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Table	1.	Descriptive	Characteristics	of	Respondents 

Age	(mean) 51.65 
(31	‐	66) 

Gender 	 
	 Male 87.5% 
	 Female 12.5% 
Race/Ethnicity 	 
	 Caucasian 71.4% 
	 Hispanic 26.8% 
	 African‐American 1.8% 
Previous	Experience	Off‐Campus 	 
	 Yes 67.9% 
	 No 32.1% 
Length	of	Time	in	Law	Enforcement 	 
	 1	–	2	years 1.8% 
	 3	–	5	years 1.8% 
	 More	than	5	years 96.4% 
Length	of	Time	in	Campus	Law	Enforcement	Position		 
 Less	than	1	year 8.9% 
 1	–	2	years 10.7% 
 3	–	5	years 19.6% 
 More	than	5	years 60.7% 
Current	Position 	 
	 Chief 

Assistant	Chief 
Investigator 
Patrol	Ofϐicer 
Dispatcher 
Other 

55.4% 
14.3% 
5.4% 
3.6% 
1.8% 
19.6% 

Table	2.	Campus	Characteristics 

Type	of	College/University	Campus 	 
	 4‐year	Public	College/University 				41.1% 
	 4‐year	Private	College/University 				23.2% 
	 Community/Junior	College 				26.8% 
	 Engineering/Technical	College 					1.8% 
	 Other 						7.1% 
Number	of	Students	on	Campus 	 
	 Less	than	5,000	students 33.9% 
	 5,001	to	10,000	students 26.8% 
	 10,001	to	20,000	students 16.1% 

	 More	than	20,000	students 23.2% 
Estimated	Frequency	of	Reported	Stalking	Cases	on	Campus 
	 None	ever	reported 8.9% 
	 Less	than	once	per	semester 37.5% 
	 Once	or	twice	per	semester 44.6% 
	 Once	a	month 5.4% 
	 Once	or	twice	a	month 3.6% 
Number	of	protective	order	violations	responded	to	in	stalking	cases 
	 None 51.8% 
	 1‐5 41.1% 
	 6‐10 5.4% 
	 11‐20 0% 
	 21+ 1.8% 
Stalking	Cases	Resulted	in	Prosecution 
	 Yes 32.1% 
	 No 57.1% 
	 Don’t	Know 10.7% 
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Perceptions	of	Campus	Stalking	

Figure	1.		Types	of	Specialized	Training	Received	

Figure	2.		Understanding	of	Federal	Mandates	
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Response	to	Campus	Stalking	

P Ĕ đ Ď Ĉ Ď Ċ Ę 	 Ć ē ĉ 	 P ė Ĕ Ĉ Ċ ĉ Ě ė Ċ Ę 	 Ĕ ē 	 S ę Ć đ Đ Ď ē Č 	
R Ċ Ę ĕ Ĕ ē Ę Ċ 	

E ċ ċ Ċ Ĉ ę Ď ě Ċ ē Ċ Ę Ę 	 Ĕ ċ 	 R Ċ Ę ĕ Ĕ ē Ę Ċ 	

T i t l e 	S t a lk ing 	Se r i e s 	
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Figure	4.		Perceptions	of	Effective	Response	to	Stalking	

Figure	3.		Perceptions	of	how	Organizations	view							

the	Seriousness	of	Stalking	
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L Ĕ Ĉ Ć đ 	 A Č Ċ ē Ĉ Ğ 	 C Ĕ đ đ Ć ć Ĕ ė Ć ę Ď Ĕ ē 	

T i t l e 	S t a lk ing 	Se r i e s 	

Figure	5:	Agency	Collaboration	and	Campus	Programming	Involvement	

Figure	6.		Informal	and	Formal	Collaboration	
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Figure	7.		Type	of	Information	Shared	with	Campus	Title	IX	
	 Coordinator	
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V Ď Ĉ ę Ď Ē 	 R Ċ Ę Ĕ Ě ė Ĉ Ċ Ę 	
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C Ĕ ē ę Ć Ĉ ę 	 Ĝ Ď ę č 	 V Ď Ĉ ę Ď Ē Ę 	 Ć ē ĉ 	 S Ě Ę ĕ Ċ Ĉ ę Ę 	

C Ć Ē ĕ Ě Ę 	 P Ĕ đ Ď Ĉ Ď Ċ Ę 	 Ć ē ĉ 	 P ė Ĕ Ĉ Ċ ĉ Ě ė Ċ Ę 	
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Figure	8.		Methods	of	Providing	Victim/Suspect	Information	about	
Legal	Rights	

Figure	9.		Methods	of	Providing	Victims/Suspects	with	Campus	
Policies	and	Procedure	Information	

Figure	10.		Awareness	of	Stalking	Resources	
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Figure	11.		Victim	Resource	Information	

Resources	
	

National	Stalking	Resource	Center	

	 http://www.victimsofcrime.org/our‐programs/stalking‐resource‐center	
	

Texas	Attorney	General—Information	on	Stalking	

	 https://www.texas	attorneygeneral.gov/victims/stalking.shtml	
	

Not	Alone	(most	information	also	applies	to	stalking)	

	 https://www.notalone.gov/	
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