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888‐922‐5227 

916‐446‐2520 

TTY: 916‐446‐8802 
David S. Lee,  

david@calcasa.org 

Chad Sniffen,  
chad@calcasa.org   

www.PreventConnect.org 

  Online Community 

  Web Conferences, Reading Clubs 

  Wiki, Podcasts, eLearning 

  TwiPer @preventconnect 

  Blog hPp://calcasa.org  
  Facebook 
  Prevent‐Connect Email Group (listserv) 

How to use this technology 
•  Raise Hand 
•  Q&A 
•  Text Chat 
•  PowerPoint Slides 
•  Phone 

  Please send a private chat message for help 

  Call iLinc Technical Support at (800) 799‐4510 
  Call CALCASA at (888) 922‐5227 ext. 315 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2011 Web Conferences 
Building Preven_on Leadership 

•  Advancing a Cri8cal Analysis: Incorpora_ng consciousness in 
preven_on efforts 

•  Cul8va8ng Community Driven Social Change 

•  Using Data to Make the Case for Preven8on Guest: Berkeley 
Media Studies Group (July 25; repeated July 26, 2011) 

•  Promo8ng a Diverse Leadership (August 30; repeated August 31, 
2011) 

•  Measuring and Communica8ng Effec8veness (September 27, 
repeated September 28, 2011) 

2011 Web Conferences 
From Data to Preven_on 

•  Understanding the Differences between Na8onal Sexual Violence 
and In8mate Partner Violence Surveys. Michele Lynberg Black, 
CDC (May 25, repeat May 26, 2011) 

•  Framing Sexual and Domes8c Violence Preven8on Impact From a 
Cost‐Effec8veness Perspec8ve Transforming Communi_es (June 8, 
2011) 

•  Using Data to Make the Case for Preven8on, Preven_on Ins_tute 
with Berkeley Media Studies Group (July 25; repeat July 26, 2011) 

•  Framing Primary Preven8on Messages Using Data; CDC and 
Fenton (September 20; repeat September 21, 2011) 

PreventConnect 

•  Domes_c violence /In_mate partner violence 
•  Sexual violence 
•  Violence across the life‐span 
•  Prevent before violence starts 
•  Connect to other forms of violence & oppression 

PreventConnect is a na8onal project of the California Coali8on Against Sexual Assault sponsored by 
U.S. Centers for Disease Control and Preven8on. The views and informa8on provided in this web 

conferences do not necessarily represent the official views of the U.S. government, CDC, or CALCASA. 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Use chat to answer 

Why Do We Need Data? 

In8mate Partner Violence (IPV) 
 Sexual Violence (SV) and Stalking 

•  Major public health 
issues 

•  Long‐term serious health 
consequences 

•  Significant social and 
public health costs 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Gathering Data 

•  Gathering informa_on from exis_ng records 
– Medical records 

•  Emergency rooms 
•  Hospital admissions 

– Crime reports 
– Death Cer_ficates 

•  Collec_ng new informa_on 
–  Interviews 
– Self reports 

Public Health Surveillance 

The systema_c and ongoing collec_on, analysis, 
interpreta_on, and dissemina_on of data to 
guide public health ac_on. 

Surveillance 
• Data Collection 
• Analysis 
• Interpretation 
• Dissemination 

Public Health Action  
• Priority Setting 
• Planning, policies and programs 
• Evaluation of intervention and 

 prevention efforts 

IPV, SV, and Stalking Surveillance Gaps 

•  Standardized approach 
•  Uniform defini_ons and survey methods 

•  Monitor trends 

•  Need state data 
•  Need detail to understand context, severity, 
and consequences 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Use chat to answer 

Sources of Data 

Na8onal Surveys on IPV and SV 

•  Uniform Crime Report 
•  Youth Risk Behavior Survey 
•  Behavioral Risk Factor Surveillance System 

•  Na_onal Crime Vic_miza_on Survey 

•  Na_onal Violence Against Women Survey 

Resources 
NISVS Resource Page (2011)  

www.VAWnet.org/research/NISVS 

Data Sets  

www.VAWnet.org/research/data‐sets 
•  Data Sets on & Related to Violence Against Women (2006) 

•  Na6onal Data Sets on Violence Against Women (2001) 

Use of Data  

www.VAWnet.org/research/use‐of‐data 
•  Understanding Na6onal Rape Sta6s6cs (2009) 

•  Evalua6ng Violence Against Women Research Reports (2002) 
•  General Domes6c Violence Sta6s6cs Packet: Using Sta6s6cs and Evalua6ng 

Research (2002) 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Resources 
•  Fact Sheet (English & Spanish versions) ‐ Na6onal Research on Sexual Violence: A 

Look to the Future: An overview for sexual assault advocates and preven5on 
educators (Summer 2011) 

•  xChange Forum – online forum bridging research to prac8ce, 
hUp://www.nsvrc.org/projects/xchange 

•  NISVS talking points (English & Spanish) for sexual assault coali8ons and 
programs (October 2011) 

•  The NSVRC works with VAWnet to compile resource lists and develop Applied 
Research Papers on data sets and sta8s8cs 

–  Data Sets on & Related to Violence Against Women (2006)
hPp://www.vawnet.org/research/summary.php?doc_id=566&find_type=web_desc_GC 

–  Understanding Na8onal Rape Sta8s8cs (2009) 
hPp://www.vawnet.org/summary.php?doc_id=2103&find_type=web_desc_AR  

•  Addi8onal research ar8cles can be found in our online library database – 
hUp://207.67.203.54/N80002Staff/OPAC/Index.asp  

Uniform Crime Report 
Year Popula8on1 Forcible rape 

Forcible rape 
rate 

1990 249,464,396 102,555 41.1 

1991 252,153,092 106,593 42.3 

1992 255,029,699 109,062 42.8 

1993 257,782,608 106,014 41.1 

1994 260,327,021 102,216 39.3 

1995 262,803,276 97,470 37.1 

1996 265,228,572 96,252 36.3 

1997 267,783,607 96,153 35.9 

1998 270,248,003 93,144 34.5 

1999 272,690,813 89,411 32.8 

2000 281,421,906 90,178 32.0 

20012 285,317,559 90,863 31.8 

2002 287,973,924 95,235 33.1 

2003 290,788,976 93,883 32.3 

2004 293,656,842 95,089 32.4 

2005 296,507,061 94,347 31.8 

20063 298,754,819 94,782 31.7 

20073 301,290,332 91,874 30.5 

20083 304,374,846 90,479 29.7 

2009 307,006,550 88,097 28.7 

Crime in the United States 
by Volume and Rate per 100,000 
Inhabitants, 1990–2009 

http://www2.fbi.gov/ucr/cius2009/data/table_01.html 
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Youth Risk Behavior Survey 
Physical Da8ng Violence 

•  May 2006 MMWR  
•  Physical Da_ng Violence Among H.S. Students 

•  Based on one ques_on:  
“During the past 12 months, did your boyfriend or 
girlfriend ever hit, slap, or physically hurt you on 
purpose?” 

– 8.9% of males answered “yes” 
– 8.8% of females said “yes” 

Value of State‐Level Data:  
Examples from the Youth Risk Behavior Survey 

•  Created awareness of adolescent risk behaviors within states 

•  Informed local staff development and training programs 

•  Used to set and monitor program goals at the state level 

•  Applied in health educa_on programs 

•  Supported health‐related legisla_on 

•  Jus_fied funding for state‐level ini_a_ves 

See: Sussman MP, Jones SE, Wilson TW, Kann L. The youth risk behavior surveillance system: 
updating policy and program application. Journal of School Health 2002;72(1):13-17 

20 

Behavioral Risk Factor Surveillance System 
SV and IPV Op8onal Modules  

•  DVP supported both modules 2005, 2006, 2007 
–  In_mate Partner Violence Module 

•  6 Ques_ons total 
•  Respondents asked maximum of 4 or 5  

– Sexual Violence Module  
•  7 Ques_ons total 
•  Respondents asked maximum of 5 or 6 

21 
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2005, 2006, and 2007 BRFSS 
Op8onal IPV Module 

Life_me: 
•  Physical Violence 

•  Threatened (“…to hit slap, push, kick…”) 
•  APempted (“tried to…..but were not able to”) 
•  Completed (“hit, slapped, pushed, kicked…”) 

•  Sexual Violence 
•  Non‐consensual sex (“putng things into your vagina, anus, 
mouth….auer you said or showed that you didn’t want to”) 

•  12‐Month: 
•  Completed physical violence or non‐consensual sex 
•  IPV‐related injury 
•  Rela_onship to perpetrator 

22 

 Life8me Prevalence of Physical or Sexual IPV 
Among Women, 2005 BRFSS  

Breiding MJ, Black MC, & Ryan GW. (2008). Prevalence and risk factors of  
intimate partner violence in Eighteen U.S. States/Territories, 2005.   
American Journal of Preventive Medicine, 34, 112-118. 

23 

 2005, 2006, and 2007 BRFSS  
Op8onal SV Module 

•  Past 12 Months: 
• Unwanted sexual touch 
• Non‐contact sexual abuse  
  (e.g., verbal harassment, exhibi_onism, peeping tom) 
• Non‐consensual sex  
•  APempted non‐consensual sex 

•  Life_me: 
• Non‐consensual sex 
• APempted non‐consensual sex 

24 
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Life8me Prevalence of Sexual Violence 
Among Women, 2005 BRFSS  

25 

Usefulness of BRFSS IPV and SV Data  

•  Demonstrated that IPV and SV are major public health 
issues 

•  Demonstrated that rates vary between states 

•  Linked IPV and SV with long‐term and serious health 
consequences 

•  Provided informa_on regarding the significant social 
and public health costs of IPV and SV 

26 

States with Three Consecutive Years of BRFSS Data 

Hawaii 

on IPV and / or SV (2005 - 2007) 

27 
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BRFSS IPV and SV Modules  
Limita8ons and Implica8ons for Surveillance  

Why Did CDC Change Direc8ons? 
•  Length of op_onal modules 
•  Placement of op_onal modules 
•  Many states with no data 
•  No na_onal data 
•  Extremely limited capacity to monitor trends 
•  Compe_ng priori_es and poli_cal reali_es  
•  Varia_on in data quality 
•  Conduc_ng interviews requires specialized training  
•  Cost to benefit ra_o 

28 

Na8onal Crime Vic8miza8on Survey 

•  People ouen don’t think of incidents commiPed by 
someone they know. (Other than any incidents 
already men_oned,) did you have something stolen 
from you OR were you aPacked or threatened by  
   (a) Someone at work or school  

   (b) A neighbor or friend 
   (c) A rela_ve or family member  
   (d) Someone else you met or know?  

Na8onal Crime Vic8miza8on Survey 

•  Incidents involving forced or unwanted sexual acts 
are ouen difficult to talk about. (Other than any 
incidents already men_oned,) have you been forced 
or coerced to engage in unwanted sexual ac_vity by  
   (a) Someone you didn’t know before 

   (b) A casual acquaintance 
   (c) Someone you know well? 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The Impact of Screeners and Behaviorally Specific Ques8ons on 
Rape Prevalence Es8mates  

1.7 

0.18 
0.0 

0.16 
0.5 

1.0 

1.5 

2.0 

1.1 SVCW  

NCVS  

Completed Rape Attempted Rape 
Adapted from Fisher, Cullen, and Turner: The Sexual Victimization of College Women Research 
Report , 2000  Available at: http://www.ncjrs.gov/pdffiles1/nij/182369.pdf  

Na8onal Violence Against Women Survey  
(NVAWS) 

•  Na_onal random digit dial telephone survey 

•  Interviews conducted in 1995 and 1996 
•  Public safety context 
•  8,000 women and 8,000 men 
•  Prevalence, incidence and consequences 
•  Involvement in criminal jus_ce system 

•  Lost produc_vity due to IPV 
•  Na_onal es_mates of injuries due to IPV and 

associated health care costs 

Na8onal In8mate Partner Sexual Violence Survey 
(NISVS) Goals 

•  To provide an ongoing source of data for monitoring the 
magnitude and characteris_cs of IPV, SV, and stalking in the U.S.  

•  To increase our understanding of the nature, context, severity, 
and consequences of violence against females and males in the 
U.S. 

•  To provide data to monitor IPV, SV, and stalking at the state & 
na_onal level 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How does NISVS differ from other IPV, SV, 
or stalking surveys? 

Previous surveys have: 
•  have primarily been conducted within the crime and/or public 

safety context (NCVS)  or 
•  have been conducted more than 15 years ago (NVAWS) 
•  covered selected popula_ons – (e.g., schools, colleges, individual 

states) 
•  included  a small number of ques_ons  (YRBS,  BRFSS) 
•  not gathered na_onal and state‐level data at the same _me 

In 2011, for the first _me ever – both state level data and 
comparable na_onal data will be available  

NCVS  NISVS 
Topic  Unreported crimes  Behaviors  

Method 
Ini_al interview ‐ in‐person, ALL 

household members ≥12; followed by 
phone interviews 

Telephone survey – 1 household 
member ≥18 

Person 
Referenced 

Offender  Roman_c or sexual partner 

Time period 
Past 6 months – repeated interviews 

over a 3 year period 
Life_me and past 12 months gathered 

during one interview, 

Sexual 
violence 

1 gate ques_on: rape, aPempted rape, 
or other sexual aPack 
2 incident ques_ons: unwanted sexual 
contact, with and without force 

21 behaviorally specific ques_ons: 
unwanted or uninvited sexual 
situa_ons, without consent 

Physical 
violence 

1 ques_on – Were you aPacked, 
threatened or did you have something 
stolen from you during past 6 months? 

12 behaviorally specific experiences 

Follow‐ups 
Incident Report: where incident 

happened, evidence,  

Context regarding meaning, mo_ves, 
impact of the experiences reported by 

single perpetrator 

NISVS Survey Design:  
Underlying Meaning, Mo8ves and Context of Violence  

•  Behaviors linked to individual perpetrators 

•  Demographic and rela_onship informa_on for individual 
perpetrators 

•  PaPerns of violence 

•  Forms of violence experienced 
•  Dura_on 

•  Frequency (12 month, life_me) 
•  Impact of violence commiPed by individual perpetrators 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NISVS Methods 

•  Ongoing surveillance 
•  Dual frame – landline and cell phone 
•  Advance lePers and incen_ve 
•  Non‐response follow‐up 
•  Interview length 

–  Average length: 31 minutes 
–  For most par_cipants: 25 minutes 

•  Violence across the lifespan  
–  Past 12 months, life_me 
–  Da_ng violence 
–  Violence among elders 

37 

NISVS: Methods Used to Maximize 
Disclosure  

•  Telephone survey  
•  Health (vs. crime) context 

•  Advance lePers 
•  Highly trained female interviewers comfortable with topic  

•  Emphasis on confiden_ality and respect for par_cipants  

•  Measures to insure respondent safety  

•  Graduated informed consent  

•  Mul_ple behaviorally specific ques_ons with mul_ple “gate” 
ques_ons 

•  Distress protocols  

Telephone Surveys About Violence 

•  Concerns have been raised regarding the 
appropriateness of asking about violence vic_miza_on 
in telephone interviews 

•  The concerns are that respondents may be 

•  unwilling to answer ques_ons about violence 

•  upset because of ques_ons 
•  afraid that someone would overhear and harm 
them 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Respondent Reac8ons Evaluated in 
Two Large RDD Surveys 

•  2nd Injury Control and Risk Survey ICARIS‐2:    9,684 interviews 
•  BRFSS Op_onal IPV and SV Modules Pilot:       7,698 interviews 

Following the violence ques_ons were 3 iden_cal ques_ons: 

•  Do you think a survey like this should or should not ask these 
ques_ons about violence? 

•  Did my asking you any of these ques_ons make you feel upset 
because the ques_ons reminded you of a past vic_miza_on 
experience? 

•  Did my asking you any of these ques_ons make you feel afraid 
that someone might hear your answer and hurt you in any way?  

Black  et al., Telephone survey respondents’ reactions to 
questions regarding interpersonal violence. Violence and Victims  
2006; 21(4): 445-459.  

Respondent Reac8ons  
•  5.2%  ‐ 25.9% of vic_ms reported being upset 
•  1.4% and 4.3% of vic_ms reported being afraid 

•  Even respondents who reported being upset or afraid thought such 
ques_ons about violence should be asked 
•  ICARIS‐2    96.4% 
•  SIPV    89.1% 

•  This response was not significantly affected by  
•  whether or not the respondent was a vic_m 
•  type(s) of violence experienced 
•  recency of vic_miza_on 
•  whether or not the perpetrator was an in_mate partner 
•  vic_m’s gender 

Respondent Reac8ons 
•  Both studies consistently demonstrated that the vast majority of 

respondents  
•  believe that a telephone survey should ask ques_ons about 

interpersonal violence   
•  are willing to answer such ques_ons during a telephone interview 
•  are not upset or afraid as a result of being asked about their 

experiences with violence 

•  Even the rela_vely few respondents who were upset or afraid thought 
such ques_ons should be asked  

•  Our findings provide important informa_on for researchers and offer 
some assurance to those concerned with the ethical collec_on of data 
on violence vic_miza_on 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The Ethics of Asking and Not 
Asking About Abuse 

 “For various reasons, researchers tend to overemphasize 
survivors’ vulnerability and largely ignore the costs of not 
asking about abuse. Consequently, the possibility exists that 
the social factors that keep so many people silent about 
abuse play out in research ins_tu_ons and review boards. 
Asking about abuse is necessary to hold abusers 
accountable, to assist vic_ms, and for scien_fic discovery.” 

 “Research Participants Telling the Truth About Their Lives”  
American Psychologist April 2006,  

Kathryn Becker-Blease and Jennifer Fredy 

Reasons That Both Vic8miza8on and 
Perpetra8on Are Not Included in NISVS 

  The NISVS pilot survey demonstrated differen_al underrepor_ng of 
perpetra_on  

  Results in serious bias 
  By sex of perpetrator 
  By type of violence  
  By level of social acceptability 

  Women are more reliable reporters of perpetra_on 
  Their reported perpetra_on is similar to men’s  reported 

vic_miza_on 
  They report even more perpetra_on than men report 

experiencing 
  Men are less reliable reporters of perpetra_on 

  In all cases, men report substan_ally less perpetra_on than 
women report experiencing 

  As violence “worsens” underrepor_ng increases markedly 
  The violence as experienced by the vic_m is most relevant  
  Biased repor_ng affects data validity 

44 

State‐Level Es8mates For Females 

•  To be reportable, es_mates must be sta_s_cally stable and reliable 
•  Stable and reliable na_onal es_mates on life_me and 12 month IPV, 

SV, and stalking in first year  
•  For most states, “top line” es_mates are likely to be reportable in the 

first year for females 

– Overall Life_me IPV –  (PV, SV, and stalking combined) 
– Life_me Rape and SV other than rape ‐  a small number of states 

will have unstable rates 
– Life_me Stalking ‐ a small number of states will have unstable rates 

•  Some states with smaller popula_ons may require pooling across 2 
years of data collec_on 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State‐Level Es8mates For Males 

•  For  most states, state‐level data for males will require pooling across 
mul_ple years before sufficient sample sizes are accrued to provide  
stable, reportable es_mates  

•  For some states, overall life_me IPV may be reportable in the first year 
for males 

•  Stalking and SV (in par_cular) among males will not be reportable in 
most states for several years 

•  This is due to lower prevalence rates among men, in general 

State Differences in Prevalence of IPV, SV, 
and Stalking 

•  There are going to be differences between states 
   But they are differences, not deficits! 

•  There are no “good” states or “bad” states 
•  Many factors (known and unknown) can influence prevalence – 

for example 
–  differences in popula_on demographics (e.g., age distribu_on, 

social determinants)  
–  external stressors (e.g., economic downturn, job loss, poverty, 

widespread environmental disaster) 
–  cultural differences in repor_ng and/or beliefs within sub‐

popula_ons 

Use chat to answer 

Context for Data 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NISVS Content 
In_mate partner and da_ng violence 

•  Physical aggression (11) 
•  Expressive psychological aggression (5) 
•  Coercive control and entrapment (11) 
•  Sexual violence (below) 
•  Stalking (7) 

Sexual violence by any perpetrator 
•  Child sexual abuse 
•  Unwanted sexual situa_ons 
•  Unwanted sexual touch (4) 
•  Coercive sex (3) 
•  Rape and aPempted rape (5) 
•  Alcohol or drug facilitated rape (3) 

Stalking by any perpetrator (7) 

49 

NISVS Ques8onnaire:  
 Coercive Control and Entrapment (11 items) 

How many of your roman_c  or sexual partners have ever… 
•  Tried to keep you from seeing or talking to your family or friends? 

•  Made decisions for you that should have been yours to make, such 
as the clothes you wear, things you eat or the friends you have? 

•  Kept track of you by demanding to know where you were and what 
you were doing? 

•  Threatened to hurt him/herself or commit suicide when he/she was 
upset with you? 

•  Threatened to hurt a pet or threatened to take a pet away  
 from you? 

50 

NISVS Ques8onnaire:  
 Coercive Control and Entrapment (cont.) 

How many of your roman_c partners have ever… 

•  Threatened to hurt someone you love? 

•  Threatened to take your children away from you? 

•  Kept you from leaving the house when you wanted to go? 

•  Kept you from having money for your own use? 

•  Destroyed something that was important to you? 

•  Said things like “If I can’t have you then no one can”? 

51 
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2010 NISVS  
1st Year of Data Collec8on Completed 

•  21,842 interviews completed in English and Spanish 

•  16,191 men and women from U.S. popula_on 

•  2,807 American Indian/Alaska Na_ve targeted sample 

•  2,844 military interviews 

•  1,432 ac_ve duty females 

•  1,412 wives of ac_ve duty males 

•  2011 data collec_on underway 
•  5,100 interviews completed as of May 18, 2011 

NISVS Current Efforts: 2010 Data Analysis 

•  Quality Assurance/Quality Control of a very complex data set 

    ~ 27,000 variables 

•  Data analysis and design of ini_al reports 

•  Na_onal Full Report on IPV, SV, and Stalking 

•  Methods 

•  Sec_ons: SV, Stalking, IPV, Minors, Sexual Minori_es 

•  “Top Line” state level data where reportable stable es_mates allow  

•  Future years 

•  Pooling data will allow more detailed individual state reports 
including state level data for selected outcomes  

•  Topic specific reports (e.g., stalking, rape) 

Future Access to NISVS Data for 
Researchers 

•  Data archiving– process to begin in 2012 
•  Confiden_ality issues paramount  

•  Having data at the state level significantly increases the 
risk for poten_al iden_fica_on of par_cipants 

•  Data use and procedures under development  

•  Mul_ple  levels of data access will be put in place (e.g., 
restricted access, review commiPees, on‐site data use)  

•  Development of user friendly informa_on resources 
(e.g., WISQARS) 



19 

Use chat to answer 

Other Sources of Data 

Use chat to answer 

Data to Prevention 

Use of NISVS Data for Prac88oners 

•  For most states, data included in the 2011 report will be the 
first  ever available state‐level data on the prevalence of 
IPV, SV, and stalking 

•  States will also have an es_mate of the number of female 
and (in some cases) male residents currently living in within 
the state who have been affected by these outcomes 

•  Such data will have immeasurable value  in bringing 
aPen_on to this pervasive public health problem 

•  State data will inform preven_on and interven_on efforts, 
priority setng, planning, policy and program development, 
and public health ac_on 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2011 Report Under Development 

•  Na_onal‐level life_me and 12 month SV 
– Rape, sexual coercion, unwanted sexual touch and 
non‐touch 

•  Na_onal‐level life_me and 12 month Stalking 

•  Na_onal‐level life_me and 12 month IPV 

•  Sexual minori_es 

•  Minors 

•  State data – “top line” items  

NISVS Data Launch: October 2011  

•  Large, mul_faceted communica_ons campaign 
currently being developed 

•  High profile press conferences with involvement 
of high level CDC leadership 

•  An_cipate a great deal of interest in this long 
awaited data  

NISVS Data Launch: October 2011  

•  Coordinated outreach through mul_ple 
coali_ons and partners 

• Webinars 

•  CDC state‐level grantees – DELTA, RPE 
•  Na_onal Sexual Violence Resource Center 
(NSVRC) 

•  PreventConnect 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Contact Informa8on 

Michele Lynberg Black, PhD MPH 

Senior Epidemiologist 

NISVSinfo@cdc.gov 

770‐488‐4406 

Addi_onal Informa_on 

NISVS Ques8onnaire : 

Physical Aggression  (11 items)  
How many of your roman_c  or sexual partners have ever… 

•  Made threats to physically harm you? 
•  Slapped you? 
•  Pushed or shoved you? 
•  Hit you with a fist or something  hard? 
•  Kicked you? 
•  Hurt you by pulling your hair? 
•  Slammed you against something hard? 
•  Tried to hurt you by choking or suffoca_ng you? 
•  Beaten you? 
•  Burned you on purpose? 
•  Used a knife or gun on you? 

63 
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NISVS Ques8onnaire:  
 Coercive Control and Entrapment (11 items) 

How many of your roman_c  or sexual partners have ever… 

•  Tried to keep you from seeing or talking to your family or friends? 

•  Made decisions for you that should have been yours to make, such 
as the clothes you wear, things you eat or the friends you have? 

•  Kept track of you by demanding to know where you were and what 
you were doing? 

•  Threatened to hurt him/herself or commit suicide when he/she was 
upset with you? 

•  Threatened to hurt a pet or threatened to take a pet away  
 from you? 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NISVS Ques8onnaire:  
 Coercive Control and Entrapment (cont.) 

How many of your roman_c  or sexual partners have ever… 

•  Threatened to hurt someone you love? 

•  Threatened to take your children away from you? 

•  Kept you from leaving the house when you wanted to go? 

•  Kept you from having money for your own use? 

•  Destroyed something that was important to you? 

•  Said things like “If I can’t have you then no one can”? 

65 

NISVS Ques8onnaire:  
Stalking  (7 items) 

How many of your roman_c or sexual partners have ever… 
•  Watched or following you from a distance, or spied on you with a listening 

device, camera or GPS? 

•  Approached you or showed up in places such as your home, workplace or 
school when you didn’t want them to be there? 

•  Leu strange or poten_ally threatening items for you to find? 

•  Sneaked into your home or car and did things to scare you by letng you 
know they had been there? 

•  Made unwanted phone calls or leu you messages? This includes hang ups, 
text, or voice messages. 

•  Sent unwanted emails, instant messages, or sent messages through 
websites like  MySpace or Facebook ? 

•  Leu you cards, lePers, flowers or presents when they knew you  
 didn’t want them? 

66 
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Defini8on of Stalking:  

67 

The vic_m must have experienced  

A.  mul_ple harassing or threatening behaviors  
 or  
 a single harassing or threatening behavior mul_ple _mes  
 by the same perpetrator,  

 and  

B.  the vic_m reported having felt very fearful or believed they 
 or someone close to them would be harmed or killed as a 
 result of the perpetrator’s behavior 

NISVS Ques8onnaire : 
Sexual Violence 

Sexual violence by anyone 

•  Child sexual abuse 
•  Unwanted sexual situa_ons 
•  Unwanted sexual touch 
•  Coercive sex 
•  Rape and aPempted rape 
•  Alcohol or drug facilitated 
•  Being made to penetrate someone else 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NISVS Ques8onnaire :  
Non‐touch and Touch SV (6 items) 

How many people have ever… 

•  Exposed their sexual body parts to you, flashed you, or 
masturbated in front of you? 

•  Made you show your sexual body parts to them? 

•  Made you look at or par_cipate in sexual photos or movies? 

•  Harassed you while you were in a public place in a way that 
made you feel unsafe? 

•  Kissed you in a sexual way? (Remember, we are only asking 
about things that you did not want to happen.) 

•  Fondled or grabbed your sexual body parts? 

69 
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NISVS Ques8onnaire : 
 Coerced Sex (3 ques8ons) 

How many people have you had vaginal, anal, or oral sex with auer 
they pressured you by … 

•  Doing things like telling you lies, making promises about the 
future they knew were untrue, threatening to end your 
rela_onship, or threatening to spread rumors about you? 

•  Wearing you down by repeatedly asking for sex, or showing 
you they were unhappy? 

•  Using their influence or authority over you, for example,      
your boss or your teacher? 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NISVS Ques8onnaire : 
 Rape and AUempted Rape (5 ques8ons) 

How many people have used physical force or threats of  physical 
harm to make you …  

•  Have vaginal sex? 

•  Receive anal sex?  
•  Make you perform oral sex? 

•  Put their fingers or an object in your vagina or anus? 
•  Try to make you have vaginal, oral, or anal sex with you but sex 

did not happen? 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NISVS Ques8onnaire:  
Drug or Alcohol Facilitated Nonconsensual Sex 

(3 ques8ons) 

When you were drunk, high, drugged, or passed out and unable to 
consent, how many people have ever had… 

•  vaginal sex with you? (By vaginal sex we mean…) 

•  Made you receive anal sex? 

•  Made you perform oral sex? 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NISVS Ques8onnaire :  
Addi8onal Informa8on 

Follow‐up ques_ons linked to specific perpetrator 
•  Frequency (12 month, life_me) 
•  Severity  
•  PaPerns of violence 
•  Impact of violence  

•  Concern for safety 
•  Fear 
•  Interference with social network 
•  Physical and mental health 
•  Economic (days of work/school missed) 
•  Injuries 
•  Reproduc_ve health 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NISVS Ques8onnaire :  
Need, Access and Use of Services 

•  Did you ever need any of the following because of 
{fill:ini_als}’s ac_ons? (Y/N for each)  

–  Medical care? 
–  Housing services? 

–  Community services? 

–  Vic_m’s advocate services?  

–  Legal services? 

•  Were you able to get the services you needed? 
•  Which services were you not able to get? 

•  Why were you not able to get the assistance that you 
needed? [record verba_m] 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NISVS Ques8onnaire :  
Disclosure 

Have you ever talked to any of the following about what 
{fill:ini_als}’s did? (Y/N for each)  

–  The police? 
–  A doctor or nurse? 

–  A psychologist or counselor? 

–  A crisis hotline operator? 

–  A friend? 

–  A family member? 
–  A roman_c or sexual partner? 

–  Anyone else? (specify) 
When you spoke to {fill}, how helpful was it to you?  
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