over the state, the Matanuska-Susitna
Morough is the center of the pot battle. The area's farming history,
relatively cheap land, isolated but road-accessible houses and _

roximity to the main population base in Anchorage make it attractive
= . 10 growers, Storey said.

b Ilm [

http://juneaueinpire.eom/slories/I 11200/Ins cashcrop.html
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Of the 144 grow busts in Alaska last year, 97 were in the borough.
Local pot farms raised 13,611 of the more than 18,000 plants
confiscated statewide. Most busts involved a couple hundred plants or
fewer. But some were much larger. One turned up more than 1,300.

Adams said he knows of entire streets lined with homes growing pot.
He calls one of t..em Dope Street. Resident" of nearly every house
have been busted, he said.

"Some places are just constructed ideally for ?(rowing marijuana,”
Adams said. Growing operations are often tucked on back roads in
sparsely populated areas and in hemes that have built-in crawl
spaces and other nooks good for hiding plants, he said. Some people
even advertise to growers with a real estate code, he said, selling
property described as "secluded," with a "large unfinished basement"

or a "generator shed."

Dru? officers say they almost never catch the smart growers and
rarely catch someone a second time.

Officers joke about the abundance of growers. They acknowledge

they are catching only a fraction of them. But there's no question

which side they are on in the drug war. They view marijuana as a

gateway drug that leads to harder drugs. It makes people lazy and
neglectful of their kids. It causes brain damage.

"Why do you think they call it dope?" says Sg1t. Bleicher, the gray-
haired 42-year-old who heads the unit. He talks of homes without

furniture with moldy walls and overflowing toilets, where all the
moms are being used to grow pot and the kids are walking around in

dirty diapers.

Adams said he doesn't judge his success by whether he’s catching all
or even most of the growers.

3/15/2005
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"|If you start woi rying about that, how are you going to get up and go
to work?"
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Sgt, Patrick Davi9

AX State Troopers, DSC
P.O. Bex 874571
Wasllla, AK 99687

The foilowino la a li«t or samples that have bairn received from you, Or.l*
pamplea that have beer, analysed or those that are ineligible Cor analysis
have been 11r.tad.

Supplier code: 75

9 PK Case Date Date Percont.age ct Chemicals
Num Number Reed Anal. CBD CBC THC THCV CBS CBN

0]
52109 03-43269 08/03 09/03 0,04 0.24 16.04 0.12 1.10 0.04
52110 02-25610 08/03 09/03 C.03 0.28 13.26 0.09 0.40 0.07
52111 C3-11503 08/03 09/03 0.03 0.19 13.10 0.12 0.25 0.07
52112 03-7706 08/03 09/03 0.05 0.78 14.49 0.07 0.47 0.05
52113 03-7703 oe/03 09/03 0.03 0.30 13.56 0.09 0.37 0.04
52114 03-683 08/03 09/03 0.03 0.21 13.13 0.12 0.21 o0.08
52115 03-28232 08/03 09/03 0.03 0.13 6.06 0.07 0.43 0.07
52116 C3-15153 08/03 09/03 0.04 0.33 13.89 0.0b 0.38 0.27
52117 03-12034 06/03 09/03 0.03 0.23 15.01 0.12 1.36 0,04
52116 03-12032 06/03 09/03 0.04 C.19 15.53 0.09 0.31 0.15
52119 02-91309 08/03 09/03 C.C3 0.16 11.43 0.05 0.97 C.15
52120 02-66787 0B/03 09/03 0.04 0.38 17 .42 0.11 1.35 0.05
52121 02-86067 08/03 09/03 0.03 0,20 11.47 0.05 1.53 0.05
52122 02-86040 08/03 09/03 0.03 0.21 12.25 0,06 0.66 0.09
52123 02-81536 08/03 09/03 0.02 0-08 5.85 0.03 0.32 0.04

li you need any additional information about those samples, please contact
our staff at (662)915-5526.

Sincerely

<ti. Samir A. Ross
N..0-Project Director

135 COY WALLER COMPLEX ¢ UNIVERSITY. MS 36677 + (662) 91&-592S « FAX (662) V16-S5B7
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Kvnv.olemisj.edu
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Descriptive Analysis of Sexual Assaults in Anchorage, Alaska

Alaska generally and Anchorage specifically have been plagued by the incidence of sexual
assaults. As the data below demonstrate. Anchorage routinely ranks among cities with the highest
incidence of forcible rape and sexual assault. This study is an initial effort to begin the process of
understanding sexual assault in Anchorage so that criminal justice practitioners, service providers,
and policy makers might have a more complete understanding of this scourge. We trust that improved
understanding will provide a foundation that leads to more effective crime prevention and service
deliver)’

This report describes the findings of a review of sexual assault incidents (N=541, that were
reported to the Anchorage Police Department during the period between January 2000 and December
2001. The repol is descriptive inthat it describes the gravity of the problem by comparison to other
jurisdictions, the characteristics of \'ictims and suspects, the nature of the relationship between
victim and suspects. and characteristics of the assault. The aim for the report is to provide an initial
description of the problem as a guide for future inquiry.

Gravity of the Problem: How Does Anchorage Compare?

As defined in the Federal Bureau of Investigation's Uniform Crime Reporting (UCR) program,
forcible rape is “the carnal knowledge of a female forcibly and against her will" (cvim ¢ in tne
unitea states. 2001). Attempted forcible rapes are also included in the I'CR's measure. Figure 1

Figure 1. Rates of Forcible Rape in the U.S., Alaska, and Anchorage, 1982-2001
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Source: Unirofm Crime Repom
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displays the rates of forcible rape from 1982 to 2001 for the United States, Alaska, and Anchorage.
In 2001, the state of Alaska had the highest rate of forcible rape among the 50 states (78.9 pe
100.000) and Anchorage had the fifth highest rate of forcible rape among metropolitan statistical
areas in the U.S. (79.7 per 100.000; crim e in the united states, 2001). From 1982 to 2001, the
average rate of forcible rape per 100,000 in Anchorage was 82.01 (s= 14.49) while the average rate
inthe United States was 39.95 (s = 3.27/. Stated differently, the rate of forcible rape per 100.000 in
Anchorage was. on average. 122.39 percent higher than the U.S. rate (s = 0.37).

As show n in Figure 2, forcible rape isa more common form of violent crime in Anchorage and
Alaska than in the U.S. asawhole. More specificalh. from 1982 to 2001.13 percent ofthe Anchorage
violent crime raic per 100.000 was attributable to forcible rape while only 6 percent of the US
violent crime rate per 100,000 was attributable to forcible rape (s = 0.030 and 0.004 respecth cly)
Tncse data clearly show that (1) Anchorage has a higher rate of forcible rape than most metropolitan
areas and (2) forcible rape is a more common form of violent crime in Anchorage than in other
metropolitan areas. Recent trends in forcible rape are also alarming. From 1999 to 2001. the rate of
forcible rape per 100.000 has increased by 27 percent in Anchorage while it has declined by 3
percent in the US (see Figure I). This recent increase may be due to an increase in reporting, a true
increase in forcible rape, or to both.

Figure 2. Rales of Forcible Rape and Other Violent Crimes

in the U.S., Alaska, and Anchorage, 1982-2001
Other violent crimes include murder, non-negligent
manslaughter, robbery, and aggravated assault.

CJRape  tSOther
700 -

U.s. Alaska Anchorage

Source: Uniform Crime Reparts
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I. The Current Study

To better understand the characteristics of sexual assaults and rapes in Anchorage, the Justice
Center at the University of Alaska Anchorage analyzed all sexual assaults and rapes reported to the
Anchorage Police Department in 2000 and 2001  Project staff collected information from 541
reports of sexual assault cases reported to the Anchorage Police Department in 2000 and 2001.
These sexual assault cases include reports of rape and attempted rape as defined both by the UCR
and the State of Alaska. The Stale's definition is less restrictive than the UCR's. It is not gender
specific and includes the sexual penetration or contact with another person without the consent of
that other person (AS §11.41, Article 4). Among the 541reports analyzed. 70.2 percent were for
UCR-delined rapes. 8.0 percent for UCR-detined attempted rapes, 19.6 percent for state-defined
rapes, and 1.3 percent foi state-defined attempted rapes (see Table 1> Using the more inclusive
state detinition results in 113 (26%) more events of sexual assault-’.

Table 1. Types of Sexual Assaults
Reported to Anchorage Police,
2000-2Ub1

Typeofireport N %

OCR-defined rape 380 707 .
OCR-defined attempted rape  -t8 8'

Stale-defmed rape 106 190
Slate-defined attempted rape 7 13

Total 541

All data collection was performed in the records room of the Anchorage Police Department.
Dnta collection otcuired on most vveeknights for a two-month period ineight-hour shifts. Data entry
personnel retrieved sexual assault case files and entered all data directly into Microsoft Access
Databases (see Appendices Aand B). The 2001 data contain detailed information on the assault(s),
the victim(s), and the suspect(s) from 282 reports (see Appendix A). A total of 226 variables were
collected from these cases. Reliability checks were performed on 53 (19%) of the 282 reports. The
2000 data contain limited information on the assault(s), the victim(s), and the suspect(s) from 259
reports (see Appendix B). Only 87 variables were collected from these cases. Given the objective
nature of these data and the established experience and quality of the data entry personnel, it was
deemed unnecessary' to perform reliability checks on the 2000 data.

1 Project staff included Robert H. Langworthy (Director) and Andre Rosay (Assistant Professor) as co-principal
investigators, Melissa S. Green (Publication Specialist) a. database designer, and James Stoneking 111, Kara McComas.
Corrin Magro Karge, and SaraMae Clark (students) as data entry peisonnel. The project could not have been successful
without the assistance of Tara Henry (SART Coordinator) and the Anchorage Police Department, particularly of
Steven Smith (Lieutenant, retired), Mark Mew (Deputy Chief, retired), and Mike Fortuny (Clerk 111). We are especially
grateful for the assistance of all records ,oerson_nel._ _ _

2. These additional events are not included in Figures | and 2. In these figures, only UCR-defined . pes and

atiempied rapes are included.
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From the 541 reports collected, we gathered information on 551victims. More precisely. 529
(97.8%) ofthe reports included one victim. s (1.5%) included two victims, and two (0.4%) included
three victims. Two (0.4%) of the reports did not include any victim information. We also gathered
information on 644 suspects. More precisely. 471 (87.1%) of the reports included one suspect, 35
(6.5%) included two suspects. 15 (2.8%) included three suspects. 12 (2.2%) included four suspects,
and two (0.4%) included five suspects. Six (1.1%) of the reports did not include any suspect
information. Finally, we gathered information on 585 assault locations. More precisely. 505 (93.3%)
of the reports contained information on one assault location. 26 (4.8%) on two assault locations, five
(0.9%) on three assault locations, one (0.2%) on five assault locations, and another one (0.2%) on
eight assault locations. Three (0.5%) of the reports did not contain information on assault locations.

This final report focuses on some of the key findings from our descriptive analysis regarding

victims, suspects, and assaults.
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[I. Victims

The race of the \ictim was known for 539 (97.8%) of the 551 victims. As shown in Table 2.
most victims were either White (46.6%) or Native (44.1%). Few victims were Hispanic (1.5%),
Black (4.9%). or Asian (1.5%) and none were Pacific Islander. The racial and ethnic make-up of
sexual assault victims was substantially different than that of the general Anchorage population. In
particular. Natives were vastly over-represented in sexual assault victimizations. While 10.6 percent
of the Anchorage population is Native, 44.1percent of sexual assault victims in 2000 and 2001 were
Native. The rate of sexual assault victimization for Natives was s.se per 1,000. Natives were 7.6
times more likely than others to be victims of sexual assaults.

Table 2. Race of Victims of Sexual Assaults Reported to
Anchorage Police, 2000-2001

Victimsl Percentage of  Sexual assault

N- 539 Anchorage rate per 1,000

Racel N % population, 20011  population4
While 257 4"V 776 Ik 1.28
Native 243 45 t 106 8 86
Hispanic 8 15 6.0 052
Black 27 5.0 7.2 145
Asian 8 15 73 042
Pacific Islander 0 00 13 000

1 Categories are not mutually exclusive
| Detail adds to greater than total N because victims may be of mote than one race

1 Includes both males and lemaies '95 5V ol victims were female.
* Base population include! both males and leinales

Source ofda/a 2000end2001 datg |\ = SJ9. US Census Bureau 200! Supplementary
Sunvy /Anchorage AISA ><tvwn.censusfoyracuvu/w"’
Products/ProMes/Singl*2001,'SSOI, Tabular 'JSO JSOOOUSOJBOI him >

The vast majority (95.5%) of victims were female and most (93.2%) resided in Anchorage. On
a\ erase, victims were 26.4 years old (s = 12.1). The youngest \ ictims were 4 years old (n=2) and
the oldest was 87 years old. As shown in Table 3. almost half of the victims (45.0%) were between
the ages of 15 and 24 and 6.8 percent of victims were between the ages of 15 and 34. The rates of
sexual assaults were highest for 15 to 19 year olds (6.76 per 1.000). followed by 20 to 24 year olds
(4.74 per 1.000) and 25 to 34 year olds (2.78 per 1.000). Fifteen to 19 year olds were 4.7 times
more likely than others to be victims of sexual assaults.

Few victims were mentally or physically disabled (4.2 percent and 3.2 percent, respectively),
Impainnents due to alcohol use. he wever. were frequent among victims. Over 60 percent of victims
had used alcohol prior to the assault, either intentionally or unintentionally (see Table 4). Drug u>e,
both intentional and unintentional, was substantially less frequent. Less than 10 percent of victims
had intentionally used marijuana, 3.3 percent had intentionally used cocaine, and 4.5 percent had
intentionally used another drug. Few victims had unintentional!) used a drug (i.e.. used a drug
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Table 3. Age of Victim of Sexual Assaults Reported
to Anchorage Police, 2000-2001

Percentage of
Anchorage population.

Victims 2001’ Sexual assault

Cumulative Cumulative  rate per 1,000

Age N X % \ X population’
15 or less 42 88 % 8.8 x 24 8 24.8 X 0.66
15t0 19 138 289 37.7 79 32.7 6.76
20 to 24 77 16.1 539 6.3 390 4.74
25t0 34 104 21.8 75.7 145 53.5 2178
j5to 44 7 16 1 91 8 17.9 714 167
45 to 54 31 6.5 98 3 15.6 87.0 0.77
55 or older 8 1.7 1000 13.0 100.0 u.24

Total 477

Lincludes bolt' males and lemale* 95.5% 01 victim* wen? <esnagj
. Base i pu>Hlon tncludes bom mates and lemales

Source Of% 2000 And2oo/ cfilA US Census Bureall. 2o00/Suwlemenlin Survey Anchﬂr/lge.
AA Ctvwtv census gov'ACVkvwi”'/Producis”*Prohie”Ninghi 200//SSO\'fTnOutm'JBO;
38000150360/ h/m=>

Table 4. Intentional and Unintentional Drug Use by
Victims of Sexual Assaults Reported
to Anchorage Police, 2001

Row percentages
Yes No
Drug use N 'i’n N Total

Intentional use
Alcohol 161 59.9 % 108 40 1X 269

Marijuana 24 9.7 223 90.3 247
Cocaine 6 33 234 96 7 242
Other diug 11 4.5 231 955 242

Unintentional use
Alcohol 8 31 *e 25* 969 X 260

Mariiuana 1 04 256 99 6 259
Other drug 4 16 251 98 4 255

Table 5. Injuries Incurred by Victims of Sexual Assaults
Reported to Anchorage Police, 2001

Row percentages

Yes No
Type of injurs N X N \ Total
Bruise 87 33.9 X 170 66 1 X 257
Broken hone 4 1.5 265 98 5 269
Burn 1 04 270 99.6 271
Cut 14 51 258 94.9 2T2
Cun shot 1 04 280 99.6 281
Scratch 45 17.4 213 &R 258
Puncture 2 0.7 268 99.3 270
Tear 19 71 249 929 268
Internal injury 30 111 240 88.9 270
Lost hair 4 15 255 9B.5 259

Black eye 10 3.8 256 96.2 266
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unknowingly). The most typical drug-facilitated assault occurred after the victim knowingly used
alcohol.

As a result of their victimizations, victims suffered a myriad of injuries (see Table 5) ranging
from lost hair fN=4) to gunshots (N=1). Overall, over 40 percent of victims reported at least one
injur)' (2001 data). Among victims who suffered injuries, the average number of different types of
injurieswas 1.9 (s= 1.2 minimum = L maximum =b). The most common injuries included bruises,
scratches, and internal injuries. The majority of victims, however, considered their injuries to be
minor and were not hospitalized. Nonetheless, about 25 percent of victims received medical attention
from a sexual assault nurse examiner.

Victims employed a variety of resistance or self-defense stra Jcs. Inaddition, these strategies
ranged in effectiveness (see Table 6 ). Strategies were labeled as effective ifthey caused the assault
toend. The most common form of resistance was arguing, reasoning, pleading, and bargaining with
the suspect. This form of resistance, however, was usually not effective. The second most common
form of resistance was cooperating or pretending to cooperate. Clearly, this form of resistance was
not effective either. The most effective forms of resistance included running or driving away and
getting help from others, but these forms of resistance were rarely used. Generally, victims tended to
use more ineffective strategics than effective ones. It is likely, however, that suspects did not allow

victims to use effective strategies (e.g.. running away).

Table 6. Victim Resistance and Effectiveness in Incidents
of Sexual Assault Reported to Anchorage Police, 2001

Strategies were labeled as effective
If mey caused t.ie assault to end

N-221

% of %
Type of resistance N incidents effective

Attacked will ;,un 0 0.0\ It
Attacked with mace 0
Attacked with other weapon 4 14 00
Attacked without weapon 30 10.6 50.0
Threatened witn gun 0
Threatened with mace 0
Threatened with other weapon 0
Threatened without weapon 0 0.0
Chased, caught, held offender 1
Yelled at offender 46
Turned on lights 0
Threatened to call police 6 2.1 50.0

Cooperated or pretended to cooperate 86 31.0 2.3
Argued, reasoned, pleaded, bargained 122 43.0 17.2
Ranor drove away 26 9.2 84 6

Hid or locked door 2 07 0.0

Called police or guard 4 14 50.0

Cot help or gave alarm 9 32 77.8

Tried to attract attention or help 18 63 44 4
Screamed from pain or fear 29 10.2 20.7
Other self-detense 45 15.8 44.4

Victim was unconscious 60 211 0.0
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Out of 325 known victim-suspect relationships. 144 (44.3%) involved strangers while the
remaining 181 (55.7%) involved family, friends, oracquittances (see Table 7). Among non-stranger
relationships, the most common inciuded acquaintances (30.4%) and friends (27.1%).

Table 7. Victim-Offender Relationship in
Incidents of Sexual Assault Reported to
Anchorage Police, 2001

Suspect's relationship Sof  %of non-
to victim N total stranger

Total non-stranger 181 55.7 % 100.0
Spouse 6 25 44
Parent 2 0.6 11
Sibling 5 15 2.8
Grandchild 1 03 06
Stepparent 3 0> 17
Other family 9 2.8 5.0
Acquaintance 55 It9 30 4
Friend 49 151 21.1
Neighbor 2 06 11
Babysitter 2 06 11
Boy/girlfriend 21 6.5 11.6
Homosexual 1 03 06
Ex-spouse 5 15 28
Employer 1 0.3 06
Otherwise known 17 52 94

Stranger 144 443 %
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[Il. Suspects

Though we obtained information on 644 suspects, gender was known for only 628 suspects
(97.5%). race was known for only 567 suspects (88.0%). and age was known for only 308 suspects
(47 8%). Almost all suspects (99.4%) were male. Only four of the 644 suspects w'ere female. Most
suspects (91%) were not present at the scene when police arrived.

The average age of suspects was 29.6 years (s= 11.8). The youngest suspects were nine years
old (n = 2) and the oldest suspect was 78 years old. As show'n in Table s, 64.6 percent of suspects
were betw een the ages of 15 and 34 and 85.1 percent were between the ages of 15and 44. The rates
of sexual assaults were highest for 20 to 24 year olds (3.75 per 1.000). followed b\ 15to 19 year

Table 8. Age of Suspects in Incidents of Sexual Assault Reported
to Anchorage Police, 2000-2001

Percentage of
Anchorage population.  gexual assault

Suspects 2001 suspects per
Cumulative Cumulative 1,000
Age N X It % X population’
1Sor less 9 2.9 = 2.9 % 248% 24BX 0.14
IS to 19 56 18.2 21 1 7.9 32.7 2.74
20to 24 61 198 409 6.3 39.0 375
25t0 34 82 26 6 67.5 145 53.5 219
35t0 44 63 205 88 0 179 71t 1.37
45 to 54 29 9.4 97 4 156 B'O 072
55 or older B 2.6 100 0 130 100 A 024
Total 308

1 Includes both miles and lemales (99 4% of suspect) were male
+ Base population r ludes bow males and lemales

Source of data: ZEﬁﬁ;ﬂ\?d 2001data. L S Census Bum,/, 2001 Supplentcntan Survey (Anchorage.
MSA®< census gov.acvwwn/Prodocts/Profilcs/Stngiei 2001fS0l/7abu<an'J30

38000US03801 htm=>

Table 9. Race of Suspects in Incidents of Sexual Assault

Reported to Anchorage Police, 2000-2001
Sexual assault

Suspects Percentage of suspects per
N-567 Anchorage 1,000
Racel N % population, 20011  population®
White 231 40.7 It 776 % 1.15
Native 12b 22.2 106 4.60
Hispanic 47 8.3 60 305
Black 137 24.2 72 7,38
Aslan 30 5.3 73 1.59
Pacific Islander 4 0.7 13 1.20

1 Categoi-es are not mutually exclusive

* Detail adds to greater than total N because suspects may be of more than one race
Jincludes both males and temales (99 4% of suspecis were male)

4 Base population includes both males and females

Source ofdata: 2000 and 200) data US Census Bureau, 2001 Supplementm

Survey fAnchorage, AKM SA' <www.census.gov/actfwww/
Products./Profiles/$mgl&200 I/SSOt/Tabular 'JBO/38000USO3B01 htm >


http://www.census.gov/actfwww/%e2%80%a8Products./Profiles/$mgl&%20200%20l/SSOt/Tabular%20'J%20BO/38000USO%203%20B01.%20htm
http://www.census.gov/actfwww/%e2%80%a8Products./Profiles/$mgl&%20200%20l/SSOt/Tabular%20'J%20BO/38000USO%203%20B01.%20htm
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olds (2.74 per 1.000) and 25 to 34 year olds (2.19 per 1.000j. Race of suspects is shown in Table 9.
Most suspects (40.7%) were White. Other common racial groups included Native (22.2%) and
Black (24.2%). Overall, suspects appear more racially diverse than victims. Native and Black
suspects, however, were clearly over-represented in 2000 and 2001. While 10.6 percent of the
Anchorage population is Native. 22.2 percent of suspects of sexual assault in 2000 and 2001 were
Native and while 7.2 percent of the Anchorage population is Black. 24.2 percent of suspects of
sexual assaults in 2000 and 2001 were Black. Hie rates of sexual assaults were highest for Blacks
(7.38 per 1.000) and Natives (4.60 per 1.000). Though few suspects were Hispanic, the rate of
sexual assaults for Hispanic was also high (3.05 per 1.000).

Similar to victims, most suspects had used alcohol prior to the assault. As shown in Table 10,
76.2 percent of suspec's has used alcohol while 15.0 percent had used marijuana. 2.8 percent had
used cocaine, and 4.2 percent had used anothei drug.

Table 10. Intentional Drug Use by Suspects in Incidents
of Sexual Assaults Reported
to Anchorage Police, 2001

Row percentages.

Yes No
Intentional drug e~ N % N X Total
Alcohol 157 76.2 X 49 238 X 206
Marijuana 21 15.0 119 850 140
Cocaine A 2.8 ;38 97.2 142

Other drug b 42 136 95.8 142
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IV. Victims and Suspects

In this section, we examine the relationships between victims and suspects in terms of age.
race, and intentional drug use. InTable 11 wc examine the race ofvictims and suspects simultaneous!)
for oniy one victim ofa single racial group and one suspect of a single racial group per case (85.2%
of all cases). Slightly over half (52.3°0) of these assaults were intra-racial. White victims were
most likely victimized by White suspects. Native victims by Native suspects. Hispanic victims by
Hispanic suspects, Black victims by Black suspects, and Asian victims by Asian suspects. Inter-
racial assaults were more likely with Native victims than with others. For example, while 60.2
percent of White victims were assaulted by White suspects, only 42.9 percent of Native victims
were assaulted by Native suspects. When Native victims were assaulted, suspects were also likely
to be White (26.8%) or Black (21.0%). and. to a lesser extent. Hispanic (6.8%).

Table 11. Victim Race by Suspect Race in Incidents of Sexual Assault
Reported to Anchorage Police, 2000-2001

Analysis includes only those cases in which one viriim and one suspect,
each of only one racial group, were involved.

Victim's race

Pacific
Suspect's race While  Native Hispanic  Black Asian  Islander  Total
While 130 55 1 8 3 - 197
Native 23 88 - - - - 11
Hispanic 10 1 5 2 - - 31
Black 41 43 1 13 - - 98
Asian u 4 1 1 S - 22
Pacific Islander 1 1 - - - 0 2
Total 216 205 8 24 8 0 461

In Table 12. we examine the relationship between victims' and suspects' intentional alcohol
use prior to the assault (analysis includes only 62 percent of all cases because suspect alcohol use
was known for only 62% of cases). We focused on alcohol because of its high occurrence in both

Table 12. Victim and Suspect
Alcohol Use in Incidents of Sexual
Assault Reported to Anchorage
Police, 2001

Analysis includes only those cases in
which one victim and one suspect were
involved.

Alcohol use by

Alcohol use by victim

suspect Yes No Total
Yes 105 23 128
No 3 45 48

Total 108 63 176
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victims and suspects. As shown in Table 12, both the suspect and the victim had used alcohol in 59.7
percent of these cases. Only the suspect had used alcohol in 13.1 percent of these cases. Only the
victim had used alcohol in 1.7 percent of these cases and neither the suspect nor the victim used
alcohol in 25.6 percent of these cases.

Finally, in Figure 3. we examine the relationship between victims' and suspects' ages. Most
suspects (67.4%) were older than their victim. On average, suspects were five years older than

victims (s = 11.4).

Figure 3. Victim and Suspect Age in Sexual Assault Cases

Reported lo Anchorage Police, 2000-2001
Analysis includes only those cases with one victim and one suspect (N - 264)

Victim age



Descriptive Analysis ofSexual Assaults in Anchorage. Alaska 13

V. Assaults

The precise month and year of the assault could be determined in 520(96%) ofthe 541 reports.
Of these 520 assaults. 508 (98%) occurred in 2000 and 2001. The temporal distribution of these
508 assaults is shown ir. Figure 4. On average. 21.2 assaults occurred (and were reporied) per
month (s = 6.68). The low'est number of assa 'ts was ten in December of 2000 and the highest
number was 3 1in September and October of 2000 and in June 0f2001. Strong seasonal effects were
recorded. An increase in the number of reported assaults was typically observed from May to

October.

Figure 4. Sexual Assaults Reported to Anchorage Police
by Month of Assault, 2000-2001
N-508
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feb 00
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Mav 00 _ 71V
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Oct 00 - e [ mrmmmmee —
Nov 00

Dec 00

Jan 01

Feb 01
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Dec 01 ] 2

10 15 20 2 30 35
Assauits reported to police

As shown in Figure 5, assaults were more likely to occur on the weekends. More specifically,
24 percent occurred on Saturday and 16 percent occurred on Sunday. Most of the assaults that
occurred on Saturday occurred very early Saturday mornir.g (i.e., late Friday night). Similarly, most
of the assaults that occurred on Sunday occurred very early Sunday morning (i.e.. late Saturday
night). Assaults were less likely to occur during the week, with 11 percent occurring on Mondays.
13 percent occurring on Tuesdays, 14 percent occurring on Wednesdays, 10 percent occurring on
Thursdays, and 12 percent occurring on Fridays. Precise time estimates were difficult to obtain. We
were only able to obtain precise time estimates for 188 (37%) of the 508 reports. As shown in
Figure 6. nonetheless, most assaults (60%) occurred between 10 PM and s AM.
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Figure 5. Sexual Assaults Reported to Anchorage Police by Day of the Week, 2000-2001

Midnight to midnight Noon to noon
(Cutoff time is 12:00 midnight i (Cutoff time is 12:00 noon.)
N-520 N-417
Mon Tue Wed Thu  Fi Sa  Sun Monto Tueto Wed Thuto Fnto Satto Sunto
Day of week Tue Wed toThu Fi  Sat  Sun  Mon
Day of week

Figure 6. Sexual Assaults Reported to Anchorage Police
by Time of Assault, 2000*2001
N - 18B

10 PM
Midnight
2 AM
AAM
6 AM
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Sexual assaults reported to police
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Pick-ups are defined as the time/location where the victim and suspect met just prior to the
assault. If, for instance, the victim and suspect are friends, the pick-up is not the time/location where
they first met. but the time/location where they last metjust prior to the assault. Location types for
pick-ups are shown in Table 13. The most common pick-up locations were the victim's residence
(20.6%) and the offender's residence (12.8%). Less common pick-up locations included roads and
streets (1.6%) anJ bars (s .5%). Parks were not common pick-up places. In 2000 and 2001, only 17
(6.0%) of sc: :al assaults originated in parks. Twenty four percent of pick-ups involved a vehicle.

*«ta on the method of pick-up were only collected from the 2001 cases (see Table 14). Most
pick-ups did not involve an attack ora ruse. Many pick-ups (13.8%) occurred when the victim and
nsrtfct vvere friends or acquaintances who simply agreed to meet elsew'hcre than a bar or party.

Table 14. Method of Pick-up of Victims of Sexual

Table 13. Location Type for Pick-Up oi
Victims of Sexual Assault Reported to

Anchorage Police, 2001

Assault Reported to Anchorage Police, 2001

Location type N % Method of pick-up N %
Airport 1 04 % Unauthorized entry without force 4 14
Buy or tram terminal 9 0.7 ‘nauthonzed entry with force 1 04
Bar o4 85 Suspect followed the victim 2 0.7
Convenience store 3 11 Suspect gained entrance/access bv ruse 3 11
Department store 3 11 Suspect asked victim for heip 3 11
Doctor's office 5 18 Suspeci was performing legitimate service 10 35
Field, woods, park 17 60 5uspect used alleged employment 1 04
Construction site 0 00 Victim was hitchhiking 8 28
Public building 0 00 Victim accepted a ride from suspect 9 32
Office ouilding 0 00 Suspect was given a ode by victim 1 04
Supermarket 3 11 ‘dim was wailing fora bus or taxi 5 18
Road, street 30 106 ficlim was jumped ina parking lot 8 2.8
fail, prison 1 04 Victim was lumpeo shile walking 14 5.0
Liquor store t 04 Victim was tumped in public building 1 04
Parking lot 10 35 Victim was jumped ina park 10 35
Storage rental 0 00 Victim was lumped elsewhere 9 32
Restaurant kS 0.7 Victim attended suspect’s party 16 5.7
Cas station 1 04 Suspect attended victim's party 5 18
Victim’s botel S 18 Victim was a solicitor 1 04
Offende , hotel 10 35 Viciim was invited to suspect's by a friend 6 21
Viciim and offender’s hotel 3 11 Victim and suspect met in a bar 24 8.5
Other’s hotel 5 18 Victim and suspect met at a party 12 43
Victim's residence 58 206 Victim and suspect met elsewhere 39 138
Offender's residence 36 128 Victim and suspect live together 33 1
Victim and offender’s residence * 25 Victim invited the suspect over 21 74
Other's residence 19 6.7 Victnn went to the suspect's residence 15 53
Victim's school 2 0.7 Unknown 21 74
Suspect's school 0 00 Total 282
Victim's and suspect's school 0 0.0
Other s school 1 04
Police station 1 04
Military station 0 0.0
Recreation center 3 11
Homeless shelter 1 04
Unknown 28 9.9



Descriptive Analysis of Sexual Assaults in Anchorage. Alaska 16

Many pick-ups (11.7%) also occurred when the victim and suspect lived together. Other common
pick-ups included meeting at a bar (8.5%) and the suspect being invited over by the victim (7.4%).
Weapon use was very infrequent during pick-ups (see Table 15). Most suspects (over 54%) did not
use any weapons. The most common weapons used were personal weapons such as hands and feet.
Thirty five percent of suspects used personal weapons during the pick-up.

Table 15. Weapons Used During Pick-up oi Victims of
~exual Assaults Reported to Anchorage Police, 2001

Categories are not mutually exclusive.

Row percentages

Ve» No

Weapon N X N X Total
Handgun 6 22 X 269 978 % 275

Rife 0 0.0 275 1000 275

Shotgun 0 0.0 275 1000 275
Unclassified firearm 0 00 275 100.0 275
Knife 14 51 261 99 275

Biunt obiect 5 18 211 98 2 276

Motor vehicle 4 14 986 276
Personal weapons 92 34.7 173 65.3 265
Poison 1 04 275 99 6 276

Explosives 0 0" 276 1000 276

Fie 0 00 276 1000 276

Drugs  / 2.6 265 974 272

Mace 0 00 276 1000 276

Asphyxiation 12 45 255 955 267
Syringg 0 0.0 276 1000 276

Rope 3 11 213 98.9 276

Pillow 2 0,7 274 993 276

Data on the nature of the assaults were only collected from the 2001 cases. Table 16 shows the
different types of assaults mentioned in each case. By far. the mo.xt common form of assault was
vaginal penetration by penis. This form of assault was mentioned in 65 percent of cases. Other
common forms of assaults included touching breast (39%). touching vagina (39%), kissing, licking,
biting, and scratching (33%). vaginal penetration by linger (22%), oral copulation of suspect genitals
(18%). oral copulation of victim genitals (17%). and anal pcnetr.iti >n by penis (13%).

The type oflocation for each assault is shown in Table 17. The most common assault locations
included the victim's residence (22.1%) and the suspect's residence (20.7%). Residences accounted
for more than half of all assault locations. Again, parks were not common places for assaults.
During 2000 and 2001. 44 sexual assaults (7.5%) occurred in parks, fields, or woods.

A map of assault locations is shown in Figure 7. Of the 585 assault locations, 536 (91.6%)
were known and 428 (79.8%) of these were successfully geocoded. Density surfaces Were created
in ArcMap 8.2 as raster layers. To obtain density values, we first superimposed a grid containing
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Table 16. Nature of Assault in Incidents of Sexual Assaults
Reported to Anchorage Police, 2001

Categories are not mutually exclusive
Row percentages.

Yes Attempted No
% N % Total

10 » 134 660V 203

15% 121 503V 204
0.5 197 90 4 71H
14 127 59 9 2.2

lature of assault N Vv
Kissing, licking, biting, and scratching 67 330V

Touching breast 80 392 %
Touching penis 20 9.2
Touching vagina 82 38.7

Touching anus 32 0.0 211 9% P 218

Oral copulation of suspect's genitals 42 184 * 13v 18 80.3 % 228
Oral copulation of victim's genitals 38 2.1 05 183 824 222
Oral copulation a<suspect's anus 0 0.0 . 225 1000 223
Oral copulation ol victim's anus 2 0.9 00 219 991 221
Masturbation ol suspect 6 27V 00V 214 973 % 220
Masturbation of victim A 18 00 216 98 2 220

04v 216 943V 229
00 228 91 230
13 t98 P5.3 232

09 % 167 70V 217
00 222 97 4 228
29 79 325 243

Anal penetration bv fmget 12 5.2 5.
Anal penetration bv foreign obiect 2 09
Anal penetration bv penis 31 134

Paginal penetration b\ finger 48 21V
Vaginal penetration bv foreign obiect 6 26
Vaginal penetration bs penis 157 64 6

~NOoO N W O o o O O W O W aw [h) =
o
o

22,500 square-foot cells on amap ofthe Municipality of Anchorage. Each cell was defined as 150
feet by 150 feet (i.e., 22.500 square feet or 0.52 acres). Given that the Municipalin of Anchorage is
1.251.6-10 acres, we superimposed approximately 2.407,000 cells on a map of the Municipality.
For each cell, we then defined neighborhoods by examining all contingent cells within a 3.000-foot
radius (28.260.000 square feet or 648.8 acrcsi and within a 5.000-foot radius (78.500,000 square
feet or 1.802.1 acres). For each cell, adensity value was then calculated as a function of the number
of sexual assaults that occurred within that cell and within its neighboring cells (i.e., all cells within
23.000-foot and 5.000-foot radius from the cell center). The density function weighted each sexual
assault with the im erse of its distance front the cell center so as to assign more importance to sexual
assaults occurring closer lo the cell center . These weighted tabulations were then divided by the
area of each neighborhood and transformed to correspond to densities per square mile. The densities
reported in Figures 7. s. and 9 are therefore the number of sexual assaults in 2000 and 2001 per
square mile.

Figure 7 shows that, irrespective of the search radius, sexual assaults are concentrated in five
community councils— Downtown. Fairview. Spcnard. Mountain View and. toa lesser extent. Northeast
Anchorage. In Figures s and 9. we compare the sexual assault locations of White and Native victims

3.  Though mathematically more complex than a simple additive function, the weighted (or kernel) function produces
more disccmable patterns The conclusions, however, are not affected by this tabulation method.
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Table 17. Location Type for Assault of
Victims of Sexual Assault Reported to
Anchorage Police, 2000-2001

location type N %
Airport 0 00%
Bus or train terminal 2 0.3
Bar 1 02
Convenience store 2 0i
Department store 0 00
Donor's office 16 27
field, woods, part ~ w4 75
Construction site 1 0.2
Public building 0 00
Office bunding S 03
Supem, irket 0 00
R ao street 52 89
la 1 orison y 03
liquor store \ 02
Parking lot 31 53
Storage rental é u.2
Restaurant 0lJ
Gas station 0 on
Victim s hotel t: 29
Offender s hotel 25 4.3
Victim and offender's hotel 4 07
Other's hotel 1 19

Victim's residence 129 221
Oftender's residence 121 20.7

Victim and offender s residence
Other s residence

Victim's school

suspect s school

Victim's and suspect's school
Other's school

Police station

Military station

Recreation center

[S =y
o o1
© N
©o o

NOO s O O w
o
N

Homeless shelter 00
Unknown 4 72
Total 585

using a searcli radius of 5.000 feet and 3.000 feet, respectively. Of the 258 assault locations for
Natives, 230 (89.1° «lwere known and 187 (81.3%) ofthese were successfully geocoded and of the
270 assault locations for Whites. 230 (85.2%) were known and 195 (84.8%) of these were
successfully geocoded. In both figures, the locations for sexual assaults of Native victims appear
more spatially concentrated than the locations for sexual assaults of White victims. For Native
victims, sexual assault locations are concentrated in four community councils—Downtown. Fairview,
Spenard. and Mountain View. For White victims, sexual assault locations are concentrated (though
to a lesser extent)mostly in Fairview and Spenard. Clearly, the high spatial concentrations noted in
Figure 7 are mostly attributable to the spatial concentrations of sexual assault locations for Native

victims.
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Figure 7a. Density of Localions of Sexual Assaults

Reported to Anchorage Police, 2000-2001
Search radius - 5,000 feet
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Figure 7b. Density of Locations of Sexual Assaults

Reported to Anchorage Police, 2000-2001

Search radium - 3,000 feet
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Figure 8a. Density of Locations of Sexual Assaults Involving White Victims
Reported to Anchorage Police, 2000-2001

Search radius - 5,000 feet

Figure 8b. Density of Locations of Sexual Assaults Involving Native Victims
Reported to Anchorage Police, 2000-2001

Search radius - 5,000 feet
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Figure 9a. Density of Locations of Sexual Assaults Involving White Victims
Reported to Anchorage Police, 2000-2001

Search radius - 3,000feel

Figure 9b. Density of locations of Sexual Assaults Involving Native Victims
Reported to Anchorage Police, 2000-2001

Search radius - 3,000 feet
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The type of location for each drop-ofTis only available from the 2001 cases. Location types for
drop-offs are shown in Table 18. The most common drop-ofTlocations included the victim’s residence
(23.4%) and the suspect's residence (16.0%). Less common drop-ofTlocations included roads and
streets (9.6%) and fields, woods, and parks (8.9%). Information is also available regarding the
person who reported the assault from the 2001 cases (see Table 19). The majority (70.6%) or
reports were fiied by the victims themselves. Another 8.9 percent were filed by the parents of the

victims.
Table 19. Person Reporting Assault

in Incidents of Sexual Assault
Reported to Anchorage Police,

Table 18. Location Type for Drop-off of
Victims of Sexual Assault Reported to
Anchorage Police, 2001

Localhn type N % ruutl
Airoort 0 00\ Relatlgn of person
Bus or tram termri)nal 1 04 reporting sgxu_al of
Bar 1 04 assault to victim N total
Convenience store t 04 Spouse- 2 Ooxg,

Department store t 04 Parent 25 89
Doctor's office 7 25 Sibling 2 07
Field, woods, park 25 89 Child 3 11
Construction site 0 00 Grandparent 1 04
Public building t 04 Olhe' family member 07
Office building t 04 Acquaintance 1 04
Supermarket 0 00 friend 8 2.8

Road, street 27 96 Boyfriend or girlfriend 3 11

Jail, prison 1 04 Employee t 04

liquor store 2 0.7 Employer 1 04

Parking lot / 25 Guardian 1 04

Storage rental 0 00 Otherwise known 2 07
Restaurant 2 0.7 Stranger 10 35

Ca Nation 2 07 Doctor or nurse 0 3.2

Victim’'s hotel 6 21 Psychologist 3 11
Offender s hotel 13 46 Suspect 1 04
Victim and offender's hotel 4 14 Officer 4 14
Other's hotel 6 21 Victim 199 706
Victim's residence  6v 234 Unknown 4 14

Offender's residence e 160
Total 282

Victim and offender's residence
Other's residence

Victim's school

Other's school

Victim's and suspect's school
Other's school

Police station

Military' station

Recreation center

Homeless shelter

Unknown

Total

[h]
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o
o
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In Figure 10, we examine delay in reporting by calculating the time lapse between the drop-off
and the report— 71 percent of assaults were reported to the police within 36 hours fN=531), 69
percent within 24 hours (N=531). and 33 percent within one hour (N=468). Clear race differences
in reporting delay were also found (see Figure 11). Among assaults of White victims, 27 percent
were reported to the police within 0. .iour, 36 percent within one to 24 hours, and 36 percent after
24 hours. Among assaults of Native victims. 45 percent were reported to the police within one hour.
37 percent within one to 24 hours, and 17 percent after 24 hours.

Figure 10. Delay in Reporting: Hours Between End of Sexual
Assault and Call to Police, 2000-2001
N-476

Morf* than 24

| to 24 hours
37.0%

Figure 11. Delay in Reporting: Hours Between End of Sexual
Assault and Call to Police, by Racial Group, 2000-2001
N-476

mNative (N-2291 m\White (N-247»
100%

90%

80% -
70% -
60% -

Less than 1 hour 110 24 hours More than 24 hours

Time between end of sexual assault and call to police
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Data on case outcomes were collected from the 2001 cases (sec Figure 12). Ofthe 282 cases in
2001, 117 (41%i appeared to still be pending. 78 (28%) were suspended, and es (24%) were
closed. The case outcome for 19 of the 282 cases (7%) could not be determined. We also recorded
the reason for each case outcome. These data, presented in Figure 13. should, however, be interpreted
cautiously as their reliability is questionable. In addition, we were able to assess the reason for

Figure 12. Case Outcomes for Sexual Assault Cases Reported
to Anchorage Police, 2001
N -282

Unknown
6.7%

Suspended
27.7%

Figure 13. Reasons for Case Outcomes for Sexual Assault
Cases Reported to Anchorage Police, 2001
N-282

Arrest

74%

AN Trerslicilyofterectiaisq sicrebe
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Table 20. Reason (or Case Outcome .->fIncidents of Sexual
Assault Reported to Anchorage Police, 2001

The Miability of these data is questionable,

Reason for case Case outcome
outcome Pending Suspended Closed Unknown  Total
Arms' 0 0 40 0 40
Unfoundet ) 14 9 0 23
No viciim cooperalior 4 16 0 27
Cannot find victim 0 5 ) 5
Cannot find suspect 16 5 0 21
Unknown 9? 38 12 19 166
Total 117 78 68 19 282

each outcome inonly 116 of the 282 cases (41+, . Nonetheless, the data indicate that an arrest was
made in 40 of the 282 cases (14%). Twenty-three cases (8%) were unfounded. In 27 (' r>%) of the
cases, victim cooperation was too low to further investigate the case. For the remaining 26 cases,
the victim could not be found in 5 (2%) and the suspect could not be found in 21 (7% ,. In Table 20,
we show the reasons for each case outcome. Again, the reliability of these data is questionable.
Further results (not shown) indicate ‘hat. 60 percem of the 27 cases in which victims did not cooperate

h the police investigation were suspended. 26 percent were closed, and 15 percent were still
pending. Seventy-six percent of the 21 cases in which a suspect could not be found were thought to

still be pending. The remaining 24 percent were suspended.
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VI. Conclusion

Alaska has a long history of sexual assault as a significant problem. This study is an initial
effort to put an empirical face on this criminal event and to set the stage for developing a better
understanding of it. By providing a better understanding of sexual assaults in Anchorage, we hope to
better inform criminal justice practitioners, service providers, and policy makers. At the same time,
we hope to generate additional interest by guiding future inquiry.

To summarize this initial analysis of sexual assault cases reported to the Anchorage Police
Department in 2000 and 2001. the most typical victim was a young White or Native female that
resided in Anchorage. The most typical victim was voluntarily drinking alcohol prior to the assault.
About half of all assaults involved strangers while the other half involved family members,
acquaintances, and friends. The most typical suspect was a young White male who had also been
drinking alcohol prior to the assault. In the most typical case, the suspect and the victim were of the
same racial group but the suspect was slightly older than the \ iciim. Most assaults occurred on the
weekends from 10PM to s AM. Typical places for pick-up locations included the residences of the
victims and/or suspects. Most pick-ups did not involve an attack or a ruse and did not include
weapons. Nonetheless, the most typical victim did suffer from at least one physical injury The most
common form of assault was vaginal penetration by penis, although other forms ofassault were also
common. Most assaults occurred in private residences located in Downtown. Fairview. Spenard.
Mountain View, and Northeast Anchorage community councils. During the assaults, victims tended
to use ineffective forms of resistance, but whether effective iormscould have been used is unknown
Most assaults also ended in the residences of the victims and/or suspects. The victims themselves
were the most likely person to report the assault.

Future research efforts should begin to explain some of the key patterns that were noted in this
descriptive analysis. In particular, wc should begin to explore the correlates of sexual assault and
further examine race differences. For example, we noted that sexual assaults were strongly
geographically and temporally concentrated. Sexual assaults do not occur randomly throughout the
Municipality of Anchorage and do not occur randomly in time. Furthermore, the geographical
concentration of sexual assaults appears to vary substantially by the race of the victim. There is
much to leam about these patterns and the extent to which they vary by race. Athorough understanding
of the spatial distribution of sexual assaults will be an important step toward effective problem-
oriented policing and other problem-oriented interventions. Furthermore, we also noted strong
racial differences in reporting delay. White victims w'ere substantially more likely to delay reporting
than Native victims. Minimizing reporting delay is important because it will increase the ability ofa
sexual assault nurse examiner to provide necessary treatment and to successfully collect forensic
evidence Again, there is murh to leam about reporting delay and its causes and consequences. A
thorough understanding of reporting delay will be an important step toward assisting both the recovery
of victims and the prosecution of offenders.

While w'e believe that the information in this report has the potential to inform criminal justice
practitioners, service providers, and policy makers, we must recognize that the key limitation of this
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study is that we necessarily relied on police records of sexual assaults. As such, we have no data or
information from victims of sexual assaults that did not report their victimization to the police. The
descriptive analysis in this report is not an analysis of all sexual assault victims in Anchorage but
rather an analysis of sexual assault victims in Anchorage who reported their victimization to the
police. Nationally, only 36 percent of forcible rapes, 34 percent of attempted forcible rapes, and 26
percent of sexual assaults are reported to the police4 Reasons for not reporting generally include,
among others, that the victimization was a personal matter, a fear of reprisal, situational barriers,
previous negative experiences with the criminal justice system, and offense characteristics. Inaddition,
reseat ch shows that sexual assaults among family members, acquaintances, and friends are less
likely to be reported to the police than others. Consequently, our descriptive analysis underestimates
the true proportion of sexual assaults in Anchorage that occur among family members, acquaintances,
and friends.

Nonetheless, this report is still a beginning to achieve a greater undcrsta .oing of the
characteristics of sexual assaults in Anchorage. For instance, the data clearly show that only 6.0
percent of (reported ) sexual assaults origin, e in parks, fields, or woods and that only 7.5 percent
occur inthese places. As such, although the Municipality's Trail Watch Program may reduce the fear
of crime among trail users (and may reduce other forms of crime), it will likely have negligible
effects nn the occurrence of sexual assaults Different strategies must be used to lower the rate of
sexual assault in Anchorage. As another example, it is clear that victims will often delay reporting.
As such, decreasing police response lime to sexual assault incidents will not enhan ce our ability to
arrest, prosecute, and convict sexual offenders. Although the Municipality’s past efforts to reduce
police response time may have some positive effects, it will likely have negligible (ifany) effects on
the occurrence of sexual assaults.

Promising interventions must take into account the key findings in this report. For instance,
interventions to reduce sexual assaults must target intimates and acquaintances as well as strangers
because assaults are as likely (and probably more likely) to occur among family members,
acquaintances, and friends; among strangers. We must also take into account that alcohol use is
very common in Srxua' nssauit incidents and that most sexual assaults occur in specific places at
specific times. Promising interventions to reduce sexual assaults must be informed by the high
frequent ofalcohol in\ olvement inassaults and pre\ ention efforts must be cognizant of spatial and
temporal concentrations. It is clear that interventions that target place and time concentrations could
have a substantiated and efficient impact. Finally, we must continue to encourage sexual assault
victims to report their victimizations to the police and must continue to encourage them to do so
without delay. Inorder to achieve this last goal, we must ensure that expert medical and psychological
assistance for victims of sexual assaults remains available and that victims are aware of its availability.
The empirical picture presented here is of known offenses only. We therefore still do not know the

"true face” of sexual assault in Anchorage.

Rennison, C. M. ( ZOOJ Rape and Sexual Assault Reporting to Police and Medical Attention. 19V2-2000
(NCJ 194530). " Washington: U'S, Department of Justice.
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Office ofNational Drug Control Policy

Drug Policy Information Clearinghouse

Anchorage, Alaska
Profile of Drug Indicators

April 2004

hia

ON'DCP Drue Policy information Clearinghouse staff compiled this profile by using the most recent data
available from open sources The data presented are as accurate as the sources from which they were
drawn. The information comamed in this profile should not be used to rank or compare States or

jurisdictions, due to differences in data collection and reporting methods.



M unicipality of Anchorage. Alaska

The following profile contains information on demographics, political figures, programs,
crime, drug use. drug trafficking, and enforcement statistics.

Demographics
> Population: 262.125 (2002 American Community Survey);1260.283 (2000 Census):
> Race'Ethnicity (2002 American Community Survey): 69.2% white; 5.6%
black African American; 5.4% American Indian Alaska Native; 6.1% Asian: 0.8%
Native Hawaiian-other Pacific Islander; 0.2 % some other race: 6.7% two or more

races: 6.1%. HispanicTatino (ofany racer

Politics

> Mayor: Mark Begich'

> Assembly Members (Section!: Allan Tcsche (11 Anna Fairclough (2). Dan Kendall
(2): Dan Sullivan (3): Fay Yon Gemmirgen (3); Dick Traim (4); Doug Van Etten (4);
Brian Whittle (5): Melinda Taylor (5); Dick Tremaine (e ); Janice Shamberg (e r

> Chiefof Police: Walt Monegan

Programs/Initiatives

 Reclaiming Futures Anchorage
Reclaiming Futures Anchorage serves an average of 40 teenagers annually who are
arrested 2 or more times and who have a delinquency petition filed in the juvenile
court. Teens involved ir. Reclaiming Futures receive an assessment for substance
abuse and an immediate referral for treatment. A multi-disciplinary team made up of
agency representatives, a case manager anc a mentor oversees each case, and a local
court monitors progress.

- SAFE City Program*
The purpose of Anchorage's SAFE City Program is to develop and maintain
community prevention and intervention systems that provide strategies, education,
and planning in the areas of substance abuse in high risk populations, sexual assault,
domestic violence, child abuse and neglect, homelessness, and emergency alcohol
services for the public inebriate.

Federal Funding

. Drug Free Communities Support Program'
Tiere have been no Anchorage recipients of the Drug-Free Communities Support
Program grant.

> Office of Weed and Seed?
One site in Anchorage has received Federal funding and official recognition as a

Weed and Seed site.
FY 2003 Substance Abuse and Mental Health Services Administration (S.VMHSA)

Discretionary Funds awarded to Anchorage:

+ Center for Mental Health Services: $129.992

+ Center for Substance Abuse Prevention: SO

+ Center for Substance Abuse Treatment: S6.66S.785

ONDCP Clearinghouse



