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Survey guestions

Meaning of ,security"

Social cohesion

Crime talk & victimisation

How safe do you feel...?
Satisfaction with security
Experiences with crime and violence

Sample size: 282

47 residents from each of the six
neighbourhoods

Method: “Convenience sampling*
(nonprobability sampling method)

E»

Variables

Gender (MALE, FEMALE)
Age (16 — 32 YEARS, 33 - 87 YEARYS)
Race (WHITE, NONWHITE)
Religion (CATHOLIC, OTHER)
Income (LOW, MIDDLE_HIGH)
Economic class (LOW, MIDDLE_HIGH)
Education (LOW_MIDDLE, MIDDLE_HIGH)
Place of domicile / neighbourhoods
Vidigal (VID)
Santissimo (SANT)
Complexo do Alemao (CDA)
Tabuleiro* (TAB)
Botafogo (BOT)
Novo Leblon (NL)
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Vidigal Santissimo

Complexo do Tabuleiro

Alemao

Botafogo

Novo
Leblon

Zone South West

Drug traffickers (TCP);
Military Police;
Militias

Security Drug traffickers
provider (ADA);
UPP

North North

Drug traffickers (CV);  Militias
Military;
UPP

South

Military
Police

East

Private
Security
Company
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‘agree’ responses) = =2 a E ESE8 22 _g = g
MALE 7549 507 439 40.3 55.
FEMALE 65.4 44 9 421 394 48.8
Age 16—-32Y¥EBEARS 647 399 41 349 43.3*
33-87YEBEARS 802 G0* 44 G 432 57 .8*
Race WHITE G1.8** 4349 41 349 43.3*
MOMWHITE 76.9** 503 44 G 432 h7.8*
Religion CATHOLIC 73 524 457 451 553
OTHER 69.4 458 41.7 38.3 B1.7
Income LOW G9.5 432* 38.9* 35.4* 49 1*
MIDDLE_HIGH 75 H8.5* h4 5* he.6* 64.9*%
Economic LOW 7.5 51.2 46.7* 44 67 .7
class MIDDLE_HIGH 5&58.6%* 40.2 33.7F 333 33.3%
Education LOW _MIDDLE 739 51.5 46.3 391 492
MIDDLE_HIGH &9.7 46.1 41.6 40.6 hed
Meighbourhood VID 936 T39* TJ02** 63** g3 2%
BOT 3627 2h*= 24 4% 15.2%* 24 3%
CDA T1.1%*  4839** 239 44 7** 3JBLE
TAB 61.7** 29.8%* 422%** 19.1*** 28.3***
SAMNT a7y .g9***  @e*** BT 4% BT 4*** Qi J***
ML 63.8%* 42.6%* 37 41 .3** 279
Total 70.8 47.8 43 40.1 b2
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Factor: Social cohesion

Social cohesion in the neighbourhood
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Batafogo Complexo do Tabuleiro Santissimo MNavao Leblon
Alemao
Neighbourhood
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Crime talk and victimisation  Did you talk with Do you think it is

anyone about possible that you
crime or violence become the victim of
in the pasttwo a crime in the next
(percentage of ‘yes’ responses) weeks? twelve months?
MALE 81.4 85.5
FEMALE 735 808
Age 16— 32 YEARS 72 867
33- 87 YEARS 732 8.3
Race WHITE 7.3 a2
MOMNWHITE 78.1 86.71
Religion CATHOLIC 4.4 80.8
OTHER 79.8 84.6
Income LOW 8.1 a4 .4
MIDDLE_HIGH 825 853
Economic LW 81.7* 86.71
class MIDDLE_HIGH G69.7* 79.8
Education LOW_MIDDLE G5.2** 2.1*
MIDDLE_HIGH a1.7* av.9*
Neighbourhood VID 89 4% g7 g***
BOT G5 2*** 60 5***
CDA T4.5%** 8%
TAB BE*** BE***
SANT 100*** 100***
ML Q2% g5 7***
Total 77.6 83.4 12




Experiences with crime and = £ &
= 0 -
violence 8 o B = § 59 c
§Ss¢ § ot 2535
3882 3552 53pws
385 3z88 ELIs%
=g -8 =mgom -
: 2085 $48g5 2:259¢
{percentage of ‘yes' responses) EE E 2 FZg2 Ezg8 e
MALE 50.3 634 65.7
FEMALE 53.3 61.5 61.2
Age 16— 32 YEARS 538 598 65.1
33-87YEARS 48, 66, 61.6
Race WHITE 34 5% 49 3% 45 8%
NMONWHITE 63.5% 76.9*** 7565
Religion CATHOLIC 2.4 3.7 61
OTHER 51.5 66.1 64.2
Income LOW 556 69.5 707
MIDDLE_HIGH 475 57 ha8.2
Economic class LOW 63.8%* 782" 8.6
MIDDLE_HIGH 222" 33 3787
Education LOW_MIDDLE 46.4 73.57 63.2
MIDDLE_HIGH 531 591" 63.9
Neighbourhood VID 95 7 a4 g** 93 5™
BOT 2347 29 8% 44 7
CDA 89 4+ 65 2" 65 2%
TAB 217 74 .5 54 5
SANT 100*** 100 100***
ML Q== 213 23 4%
Total 51.8 62.5 63.5
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INEQUALITY OF SECURITY

DEFINITION

A condition in which the Right to Security
— a universal human right and a highly
valued societal good — is not enjoyed by
all citizens to the same extent.
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A

DISCUSSION

What are the implications of
the inequality of security
for the legitimacy of the

Brazilian state?
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MUITO OBRIGADA PELA ATENCAO!

verena.brahler.12@ucl.ac.uk
www.researchingsecurity.org
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