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Abstract

A literature review on fear of crime suggests perceived crime seriousness, perceived risk of victimization,
and victimization experience as the three major predictors for fear of crime. In the present study I test
these factors on cyber crimes as their relationships with fear of cyber crime are generally unexplored in
the literature. Precisely, four cyber crimes are chosen, including online scam, cyber bullying, digital
piracy, and computer virus. This study is the first study that takes into account of four types of cyber
crime concurrently while addressing the relationship between fear of crime and the three major
predictors. The findings suggest that fear of cyber crime does not always share the same predictors,
depending on the crime. Internet use also plays a role in the fear of cyber crime.
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Introduction

Research on fear of crime has been abundant (Fox, Nobles, & Piquero, 2009; Hale,
1996; Keane, 1995; Mohammed, Saridakis, & Sookran, 2009; Russo & Roccato, 2010;
Skogan, 1987; Smith & Hill, 1991; Rountree, 1998). Research on fear of cyber crime,
however, still needs more attention. While some studies have been conducted (Alshalan,
2008), the literature remains thin as far as fear of cyber crime is concerned. Few eftorts, if
any, have been directed to address the distinction among cyber crimes with regard to fear
of victimization (Alshalan, 2008). In the present study, I intend to address two main
questions. First, can we predict fear of cyber crime in the same way we predict fear of
crime? Second, do all cyber crimes share the same predictors?

Surely causality is beyond the scope of this study and I do not claim my findings will
render definite answers to the above questions. Nonetheless, the findings should shed light
on how fear of cyber crime may be related to the major factors indicated in the fear of
crime literature. The present study is aimed to test the three common predictors for fear of
crime on four different cyber crimes. The three common predictors are perceived risk of
victimization, perceived crime seriousness, and victimization experience. The four cyber crimes
include digital piracy, online scam, cyber bullying, and computer virus. These four cyber
crimes were chosen because they respectively represent a diftferent type of victimization.
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Computer viruses mostly target machines and rarely result in physical threats. It is mostly
technical and often indiscriminate. Cyber bullying is likely to entail both emotional and
physical harms and it is generally personal. Online scam mostly is financially motivated,
and it requires interaction with the victim for the crime to be successful. Digital piracy is a
unique cyber crime, because most people are actually more likely to be a perpetrator than
a victim in this regard. Through these four types of cyber crime, I illustrate how people’s
perceptions and experiences are correlated with fear of cyber crime difterently. Further,
since cyber crime victimization has much to do with using the Internet, Internet use is
also included to understand whether fear of cyber crime is affected by what people do on
the Internet.

Literature Review

Currently very few studies focused on multiple individual crimes when measuring fear
of crime (Fox et al., 2009). Usually crime was being measured as an aggregate construct
(e.g., property crime or violent crime). An aggregate measure of fear is subject to possible
shadowing effects (Ferraro, 1996), meaning it is possible there is only one particular crime
that people are fearful of but the aggregate measurement fails to identify it and thus
mistakenly concludes people are worried about crime in general. Even when individual
crimes were measured, rarely did research include cyber crimes in the discussion. Cyber
crime may not be totally distant from conventional crime. In a mixed method study, Yu
(2012) found that some people tend to equate a cyber crime with a conventional crime.
For example, hacking at times was seen as analogous to burglary and digital piracy is
equivalent to theft. However, this does not necessarily mean the people who are afraid of
theft would be afraid of digital piracy as well. Hence, it is not clear whether the patterns
associated with the fear of crime literature will still hold true in cyber crime (Henson,
Reyns, & Fisher, 2013). For instance, males are more likely to become a victim but fear of
crime 1is generally more prevalent among females (May, Rader, & Gooddrum, 2010; Hale,
1996; Fisher, 1995; Warr, 2000; Jennings, Gover, & Pudrzynska, 2007). Age, education,
and race also have been suggested to be related to fear of crime (Ortega & Myles, 1987;
Liska, Sanchirico, & Reed, 1988; Braungart, Braungart, & Hoyer, 1980; Covington &
Taylor, 2005). Elderly people, racial minorities, and undereducated people are generally
found to have a higher level of fear of crime. Can these findings suggested in the literature
apply to fear of cyber crime? A survey conducted by the Social Science Research Center
at Mississippi State University (Alshalan, 2008) indicates some similar findings related to
tear of cyber crime. Older people and females reported a higher level of fear of cyber
crime; priorivictimization'heightens/fear; perceived crime seriousness predicts more fear. It
1s important to note, however, cyber crime was measured as an aggregate construct instead
of individual cyber crimes in this survey. Failing to distinguish difterent cyber crimes could
be problematic in the study of fear of cyber crime because research has found that cyber
crimes might be associated with different factors. For instance, using social media predicts
online harassment but not hacking victimization (Wilsem, 2013). Hence, aggregating all
cyber crimes together can lead to misleading conclusions.

Accordingly, in the present study I adopted crime-specific measures to explore fear of
cyber crime. The four crimes chosen include digital piracy, online scam, cyber bullying,
and computer virus. Every year, digital piracy accounts for worldwide financial losses in
billions (Yu, 2012). Therefore, even though no study has addressed fear of digital piracy, it
is worth exploring, especially in comparison with other cyber crimes. Likewise, no
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criminological study to date has addressed fear of computer virus, but the existence of fear
related to computer virus seems to be well documented in the literature (Bissett &
Shipton, 2000; Murray, 1988; Hovav & D-Arcy, 2004). More research is needed to
understand such fear’s relationship with victimization experience, perceived crime
seriousness, and perceived risk. In terms of fear of online scam, Roberts and her colleagues
(2013) found that Internet exposure predicts fear of online identity theft but their study
did not include any of the major predictors, namely “perceived risk”, “perceived
seriousness”’, and “victimization experience”. Besides, identity theft is only one aspect of
online scam, which means more work is certainly needed to understand fear of online
scam.

In relation to fear of cyber bullying, Henson and colleagues (2013) studied fear of
online interpersonal victimization, which includes harassment, sexual solicitations, stalking,
intimidation, and threats of violence. They found “perceived risk” is a strong and positive
predictor for fear of cyber crime, and so is “victimization experience”. They did not find
participating in online activities related to fear. However, Moreover, Randa (2013) found
cyber bullying victimization experiences are positively correlated with fear of
victimization, and fear of online victimization was found to be correlated with perceived
risk 1n a study about college students’ use of Facebook (Higgins, Ricketts, & Vegh, 2008).

Evidently, when it comes to fear of cyber crime the literature is sparse and the findings
are far from conclusive. To contribute to the knowledge base, the present study is the first
of its kind to take into account four types of cyber crime at the same time while exploring
the relationships between fear of crime and the three major predictors suggested in the fear
of crime literature (i.e., perceived risk, perceived crime seriousness, and victimization
experience). Moreover, different Internet activities are measured as potential predictors.

Methods
Sampling

From an urban university in Midwest USA, college students enrolled in general
education courses were recruited. These courses are open to all majors. The sample by no
means is representative, but for the exploratory purpose it should be adequate as research
has found fear of crime among college students shares similar patterns as the general
population (Jennings et al., 2007; Cubbage & Smith, 2009; King, 2009; Barberet & Fisher,
2009).

Participation was voluntary and the survey was conducted anonymously by an online
survey. Invitations were sent via email to 519 students and eventually 270 valid responses
were recorded for analysis. The sample is composed of 148 females (54.8%) and 122 males
(45.2%). The youngest age of the respondent is 17 and the oldest is 50. The average age of
the respondent is 21.56 (medium: 20; mode: 18). As for race, 65.2% of the respondents
identified themselves as White / Caucasian, 10% as Black / African American, 12.6% as
Hispanic / Latino, 8.9% as Asian, and 3.3% as Other.

Measurement

The dependent variable is fear of cyber crime. As mentioned earlier, a total of 4 cyber
crimes are included in this study: online scam, cyber bullying, computer virus, and digital
piracy. The three main independent variables are perceived risk of victimization, perceived crime
seriousness, and victimization experience. They are all measured in a crime-specific manner.
Race, gender (0: female; 1: male), and age are included as control variables. Race was
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recoded into a dichotomous variable that distinguishes only white and minority (0: white;
1: minority) due to the small sample sizes in each of the racial minority categories.
Education level is not included because there was not much variation expected since the
respondents were all college students. Internet use was measured into four separate online
activities, including online downloading, online shopping, online publishing, and online
interaction.

Hypotheses

The following hypotheses are proposed:

1. Perceived risk of victimization is positively correlated with fear of cyber crime (for
all four cyber crimes).

2. Perceived crime seriousness is positively correlated with fear of cyber crime (for all
four cyber crimes).

3. Victimization experience is positively correlated with fear of cyber crime (for all
four cyber crimes).

4. Participating in online publishing is positively correlated with fear of digital piracy.

5. Participating in online shopping is positively correlated with fear of online scam.

6. Participating in online downloading is positively correlated with fear of computer

viruses.
7. Participating in online interactions is positively correlated with fear of cyber
bullying.
Analysis

Multivariate linear regression was used for analysis. The assumptions of independent
samples and continuous dependent variables were met. No nonlinear patterns were found
between the independent variables and the dependent variables. Homoscedasticity was
found in a visual inspection of the plot of the standardized residuals by the regression
standardized predicted value (Osborne & Waters, 2002). The variance inflation factor
(VIF) (between 1 and 1.22) indicates no multicollinearity among any variables (O’Brien,

2007).

Results
Scores

Table 1 shows the average scores on the major variables. Computer virus is the most
feared cyber crime, followed by online scam and cyber bullying. Computer virus also has
the highest perceived risk, followed by online scam and cyber bullying. Computer virus
entails the most victimization experience, followed by cyber bullying and online scam.
Cyber bullying is perceived as the most serious cyber crime, followed by online scam and
computer virus.

Digital piracy has the lowest score on all four variables. Based on the average scores
shown in Table 1, it seems these four cyber crimes do not generate much fear, perceived
risk, or victimization experience. Only perceived crime seriousness is relatively higher.
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Table 1. Average Scores on Major Variables

Crimes Fear of Perceived Perceived Victimization
(N=270) Crime Risk Seriousness experience
Online Scam 2.83 2.19 3.30 1.55

Cyber bullying  2.46 1.96 3.83 1.85

Computer Virus 2.96 2.80 3.19 2.62

Digital piracy 1.56 1.47 2.40 1.20

Internet use as measured in four activities has the following average scores: online
shopping (2.26), online downloading (3.24), online interaction (3.37), and online
publishing (1.59). Online interaction entails most participation, followed by online
downloading and online shopping. As expected, most people do not engage in online
publishing.

Hypothesis Testing
1. Online Scam

Fear of online scam serves as the dependent variable. Ten independent variables are
included as shown in Table 2. This model can account for more than 40% of variation in
fear of online scam (R Square: 0.408). Perceived risk and perceived seriousness are significant
predictors for fear of online scam. Another significant predictor that renders the largest
effect size is online shopping (Beta=0.478). All three significant predictors are positively
correlated with fear of online scam. As hypothesized, people who participate in online
shopping more frequently would have more fear for online scam, especially when they
believe they are facing a higher risk of becoming a victim. When online scam is perceived
as a serious crime, more fear will ensue as well. Our hypotheses thus are mostly supported,
except for victimization experience. It does not appear that being victimized in online
scam would lead to more fear.

Table 2. Multiple Linear Regression (Online Scam)

R Square: 0.408 b SE Beta t Sig.
Download -0.105 0.062 -0.082 -1.702 0.090
Interaction -0.052 0.046 -0.056 -1.146 0.253
Publishing 0.025 0.089 0.014 0.282 0.778
Shopping 0.499 0.053 0.478 9.421 0.000**
Gender -0.011 0.160 -0.004 -0.068 0.946
Race -0.134 0.159 -0.042 -0.838 0.403
Age 0.016 0.014 0.055 1.113 0.267
Perceived Risk 0.393 0.065 0.309 6.008 0.000**
Perceived Seriousness 0.121  0.057  0.107  2.127 0.034*
Victimization -0.034 0.070 -0.024 -0.489 0.625

*p<0.05; **p<0.01
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2. Cyber bullying

When fear of cyber bullying is the dependent variable, five independent variables are
significant predictors at the 5% significance level, as shown in Table 3. This model
explains 32% of the variation in fear of cyber bullying. Online interaction and perceived risk
are positively correlated with fear of cyber bullying. As hypothesized, higher perceived
risk and frequent participation in online interaction both predict a higher level of fear.
Frequent interactions people have online with others could result in more opportunities
for them to be bullied online. When they perceive that risk, they feel more fear.

In contrast, victimization experience is negatively correlated with fear of cyber bullying.
This hypothesis is rejected and this also contradicts the literature where a positive
correlation is usually reported between victimization experience and fear of cyber bullying
or harassment (Henson et al., 2013; Randa, 2013). Although more research certainly is
needed in this area, I posit a possible explanation for my finding is that college students
with victimization experiences may have grown to realize how to cope with the situation
and hence reduce unnecessary fear.

Perceived seriousness is not statistically significant, which renders our hypothesis
rejected. Gender is significant in the direction that males are less fearful of cyber bullying,
which is consistent with the literature. Online publishing unexpectedly is also positively
correlated with fear of cyber bullying, which suggests publishing one’s creative works
online is accompanied by the fear that someone will harshly comment on the work or the
author, to the extent of cyber bullying.

Table 3. Multiple Linear Regression (Cyber bullying)

R Square: 0.320 b SE Beta t Sig.
Download 0.009 0.066 0.007 0.143 0.886
Interaction 0.246 0.050 0.261 4.933 0.000**
Publishing 0.285 0.097 0.153 2.930 0.004%**
Shopping 0.030 0.057 0.028 0.522 0.602
Gender -0.385 0.174 -0.125 -2.213 0.028*
Race -0.231 0.172 -0.072 -1.339 0.182
Age 0.010 0.016 0.035 0.666 0.506
Perceived Risk 0.444 0.071 0.346 6.283 0.000**
Perceived Seriousness 0.049  0.067 0.041 0.726 0.468
Victimization -0.151 0.060 -0.130 -2.517 0.012*

*p<0.05; **p<0.01

3. Computer Viruses

When fear of computer virus is the dependent variable, four significant predictors
(p<0.05) are identified, as shown in Table 4. All four of them are positively correlated
with fear of computer virus. This model accounts for 18.5% of variation in fear of
computer virus (R Square: 0.185). Consistent with the hypotheses, perceived seriousness and
victimization experience both predict fear. Also as hypothesized, people who engage in online
downloading more frequently are more fearful of computer virus. Online shopping is an
unexpected predictor. More online shopping also predicts more fear of computer virus.
Perceived risk is not statistically significant, which rejects the hypothesis.
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Table 4. Multiple Linear Regression (Computer Virus)

R Square: 0.185 b SE Beta t Sig.
Download 0.260 0.082 0.180 3.156 0.002%**
Interaction 0.027 0.062 0.026 0.445 0.657
Publishing 0.014 0.122 0.007 0.114 0.909
Shopping 0.145 0.070 0.122  2.068 0.040*
Gender 0.162 0.211 0.047 0.768 0.443
Race 0.028 0.214 0.008 0.132 0.895
Age 0.018 0.020 0.055 0.938 0.349
Perceived Risk 0.119 0.071  0.102 1.670 0.096
Perceived Seriousness 0.301  0.066  0.264  4.529 0.000**
Victimization 0.266 0.078 0.102 1.670 0.001%*

*p<0.05; **p<0.01

4. Digital Piracy

In terms of fear of digital piracy, Tables 5 shows the regression results. Only two
independent variables are identified as significant predictors. The only hypothesis
supported is with regard to online publishing. Participating in online publishing predicts
more fear of digital piracy. Perceived risk, perceived seriousness, and victimization
experience are all insignificant, contrary to the hypotheses. This model explains more than
43% of variation in fear of digital piracy (R Square: 0.433). Aside from online publishing,
race appears to be the only significant predictor in that racial minorities are more fearful of
digital piracy than White / Caucasian; however, this result is not clear. A one-way
ANOVA on the original measure of race found Asians appear to have a significantly
higher level of fear than other racial groups. Although it is untested in the present study, it
is suspected that this has something to do with the fact that studies have found Asians tend
to have a more favorable attitude toward digital piracy (Swinyard et al., 1990; Yu, 2013).
Perhaps this favorable attitude somehow contributes to more fear of victimization. This
could imply that when it comes to digital piracy, the offenders might be among those who
are worried the most about victimization because they know how easy and prevalent it is.
This proposition certainly remains a conjecture and requires empirical testing.

Table 5. Multiple Linear Regression (Digital Piracy)

R Square: 0.433 b SE Beta t Sig.
Download 0.020 0.034 0.027 0.577 0.565
Interaction -0.024 0.026 -0.045 -0.940 0.348
Publishing 0.659 0.051 0.624 12.855 0.000**
Shopping -0.006 0.029 -0.011 -0.221 0.825
Gender 0.147 0.089 0.084 1.653 0.100
Race 0.187 0.090 0.102 2.070 0.039*
Age -0.002 0.008 -0.014 -0.284 0.777
Perceived Risk 0.002 0.044 0.003 0.053 0.958
Perceived Seriousness 0.059  0.033  0.087 1.773 0.077
Victimization 0.059 0.075 0.040 0.780 0.436

*p<0.05; **p<0.01
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Discussion and Conclusion

The four cyber crimes tested in the present study do not appear to share the same
predictors. For fear of online scam, the significant predictors include online shopping,
perceived risk, and perceived seriousness. For fear of cyber bullying, the significant
predictors include online interaction, online publishing, gender, perceived risk, and
victimization experience. For fear of computer virus, the significant predictors include
online downloading, online shopping, perceived seriousness, and victimization experience.
As for fear of digital piracy, the significant predictors include online publishing and race.

Evidently, no one predictor can predict fear of all four cyber crimes. Age does not
seem to have any impact on fear of cyber crime. Gender only affects fear of cyber bullying
while race only matters in fear of digital piracy. Different online activities are associated
different types of fear respectively. Perceived risk affects fear of online scam and cyber
bullying, but not the other two cyber crimes. Perceived seriousness affects only fear of
computer virus and online scam, whereas victimization experience is only related to fear
of computer virus and cyber bullying. Thus, this analysis indicates that when discussing
fear of cyber crime, it is imperative to be crime-specific. One of the strengths of the
present study is that because of the crime-specific approach, the shadowing effect is
avoided, that is, I do not falsely conclude a certain predictor is important for all fear of
cyber crime when in fact it is only significant for some cyber crimes. Moreover, the
analysis reveals that victimization experience is correlated with different cyber crimes in
different directions in that it is positively correlated with fear of computer virus but the
correlation with fear of cyber bullying is actually negative. This finding could have easily
been overlooked in the absence of crime-specific measures.

Although they do not apply to all cyber crimes, the findings suggest that the traditional
tear of crime predictors (i.e., perceived risk, perceived seriousness, and victimization
experience) should at least be included in the discussion on fear of cyber crime, as
suggested in the literature (Higgins et al., 2008; Henson et al., 2013; Randa, 2013). I have
confirmed that these traditional predictors may play an important role in fear of cyber
crimes. Even when they are not all significant, it has merit to study why they are
influential in some cyber crimes but not others. Compared to other studies on fear of
cyber crime, the present study is the first one to address all three of them together. Hence,
although the findings are not completely consistent with the literature, the present study
should be seen as contributive to more insight into fear of cyber crime. For example,
Randa (2013) found victimization experience is positively correlated with fear of cyber
bullying whereas the findings of the present study indicate a negative correlation. Despite
the discrepancy, together it is found that victimization experience plays an important role
in fear of cyber bullying, but the relationship needs more research to ascertain while
considering what variables are being controlled for.

In addition to the three traditional predictors, Internet activities are included in the
measurement. Unlike previous studies in which Internet exposure or Internet use was
often measured without specifying the specific activity (Roberts et al., 2013), in the
present study Internet use is distinguished into four types of activity, viz., online shopping,
online publishing, online interaction, and online downloading. As expected, these four
activities are respectively correlated with different types of fear of cyber crime (i.e.,
computer virus with online downloading and online shopping; digital piracy with online
publishing; cyber bullying with online interaction and online publishing; online scam with
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online shopping). The findings suggest fear of cyber crime has something to do with
people’s Internet habits and different habits are likely to lead to different types of fear.

It is recommended that future research on fear of crime to take into account more than
one cyber crime in their measurement. Future research can also make a direct comparison
between cyber crimes and conventional crimes. More research is needed to address how
victimization experience may impact fear of cyber crime, especially cyber bullying. Could
victimization experience actually make people more fearless? Is there an unidentified
factor that determines how victimization experience impacts fear of cyber crime? Aside
from victimization experience, why does perceived risk or perceived seriousness only
matter in some cyber crimes but not others? What makes those cyber crimes differentially
immune to perceptions? Furthermore, more research needs to address the relationship
between fear of cyber crime and awareness. Although the literature generally suggests fear
of crime is exaggerated (Jackson, 2004), can we say the same about fear of cyber crime?
Could a low level of fear indicate insufficient awareness? These questions, among others,
require more research to offer an answer.

In terms of policy, no policy should be hastily enacted when the literature in this area
remains scant in depth and breadth. Nevertheless, based on the findings of this study, it is
suggested that schools should better educate students about how to engage in online
activities without increasing victimization opportunities. For instance, this study found
that participating in online downloading increases fear of computer virus. So to reduce
unnecessary fear students should learn how to carefully choose the source of downloads as
well as how to properly scan downloaded files for viruses before activating them on a
computer. Commercial websites should ensure consumer safety by showecasing the
mechanisms in place to protect online shoppers from scams. Social media, such as Twitter
and Facebook ought to make a better effort to discourage malicious commenting that
could amount to cyber bullying. Online publishers, such as Amazon Kindle and YouTube
need to protect intellectual property more eftectively.

The present study illustrates the importance to address fear of cyber crime by specifying
which crime is in question. It also points out the close relationship between online
activities and fear of cyber crime. Although more research is definitely needed in this area,
this study contributes to the literature on fear of crime by taking into consideration the
three major traditional predictors at the same time, which is rarely seen in the literature. It
is not only confirmed they are not the same construct but also proved their applicability to
fear of cyber crime.

Limitations

The strength of the present study resides in the crime-specific measurement that
addresses multiple cyber crimes, while previous studies tended to focus on only one type
of cyber crimes when studying fear of cyber crime. Moreover, the present models are
succinct and yet inclusive of relevant predictors (as reflected on R Squares). On the other
hand, some limitations are notable. First, the sample is based on a convenient sample. The
lack of representativeness is always an issue associated with convenient samples. In this
regard, future replication of the current study using different samples is proposed. This is
the best way to ensure external validity. Second, since the findings suggest the importance
of using crime-specific measurement, it can be a limitation that we only included four
cyber crimes in the discussion. Third, this study did not address prevalence. Most people
scored generally low on fear of cyber crime, which implies a low level of fear among the
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public. Since the sample does not represent the general public, it is not intended to make
in-depth inferences about the prevalence of fear. Therefore, it is beyond the scope of this
study to discuss what ramifications fear of cyber crime could result in. Without more
information about prevalence, it is hard to determine whether fear of cyber crime is
undesirable or perhaps it actually serves as a safeguard against online victimization. Finally,
the interpretation of the quantitative findings requires more qualitative empirical support,
especially with regard to why victimization experience has a negative impact on fear of
cyber bullying and why racial minorities are more fearful of digital piracy.

References
Alshalan, A. (2008). Cyber-crime fear and victimization: An analysis of a national survey.
Retrieved on 15" January 2014 from

http://www.cse.msstate.edu/~dampier/study%20materials/National CrimeStats.pdf.

Barberet, R., & Fisher, B. S. (2009). Can security beget insecurity? Security and crime
prevention awareness and fear of burglary among university students in the East
Midlands. Security Journal, 22(1), 3-23.

Bissett, A., & Shipton, G. (2000). Some human dimensions of computer virus creation
and infection. International Journal of Human-Computer Studies, 52(5), 899-913.

Braungart, M. M., Braungart, R. G., & Hoyer, W. J. (1980). Age, sex, and social factors
in fear of crime. Sociological Focus, 13(1), 55-56

Covington, J., & Taylor, R. B. (2005). Fear of crime in urban residential neighborhoods.
The Sociological Quarterly, 32(2), 231-249.

Cubbage, C. J., & Smith, C. L. (2009). The function of security in reducing women’s fear
of crime in open public spaces: A case study of serial sex attacks at a Western
Australian university. Security Journal, 22(1), 73-86.

Ferraro, K. F. (1996). Women’s fear of victimization: Shadow of sexual assault? Social
Forces, 75(2), 667-690.

Fisher, B. S. (1995). Crime and fear on campus. Annals of the American Academy of Political
and Social Science, 539, 85—101.

Fox, K. A., Nobles, M. R., & Piquero, A. R. (2009). Gender, crime victimization, and
tear of crime. Security Journal, 22(1), 24 — 39.

Hale, C. (1996). Fear of crime: A review of the literature. International Review of
Victimology, 4(2), 79-150.

Henson, B., Reyns, B. W., & Fisher, B. S. (2013). Fear of crime online?: Examining the
effects of risk, previous victimization, and exposure on fear of online interpersonal
victimization. Journal of Contemporary Criminal Justice 29(4), 475-497.

Higgins, G. E., Ricketts, M. L., & Vegh, D. T. (2008). The role of self-control in college
student’s perceived risk and fear of online victimization. American Journal of Criminal
Justice, 33(2), 223-233.

Hovav, A., & D’Arcy. (2004). The impact of virus attack announcements on the market
value of firms. Information Systems Security, 13(3), 32-40.

Jackson, J. (2004). Experience and expression: Social and cultural significance in the fear of
crime. British_Journal of Criminology, 44(6), 946-966.

Jennings, W. G., Gover, A. R., & Pudrzynska, D. (2007). Are institutions of higher
learning safe? A descriptive study of campus safety issues and self-reported campus

victimization among male and female college students. Journal of Criminal Justice
Education, 18(2), 191-208.

45

© 2014 International Journal of Cyber Criminology. All rights reserved. Under a ti Attributi ial-Share Alike 2.5 India License



Yu - Fear of Cyber Crime among College Students in the United States

Keane, C. (1995). Victimization and fear: Assessing the role of the offender and the
offence. Canadian Journal of Criminology, 37, 431-455.

King, R. (2009). Women’s fear of crime on university campuses: New directions? Security
Journal, 22(1), 87-99.

Liska, A. E., Sanchirico, A., & Reed, M. D. (1988). Fear of crime and constrained
behavior specifying and estimating a reciprocal eftects model. Social Forces, 66(3), 827-
837.

May, D. C., Rader, N. E., & Goodrum, S. (2010). A gendered assessment of the “‘threat
of victimization”: Examining gender differences in fear of crime, perceived risk,
avoidance, and defensive behaviors. Criminal Justice Review, 35(2), 159-182.

Mohammed, A. M., Saridakis, G., & Sookram, S. (2009). Do victims of crime fear crime
more?: Empirical evidence from the survey of living conditions of Trinidad and
Tobago. Working Paper, No. 19.

Murray, W. H. (1988). The application of epidemiology to computer viruses. Computers &
Security, 7(2), 139-145.

O’Brien, R. M. (2007). A caution regarding rules of thumb for variance inflation factors.
Quality & Quantity, 41, 673-390.

Ortega, S. T., & Myles, J. L. (1987). Race and gender effects on fear of crime: An
interactive model with age. Criminology, 25(1), 133-152.

Osborne, J., & Waters, E. (2002). Four assumptions of multiple regression that researchers
should always test. Practical Assessment, Research & Evaluation, 8(2). Retrieved on 16"
November 2012 from http://PAREonline.net/getvn.asp?v=8&n=2.

Randa, R. (2013). The influence of the cyber-social environment on fear of victimization:
Cyber bullying and school. Security Journal, 26, 331-348.

Roberts, L. D., Indermaur, D., & Spiranovic, C. (2013). Fear of cyber-identity theft and
related fraudulent activity. Psychiatry, Psychology, & Law, 20(3), 315-328.

Rountree, P. (1998). A reexamination of the crime-fear linkage. Journal of Research in
Crime and Delinquency, 35(3), 341-372.

Russo, S. & Roccato, M. (2010). How long does victimization foster fear of crime? A
longitudinal study. Journal of Community Psychology, 38(8), 1520-6629.

Skogan, W. G. (1987). The impact of victimization on fear. Crime & Deliquency, 33(1),
135-154.

Smith, L. N., & Hill, G. D. (1991). Victimization and fear of crime. Criminal Justice and
Behavior, 18(2), 217-39.

Swinyard, W. R., Rinne, H., & Kau, A. K. (1990). The morality of software piracy: A
cross-cultural analysis. Journal of Business Ethics, 9(8), 655-664.

Warr, M. (2000). Fear of crime in the United States: Avenues for research and policy. In
D. Duftee (Ed.), Measurement and analysis of crime and justice (Vol. 4, pp. 452-489).
Woashington, DC: National Institute of Justice.

Wilsem, J. (2013). Hacking and harassment: Do they have something in common?
Comparing risk factors for online victimization. Journal of Contemporary Criminal Justice,
29(4), 437-453.

Yu, S. (2012). College students’ justification for digital piracy: A mixed method study.
Journal of Mixed Methods Research, 6(4), 364-378.

Yu, S. (2013). Digital piracy justification: Asian students versus American students.
International Criminal Justice Review, 23(2), 185-196.

46

© 2014 International Journal of Cyber Criminology. All rights reserved. Under a ti) Attributi ial-Share Alike 2.5 India License




<<
  /ASCII85EncodePages false
  /AllowTransparency false
  /AutoPositionEPSFiles true
  /AutoRotatePages /None
  /Binding /Left
  /CalGrayProfile (Dot Gain 20%)
  /CalRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CalCMYKProfile (U.S. Web Coated \050SWOP\051 v2)
  /sRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CannotEmbedFontPolicy /Error
  /CompatibilityLevel 1.4
  /CompressObjects /Tags
  /CompressPages true
  /ConvertImagesToIndexed true
  /PassThroughJPEGImages true
  /CreateJDFFile false
  /CreateJobTicket false
  /DefaultRenderingIntent /Default
  /DetectBlends true
  /DetectCurves 0.0000
  /ColorConversionStrategy /CMYK
  /DoThumbnails false
  /EmbedAllFonts true
  /EmbedOpenType false
  /ParseICCProfilesInComments true
  /EmbedJobOptions true
  /DSCReportingLevel 0
  /EmitDSCWarnings false
  /EndPage -1
  /ImageMemory 1048576
  /LockDistillerParams false
  /MaxSubsetPct 100
  /Optimize true
  /OPM 1
  /ParseDSCComments true
  /ParseDSCCommentsForDocInfo true
  /PreserveCopyPage true
  /PreserveDICMYKValues true
  /PreserveEPSInfo true
  /PreserveFlatness true
  /PreserveHalftoneInfo false
  /PreserveOPIComments true
  /PreserveOverprintSettings true
  /StartPage 1
  /SubsetFonts true
  /TransferFunctionInfo /Apply
  /UCRandBGInfo /Preserve
  /UsePrologue false
  /ColorSettingsFile ()
  /AlwaysEmbed [ true
  ]
  /NeverEmbed [ true
  ]
  /AntiAliasColorImages false
  /CropColorImages true
  /ColorImageMinResolution 300
  /ColorImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleColorImages true
  /ColorImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /ColorImageResolution 300
  /ColorImageDepth -1
  /ColorImageMinDownsampleDepth 1
  /ColorImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeColorImages true
  /ColorImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterColorImages true
  /ColorImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /ColorACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /ColorImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /AntiAliasGrayImages false
  /CropGrayImages true
  /GrayImageMinResolution 300
  /GrayImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleGrayImages true
  /GrayImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /GrayImageResolution 300
  /GrayImageDepth -1
  /GrayImageMinDownsampleDepth 2
  /GrayImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeGrayImages true
  /GrayImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterGrayImages true
  /GrayImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /GrayACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /GrayImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /AntiAliasMonoImages false
  /CropMonoImages true
  /MonoImageMinResolution 1200
  /MonoImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleMonoImages true
  /MonoImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /MonoImageResolution 1200
  /MonoImageDepth -1
  /MonoImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeMonoImages true
  /MonoImageFilter /CCITTFaxEncode
  /MonoImageDict <<
    /K -1
  >>
  /AllowPSXObjects false
  /CheckCompliance [
    /None
  ]
  /PDFX1aCheck false
  /PDFX3Check false
  /PDFXCompliantPDFOnly false
  /PDFXNoTrimBoxError true
  /PDFXTrimBoxToMediaBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXSetBleedBoxToMediaBox true
  /PDFXBleedBoxToTrimBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXOutputIntentProfile ()
  /PDFXOutputConditionIdentifier ()
  /PDFXOutputCondition ()
  /PDFXRegistryName ()
  /PDFXTrapped /False

  /Description <<
    /CHS <FEFF4f7f75288fd94e9b8bbe5b9a521b5efa7684002000410064006f006200650020005000440046002065876863900275284e8e9ad88d2891cf76845370524d53705237300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c676562535f00521b5efa768400200050004400460020658768633002>
    /CHT <FEFF4f7f752890194e9b8a2d7f6e5efa7acb7684002000410064006f006200650020005000440046002065874ef69069752865bc9ad854c18cea76845370524d5370523786557406300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c4f86958b555f5df25efa7acb76840020005000440046002065874ef63002>
    /DAN <>
    /DEU <>
    /ESP <>
    /FRA <>
    /ITA <>
    /JPN <FEFF9ad854c18cea306a30d730ea30d730ec30b951fa529b7528002000410064006f0062006500200050004400460020658766f8306e4f5c6210306b4f7f75283057307e305930023053306e8a2d5b9a30674f5c62103055308c305f0020005000440046002030d530a130a430eb306f3001004100630072006f0062006100740020304a30883073002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee5964d3067958b304f30533068304c3067304d307e305930023053306e8a2d5b9a306b306f30d530a930f330c8306e57cb30818fbc307f304c5fc59808306730593002>
    /KOR <FEFFc7740020c124c815c7440020c0acc6a9d558c5ec0020ace0d488c9c80020c2dcd5d80020c778c1c4c5d00020ac00c7a50020c801d569d55c002000410064006f0062006500200050004400460020bb38c11cb97c0020c791c131d569b2c8b2e4002e0020c774b807ac8c0020c791c131b41c00200050004400460020bb38c11cb2940020004100630072006f0062006100740020bc0f002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e00300020c774c0c1c5d0c11c0020c5f40020c2180020c788c2b5b2c8b2e4002e>
    /NLD (Gebruik deze instellingen om Adobe PDF-documenten te maken die zijn geoptimaliseerd voor prepress-afdrukken van hoge kwaliteit. De gemaakte PDF-documenten kunnen worden geopend met Acrobat en Adobe Reader 5.0 en hoger.)
    /NOR <>
    /PTB <>
    /SUO <>
    /SVE <>
    /ENU (Use these settings to create Adobe PDF documents best suited for high-quality prepress printing.  Created PDF documents can be opened with Acrobat and Adobe Reader 5.0 and later.)
  >>
  /Namespace [
    (Adobe)
    (Common)
    (1.0)
  ]
  /OtherNamespaces [
    <<
      /AsReaderSpreads false
      /CropImagesToFrames true
      /ErrorControl /WarnAndContinue
      /FlattenerIgnoreSpreadOverrides false
      /IncludeGuidesGrids false
      /IncludeNonPrinting false
      /IncludeSlug false
      /Namespace [
        (Adobe)
        (InDesign)
        (4.0)
      ]
      /OmitPlacedBitmaps false
      /OmitPlacedEPS false
      /OmitPlacedPDF false
      /SimulateOverprint /Legacy
    >>
    <<
      /AddBleedMarks false
      /AddColorBars false
      /AddCropMarks false
      /AddPageInfo false
      /AddRegMarks false
      /ConvertColors /ConvertToCMYK
      /DestinationProfileName ()
      /DestinationProfileSelector /DocumentCMYK
      /Downsample16BitImages true
      /FlattenerPreset <<
        /PresetSelector /MediumResolution
      >>
      /FormElements false
      /GenerateStructure false
      /IncludeBookmarks false
      /IncludeHyperlinks false
      /IncludeInteractive false
      /IncludeLayers false
      /IncludeProfiles false
      /MultimediaHandling /UseObjectSettings
      /Namespace [
        (Adobe)
        (CreativeSuite)
        (2.0)
      ]
      /PDFXOutputIntentProfileSelector /DocumentCMYK
      /PreserveEditing true
      /UntaggedCMYKHandling /LeaveUntagged
      /UntaggedRGBHandling /UseDocumentProfile
      /UseDocumentBleed false
    >>
  ]
>> setdistillerparams
<<
  /HWResolution [2400 2400]
  /PageSize [612.000 792.000]
>> setpagedevice




