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homicide among Anglos. The presence of such a strong relationship is further 

supported by the contingency coefficient of 0.582 and the Cramer’s V of 0.715.

As with other social groupments, quarrels are the modal type of homicidal 

act among Anglos killed by primary associates (73.1%). However, robberies are 

clearly predominant among non-primary homicides (80.0%) within this groupment. 

Anglo victims are almost evenly divided between primary (50.8%) and non-primary 

(49.2%) victim offender relationships. Among primary cases, robberies (12.9%) 

are second only to quarrels in this order of frequency with executions (7.5%) and 

assassinations (6.5%) being almost equally represented. For non-primary cases, 

quarrels (12.2%) follow robberies in terms of relative frequency and 

assassinations (1.1%) are rare in comparison to executions (6.7%).

Modal categories for American Blacks are similar to those for Anglos but 

less pronounced. Quarrels (88.7%) predominate among primary cases and robberies 

(65.7%) among non-primary ones. Assassination is proportionately as frequent 

among Blacks killed by primary associates (6.8%) as among Anglos, but robberies 

(3.0%) and executions (1.5%) are much rarer among Blacks killed in primary 

relationships. Among non-primary cases, robberies were less frequent among 

Blacks than among Anglos but quarrels (22.9%) and assassinations (5.7%) are more 

common. Executions are almost as frequent among Blacks (5.7%) as among Anglos 

(6.7%).

Chi Square (171.244) is, by some standards, confounded for this sub-table by 

several cells with frequencies of four cases. Chi Square, however, is 

statistically significant at the .001 level. Type of relationship and homicidal 

act explain 44% of the variance in the frequency of homicide among Blacks 

(lambda-0.442). This relationship is also supported by the contingency 

coefficient of 0.592 and the Cramer’s V of 0.715.

The Jamaican sub-table has a Chi Square that fails to attain statistical



significance (prob-0.089) and is severely confounded by low cell frequencies. 

However, lambda (0.429) indicates that almost as much variance in homicide 

frequency among Jamaicans is explained by the type of homicidal act and the type 

of victim-offender relationship as is among Blacks. Like the second sub-table, 

this section of table la.3 has a strong contingency coefficient (0.,611) and 

Cramer’s V (0.770).

Jamaicans killed in the context of a primary relationship died principally 

in quarrels (66.0%) but robberies, assassinations, and executions (11.1% each) 

are also represented. Possibly because of their seclusiveness, the few killed in 

non-primary relationships (N**2) died in robberies. Though little can be inferred 

from this distribution because of low cell frequencies, it must be noted that, of 

any social groupment Jamaican victims have the highest proportion of primary 

homicides (89.1%) followed by American Blacks (79.1%) and Hispanics (74.5%). 

Categorically opposed to these groups are the more evenly divided Colombians 

(54.2% primary) and Anglos (50.8%).

While quarrels are the modal circumstance of primary homicide among 

Colombians (46.2%), assassinations (30.8%) are much more prominent here than in 

any other group examined. Executions are also more common in primary 

relationships among Colombians (15.4%) than elsewhere. Colombians dying by the 

acts of a non-primary associate were most often robbed (36.4%) or executed 

(36.4%). Assassination was the third most frequent type of act (18.2%) resulting 

in death among this group of Colombian victims.

The Chi Square for the Colombian sub-table (6.584) is uninterpretable and 

fails to attain statistical significance (prob-0.086). Lambda for this groupment 

(0.286) is the lowest for any examined in table la.3. Thus, it appears that 

types of acts and victim-offender relationships are less closely related among 

Colombians than among other social groupments examined here. This sub-table has



a contingency coefficient of 0.464 and a Cramer’s V of 0.524.

Among Hispanics, quarrels (76.0%) and assassinations (14.9%) outstrip 

executions (2.9%) and robberies (6.3%) among primary cases while robberies 

predominate the non-primary category (71.7%). Executions are more heavily 

represented among non-primary cases with Hispanic victims (50.0%) than among 

other social groupments but constitute only a small proportion (8.3%) of this 

relational category.

This sub-table’s Chi Square is marginally interpretable (117.850) and 

statistically significant at the .001 level. Type of homicidal act and victim- 

offender relationship explicate almost 44% of the variance in the frequency of 

homicide (Lambda-0.435) within this social groupment. The presence of such a 

strong relationship is also evidenced in the contingency coefficient of 0.578 and 

the Cramer’s V of 0.708.

Two subdivisions are worthy of note among these groupments. The first was 

referred to above. Here, Jamaicans, Blacks, and Hispanics are strongly 

associated with primary victim-offender relationships while among Anglos and 

Colombians primary relationships are only slightly more frequent than non-primary 

ones. Secondly, it is evident that, among primary relationships, quarrels play a 

considerably larger role in the Anglo, Black, and Hispanic communities’ homicide 

rates than they do among Jamaicans and Colombians. While the first grouping 

seems logically and empirically attributable to the proportion of victims in low 

SES situations (see table la .l), the second set of groupments is thought to be a 

function of Jamaican and Colombian drug involvement. The effect of victim’s SES 

on the type of victim-offender relationship and the type of homicidal act remain 

to be analyzed in table la.4.

As with social groupments, quarrels are the modal category for primary 

homicides across all SES levels. However, this is much truer of the lower



Table l a . 4 :  The D i s t r ib u t io n  o f  Socioeconomic S ta tu s  Levels ac ro ss  Types o f  Homicidal Acts w i th in  Non-Drug 
Involved and Drug Involved Groups.*

V ictim 's
Socioeconomic
S ta tus Quarrel

Non-Drug Involved 
A ssass in a t io n  Execution Robbery Quarrel

Drug-Involved 
A ssas s in a t io n  Execution Robbery

Low 218 21 3 11 18 2 4 52
86.2$ 8 .3$ 1.2$ 4 .3$ 21.6$ 2 .7$ 5 .4$ 70.3$
81.4$ 51.2$ 27.3$ 50.0$ 51.6$ 40.0$ 26.7$ 40.6$

Kiddle 126 16 5 8 12 2 8 52
81.3$ 10.3$ 3.2$ 5.2$ 16.2$ 2.7$ 10.8$ 70.3$
35.5$ 39.0$ 45.5$ 36.4$ 38.7$ 40.0$ 53.3$ 40.6$

High 11 4 3 3 3 1 3 24
52.4$ 19.0$ 14.3$ 14.3$ 9.7$ 3 .2$ 9 .7$ 77.41

3.1$ 9.8$ 27.3$ 13.6$ 9.7$ 20.0$ 20.0$ 18.81

Column Total 355
82.8$

41
9.6$

11
2.6$

22
5.1$

31
17.3$

5
2.8$

15
8.4$

128
71.51

*The f i r s t  percentage r e f e r s  to  th e  p ropor tion  o f  th e  grouping in  th e  t a b l e  row. 
The second percentage r e f e r s  to  th e  p rop o r tio n  o f  cases  in  th e  column row.
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(86.2%) and middle (81.3%) SES victims than those of the upper class (52.4%).

Among non-primary cases, robberies are only slightly more common among the upper 

class (77.4%) than elsewhere. Among lower (77.4%) and middle (67.7%) class 

victims, primary relationships are most common. However, non-primary 

relationships predominate among high SES victims (59.6%). This distribution 

roughly parallels that between Jamaicans, Blacks, and Hispanics as opposed to 

Anglos and Colombians that was noted in table la.3. Thus, the attribution of 

this later division to socioeconomic factors appears to be supported by the data.

Among low SES victims killed in quarrels (93.2%) and assassinations (91.3%), 

primary relations are most common. Executions (57.1%) and robberies (82.5%) are 

principally associated with non-primary victim-offender relationships. The 

pattern for the middle SES category is the same. Primary relations are modal 

among victims of quarrels (91.3%) and assassinations (88.9%) while most middle 

class victims of executions 961.5%) and robberies (86.7%) died at the hands of a 

non-primary associate. The high SES group is also distributed in this fashion 

except that robberies occur with equal regularity within both relational 

categories.

Chi Square for each of these sub-tables is confounded by low cell 

frequencies. However, each of these statistics is significant at the .001 level.

The explanatory power of the type of act and relationship involved in a case is 

greatest among middle SES victims (lambda-0.527) and weakest for those of the 

upper class (lambda-0.413). Low SES victims (lambda-0.467) are intermediate but 

all of these correlations are rather strong.

Lambda values for SES levels are felt to be of roughly equivalent strength 

to those for social groupments. Perusal of row frequencies in tables la.3 and 

la.4 leads to the conclusion that SES is a major factor in explaining the 

distribution of quarrels and robberies across types of relationships but the



frequency of executions and assassinations within these relational categories is 

more often a function of victim’s groupment. The latter pair of act-types are 

associated with social control killings by Black's logic (1984) and Reuter's 

evidence (1984).

HOMICIDE AND SCENE ACCESSIBILITY

Hypothesis 2: The frequency of homicide across types of homicidal acts for the 
overall population will be inversely related to the crime scene’s relative 
accessibility to formal control agents.

Corollary a: The only major exceptions to this general tendency will involve 
"high visibility" crimes against drug traffickers which can be explained as a 
function of the illegal marketeers* need to establish normative boundaries and 
maintain social control.

Hypothesis two relates the frequency of different types of homicidal acts 

to the relative accessibility of the crime scene to formal control agents. The 

analysis will first crosstabulate types of acts with levels of accessibility.

Then the association of these types of acts with social groupments and SES levels 

will be examined in the context of the three basic levels of relative crime scene 

accessibility. Finally a series of ANOVA's will be used to statistically clarify 

these relationships. After specifying the amount of variance in accessibility 

that is explained by type of homicidal act, ANOVA will be used to compare the 

relative explanatory power of victims’ social groupment and SES. Then attention 

will turn to the corollary of hypothesis 2 which introduces the theoretical 

import of drug market levels and crime visibility. Types of homicidal acts are 

crosstabulated with levels of relative accessibility across the three levels of 

the illicit drug market. Then the impact of market levels, along with types of 

lethal acts, on accessibility is estimated using ANOVA procedures. Then the 

effects of social groupments, SES levels and Market levels on accessibility are 

similarly described. Finally, the impact of victim’s social groupment, SES, and 

market level on visibility is analyzed.



Table 2.1 is a crosstabulation of types of homicidal acts with levels of 

scene accessibility to control agents. The Chi Square of 32.348 is statistically 

significant. In combination these two variables explain almost 7% of the 

variance in the frequency of homicide (lambda-0.068). Both the contingency 

coefficient and Cramer's V for this table equal 0.191.

Quarrels are bimodal in their distribution across accessibility levels with 

residences (45.2%) and open areas (35.5%) being the predominant settings for 

these fatal interactions. Assassinations are associated primarily with open 

areas (53.8%) while executions occurred mainly within residences (61.8%). 

Robberies are associated mainly with open areas (47.5%) and residences (33.3%).

Table 2.2 examines the groupment influences on this distribution by 

juxtaposing victims* groupment with the circumstances of the killing for each 

level of scene accessibility. Its first five columns deal with crimes occurring 

in residences. Its confounded Chi Square of 73.496 is statistically significant. 

Over nine percent of the variance in the frequency of residential homicide is 

explained by groupment and type of act (lambda-0.092). The contingency 

coefficient for these residential killings is 0.420 while Cramer's V equals 

0.291.

The next sub-group of cases in table 2.2 examines crimes occurring in 

various places of business. Its Chi Square of 40.444 is significant but 

uninterpretable since most cells have a frequency of less than five cases.

Victim’s groupment and the type of homicidal act have slightly less explanatory 

power for this intermediate level of accessibility (lambda-0.071) than they did 

for residential cases. This is also evident in this table's Cramer's V of 0.291 

and contingency coefficient of 0.450.

Open areas are examined in the last sub-table of 2.2. Chi Square (87.515) 

for this table is again significant but severely confounded. The victim's social
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T a b l e  2 . 1 :  The D i s t r i b u t i o n  o f  T y p es  o f  H o m ic id a l  A c ts  a c r o s s  L e v e l s  o f
C rim e  S c e n e  A c c e s s i b i l i t y . *

L ev e l  o f  A c c e s s i b i l i t y

Type o f Low M o d e r a te H igh
H o m ic id a l  A c t ( R e s i d e n c e ) ( B u s i n e s s ) (O pen A r e a s )

Q u a r r e l 220 94 173
45 .2% 19.3% 35.5%
63.2% 58.8% 50.6%

A s s a s s i n a t i o n 26 22 56
25.0% 21.2% 53.8%

7.5% 13.8% 16.4%

E x e c u t i o n 34 5 16
61.8% 9.1% 29.1%

9.8% 3.1% 4.7%

R o b b e ry 68 39 97
33.3% 19.1% 47.5%
19.5% 24.4% 28.4%

348 160 342
40 .9% 18.8% 40.2%

*The f i r s t  p e r c e n t a g e  r e f e r s  t o  t h e  p r o p o r t i o n  o f  t h e  g r o u p i n g  i n  t h e  
t a b l e  row .
The s e c o n d  p e r c e n t a g e  r e f e r s  t o  t h e  p r o p o r t i o n  o f  c a s e s  i n  t h e  co lu m n  
ro w .



Table 2.2: The Distribution of Types of Homicidal fcts across Social Groupments of Victims within Levels of Crime Scene Accessibility.*

Type 
sf Act Anglo Black

Residence

Jamai
can

Colom
bian

His
panic

Anglo Black

Business

Jamai- Colom- 
can bian

His
panic

Anglo

Open Areas

Black Jamai- Colom- 
can bian

His
panic

Quarrel 41 117 3 4 51 12 33 1 1 47 23 93 3 2 44
19. OS 54.25 1.45 1.95 23.65 12.85 35.15 1.15 1.15 50.05 13.55 57.65 1.85 1.25 25.91
5c.es 1C.75 50.05 28.65 52.65 38.75' 63.55 100.05 16.75 66.15 31.95 66.25 37.55 16.75 46.31

Assassinated e £ 4 1 14 2 5 0 3 12 2 19 3 6 25
23. IS IE.45 3.85 3.85 53.85 5.7i 22.75 0.05 13.65 54.55 3.65 34.55 5.55 10.95 45.51
7.4? 2.95 IE. 75 7.15 14.47 £.55 9.6' 0.05 50.05 17.45 2.85 12.85 37.55 50.05 26.31

Execution 4 11 O 7 11 5 0 0 - 0 0 4 4 1 3 4
12.15 33.35 0.05 21.25 33.35 100.05 C.05 0.05 0.05 o.os 25.05 25.05 6.35 le.Bi 25.01
4:95 7.55 0.05 50. OS 11.35 16.35 C.05 0.05 0.05 0.05 5.65 2.75 12.55 25.05 4.21

Robbery 30 — 2 2 21 72 14 C 2 10 43 27 1 1 22
44. IS 1 5 . l ' r 7.95 2.95 3C.95 37.6'- 3E.B5 0.05 5.35 26.35 45.75 2e.7S 1.15 1.15 23.41
37.05 5.05 33.35 14.35 4»t 65 38.75 2E.9' 0.05 33.35 14.55 59.75 18.25 12.55 8.35 23.21

Column Total 61 145 £ 14 97 31 s-? 1 6 69 72 148 8 12 95
23.65 47.35 7.75 4.15 28.35 i c . e r 32.75 .65 3.85 43.45 21.55 44.25 2.45 3.65 28.41

‘ The f i r s t  percentage refers to the proportion of the grouping ir. the table row. 
The second percentage refers to  the proportion of cases in the column row.



groupment and the type of homicidal act have greater explanatory power here than 

for any other level of accessibility (lambda-0.131) in that they explain 13% of 

the variance in frequency of homicide for this sub-population of cases. This 

sub-table has a contingency coefficient of 0.455 and a Cramer’s V of 0.29S.

Perusal of the residential sub-table indicates that American Blacks (54.2%) 

and, to a lesser extent Hispanics (23.6%) and Anglos (19.0%), are most closely 

associated with quarrels. Assassination victims are most likely to be Hispanics 

(53.8%), Anglos (23.1%), or American Blacks (15.4%) when the crime occurs in a 

residence. Executions are more evenly distributed among Hispanics (33.3%), 

Colombians (21.2%), and Anglos (12.1%) but Jamaicans are not represented in this 

sub-category. Anglos (44.1%) and Hispanics (30.9%) are the most frequent victims 

of residential robberies, followed by American Blacks (19.1%). Jamaicans and 

Colombians are not often victimized in this sort of scenario (2.9% each). Blacks 

are the most frequently victimized in the home. This finding is consistent with 

those of Wolfgang (1957, 1958).

A somewhat divergent pattern of groupment associations with types of acts is 

to be noted among cases occurring in places of business. Hispanics are more 

closely associated with quarrels in this intermediate level of accessibility 

(54.5%) than are American Blacks (35.1%). The same is true of assassinations.

Only Anglos were executed in such locations. Blacks (36.8%) and Anglos (31.6%) 

dominate the robbery classification for this table but Hispanics (26.3%) are also 

represented as are two Colombians (5.3%). Hispanics are heavily represented 

among quarrel victims in this sub-table (50.0%) due to the number of barroom 

disputes that involve firearms in the poorer section of "Little Havana".

The last sub-table in 2.2 examines all deaths occurring in areas open to police 

scrutiny. As with other accessibility levels, quarrels are the modal category 

(42.6%). As in residential crimes, American Blacks constitute the majority of



victims killed in quarrels in open areas (57.6%). Hispanics are also well 

represented here (25.9%). Hispanics (45.5%), and Blacks (34.5%) were most often 

assassinated in areas open to police patrols but Colombians were also killed with 

some regularity (10.6%) in this scenario. Anglos, Blacks, and Hispanics were 

executed with equal (25.0%) frequency in open areas but Colombians are also 

associated with this type of homicidal act (18.8%). Anglos (45.7%) were by far 

the most frequent victims of robberies in open areas, followed by Black Americans 

(28.7%) and Hispanics (23.4%). Blacks (43.9%) and Hispanics (27.9%) were the 

most frequent victims of homicide in open areas. Reference to table la.l 

indicates that SES is the likely factor in explaining this tendency. This 

explanation is further explored in the analysis of table 2.3 which crosstabulates 

SES levels with types of lethal acts, sub-divided by levels of accessibility.

The first sub-table in 2.3 juxtaposes type of act with victim’s SES level 

for all residential killings. Though confounded by low cell frequencies, the Chi 

Square of 34.729 is statistically significant. This table’s lambda (0.065) is 

smaller than the comparable one for table 2.2 (0.092). The presence of a weak 

relationship between these variables is also inferred from the contingency 

coefficient of 0.326 that is augmented by its Cramer’s V of 0.244.

The second sub-table in 2.3 is comparable to the second third of 2.2 in 

that it examines cases occurring in places of business. Its lambda of 0.092 is 

considerably less than that for table 2.3 (0.084), however, demonstrating the 

superior predictive power of social groupment relative to SES. Lower class 

victims are the modal social group involved here also while quarrels are the most 

frequent circumstance of death. The Chi Square for this table (15.039) is not 

significant at the .01 level and is confounded by low cell frequencies. The 

contingency coefficient for this sub-table is 0.303 and Cramer’s V equals 0.225.

The last sub-table of 2.3 scrutinizes the effects of type of act and



Table 2.3: The D is tribution of Types of Homicidal Acts across Victims' Socioeconomic Status Level within Levels of
Crime Scene A ccessib ility .*

Type o f  Act Low
Residence

Kiddle High Low
Business

Middle High Low
Open Areas 

Middle High

Quarrel 110 73 5 46 37 6 76 27 3
58.55 38.85 2 .7 5 51.75 41.65 6 .7 5 71.75 25.55 2 .85
74.35 60.85 20.85 62.25 ' 64 .95 33.35 61.85 39.75 16.75

A ssass in a ted 11 11 1 10 8 3 17 12 4
47.85 47.85 4 .3 5 47.65 38.15 14.35 51.55 36.45 12.15

7 .45 9 .25 4 .25 13.55 14.05 16.75 13.85 17.65 22.25

Execution 9 13 6 2 0 3 I 3 0
32.15 46.45 21.45 40.05 0 .05 60.05 50.05 50.05 0 .0 5

6 .15 10.85 25.05 12.75 0 .05 16.75 2.45 4 .4 5 0 .0 5

Robbery 18 23 12 16 12 6 27 26 11
34.05 43.45 22.65 47.15 35.35 17.65 42.25 40.65 17.25
12.25 19.25 50.05 21.65 21.15 33.35 22.05 38.25 61.15

Column Total 148 120 24 74 57 18 123 68 18
50.75 41.15 8 .2 5 49.75 38.35 12.15 58.95 32.55 8.63

*The f i r s t  p e rcen tag e  r e f e r s  to  th e  p ro p o r t io n  o f  th e  grouping in  th e  t a b l e  row. 
The second p e rcen tag e  r e f e r s  to  th e  p ro p o r t io n  o f  ca ses  in  th e  column row.



victim’s SES in highly accessible (i.e. open) areas. Chi Square (20.566) is 

significant but confounded. Lambda equals only 0.042 in this instance while the 

analogous table for social groupments had a lambda of 0.131. Cramer’s V is 0.222 

for this crosstabulation while the contingency coefficient is 0.299.

The first five columns of table 2.3 are concerned with residential killings. As 

predicted by earlier studies of urban homicide (Wolfgang, 1957, 1958; Swiggert 

and Farrell, 1975) the low SES group (50.7%) of victims is the modal category. 

They are also the predominant victims of quarrels (58.5%). Assassinations in 

residential settings, however, affected the low and middle classes equally 

(47.8%). Executions were most common among the middle class (46.4%) when they 

occurred in residences with the lower (32.1%) and upper (21.4%) classes also 

being represented. Robberies also followed this pattern of distribution across 

the middle (43.4%), lower (34.0%), and upper (22.6%) classes. The greater 

security precautions taken by the affluent can be seen as a likely explanation of 

this group’s low rates of victimization relative to the middle class in 

residential settings.

The intermediate sub-table of 2.3 deals with the effects of SES on types of 

acts for killings in places of business. Except for executions, the frequency of 

all types of acts is inversely related to SES in this table. It is suspected 

that this anomalous pattern is attributable to the social control needs of the 

illicit drug market. No middle SES victims were executed in places of business 

and slightly more upper (60.0%) than lower (40.0%) SES victims died in these 

settings. As many upper class victims died in places of business as in open 

areas (N-18 each).

The last sub-table of 2.3 deals with deaths occurring in open areas. 

Executions are equally divided between lower and middle class victims, but the 

frequency of homicide in all other types of acts is inversely related to SES.



Robberies, however, are nearly equal in their distribution across lower (42.2%) 

and middle (40.6%) class groups.

The sub-tables of 2.2 showed the relationship between circumstances and 

victims’ groupment to be strongest at the extremes of the accessibility 

continuum. Although similar, this relationship is less pronounced when SES is 

substituted for groupment, as in the sub-tables of 2.3. This finding tends to 

support hypothesis one’s contention that groupment, though rather collinear with 

SES for many groups, is a better predictor of homicidal frequency and 

circumstances than is SES. However, these results do not take into account the 

level of the illicit drug economy in which the victim was involved.

Table 2.4 uses ANOVA procedures to examine the effects of the type of 

homicidal act on the accessibility of the crime scene. It is intended to more 

precisely delineate the relationship between these two variables before attention 

turns to the impact of drug market levels on the nature and frequency of 

homicide. The accompanying Scheffe procedure is pivotal in specifying which 

types of homicidal action differ significantly in their distribution across 

accessibility levels.

This F-ratio of 9.79S is statistically significant at any traditionally 

employed level of alpha. This is to say that the mean level of scene 

accessibility is not the same for all types of homicidal acts. However, the 

Scheffe procedure is required to specify which means diverge from others to a 

statistically discernible extent. Assassinations and robberies are notably 

different from quarrels, and executions, according to these Scheffe results. 

Assassinations and robberies, according to table 2.1 are primarily associated 

with open areas. However, robberies are more frequently associated with places 

of business than are any other kind of homicidal act.

Table 2.5 analyzes the effects of type of act and victim’s social groupment



1 0 4

T a b l e  2 . 4 :  The E f f e c t s  o f  t h e  Type o f  H o m ic id a l  A c t  on L e v e l s  o f  C rim e
S c e n e  A c c e s s i b i l i t y .

S o u r c e  o f  
V a r i a n c e D .F .

Sum o f  
S q u a r e s

Mean
S q u a r e s F - R a t i o

S i g n i f i c a n c e  
o f  F - R a t i o

B etw een
G roups 3 2 3 .1 6 0 9 7 .7 2 0 3 9 .7 9 5 1

i

o .o o o t j

W ith in
G roups 8 4 6 6 6 6 .7 6 9 8 0 .7 8 8 2

T o ta l 8 49 6 8 9 .9 5 7 6
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T a b l e  2 . 5 :  The E f f e c t s  o f  V i c t i m ' s  S o c i a l  G ro u p m en t  a n d  Type o f
H o m ic id a l  A c t  on L e v e l  o f  Crim e S c e n e  A c c e s s i b i l i t y  
C o n t r o l l i n g  f o r  L e v e l  o f  Drug M a r k e t  I n v o l v e m e n t .

S o u r c e  o f  
V a r i a n c e D .F .

Sum o f  
S q u a r e s

Mean
S q u a r e s F - R a t i o

S i g n i f i c a n c e  
o f  F - R a t i o

C o v a r i a t e  
M a rk e t  L ev e l 1 2 .3 0 7 2 .3 0 7 2 .9 5 2 0 .0 8 6

M ain E f f e c t s  
G roupm ent 
Type o f  A c t

7
4
3

2 4 .1 9 4
2 .0 9 0

2 2 .9 7 4

3 .4 5 6
0 .5 2 2
7 .6 5 8

4 . 4 4 2
0 . 6 6 8
9 . 7 9 9

0 .0 0 0 0
0 . 6 1 4
0 .0 0 0 0

Two-Way
I n t e r a c t i o n s 12 1 3 .7 0 0 1 .1 4 2 1 .4 6 1 0 .1 3 3

E x p l a i n e d
V a r i a n c e 20 4 0 .2 0 0 2 .0 1 0 2 .5 7 2 0 .0 0 0 0

R e s i d u a l
V a r i a n c e 8 16 6 3 7 .7 2 3 0 .7 8 2

I
i
i

T o t a l 836 6 7 7 .9 2 4 0 .8 1 1
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T a b l e  2 . 6 :  M u l t i p l e  C l a s s i f i c a t i o n  A n a l y s i s  o f  t h e  E f f e c t s  o f  V i c t i m ' s
S o c i a l  G roupm en t a n d  T ype  o f  H o m ic id a l  A c t  on t h e  L e v e l  o f  
C rim e S c e n e  A c c e s s i b i l i t y  C o n t r o l l i n g  f o r  L e v e l  o f  Drug 
M a rk e t  I n v o l v e m e n t .

V a r i a b l e  a n d  
C a t e g o r i e s N

U n a d j u s t e d
D e v i a t i o n ETA

A d j u s t e d
D e v i a t i o n BETA

G ro u p m en t
A n g lo
B l a c k
J a m a i c a n
C o lu m b ian
H i s p a n i c

184
345

15
32

261

- 0 . 0 4
0 . 0 2
0 . 1 4

- 0 . 0 5
0 . 0 0

0 . 0 3

- 0 . 0 8
0 . 0 4
0 . 1 7

- 0 . 0 0
- 0 . 0 0

0 . 0 6

Type o f  
H o m ic id a l  A c t 

Q u a r r e l !  
A s s a s s i n a t i o n  
E x e c u t i o n  
R o b b e ry

4 90
103

54
200

- 0 . 0 9
0 . 2 9

- 0 . 3 1
0 . 1 4

0 . 1 8

- 0 . 1 1
0 . 3 3

- 0 . 2 2
0 . 1 5

0 . 1 9

M u l t i p l e  R2 ® 0 .0 3 9  
M u l t i p l e  R * 0 .1 9 8



on scene accessibility with level of drug market involvement used as a control 

variable. Since this table shows that no interactions between variables are 

statistically significant, table 2.6 presents the results of an MCA which are 

graphically portrayed in figures 2.1 and 2.2.

These variables explain 5% of the variance in scene accessibility 

(R2-0.050). The overall main effects (F-3.456) and the main effects for the type 

of homicidal act (F-9.799) are statistically significant as is the total 

explained variance (F-2.572). A relatively large proportion of cases (29.4%;

N-349) have not been included in this analysis because scene accessibility, 

victim’s social groupment, and/or circumstances of death could not be 

ascertained. Since there are no statistically significant interactions noted in 

this ANOVA, the use of Multiple Classification Analysis is justified by these 

results.

On the basis of these statistics it can be readily discerned that victim’s 

groupment explains only 0.09% of the variance in scene accessibility once level 

of drug involvement has been controlled for (ETA-0.03) while type of act explains 

over 3% of the variance in the independent variable under these circumstances 

(ETA-0.18). Together these variables explicate almost 4% of the variance in 

scene accessibility to police.

Category means were derived using the formula "Grand Mean + Unadjusted 

Deviation -  Group Mean". These means were used to plot the relation between 

various categories of both independent variables with scene accessibility. These 

graphs are shown below as figures 2.1 and 2.2.

The figures represent a graphic illustration of information previously 

noted in discussions of crosstabulations relevant to this hypothesis. In 

addition, victims’ level of drug involvement has been introduced as a control 

variable. Jamaicans (X-2.16), according to figure 2.1, die most frequently in



108

F igure  2
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F igu re  2 .2 :  Mean Levels of Crime Scene A c c e s s ib i l i ty  fo r  Types 
o f Homicidal A cts.
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locations accessible to authorities while Hispanics, Colombians (x-1.99 each) and 

Anglos (x-1.91) die in the least accessible ones. Blacks (x-2.03) are 

intermediate between these extremes.

By implication, figure 2.2 demonstrates the logistics of the crime scene’s 

impact on the circumstances of death, or the modus operandi of the killer. 

Assassinations (x-2.32) were associated with the opposite extreme in 

accessibility. Executions (x-1.77) were associated with inaccessible locations 

while quarrels were only marginally (x-1.88) associated with secluded crime 

scenes Robberies were intermediate (x-2.14) in their association with accessible 

areas. The results of these ANOVA’s, and their graphic presentations, were borne 

out by examination of the cell means.

For purposes of comparison relevant to hypothesis one, as well as to further 

explore the impact of variables thought pertinent to hypothesis two, an analogous 

ANOVA was performed in which victims’ SES was substituted for their groupment. 

These findings are presented in table 2.7. Only the overall main effects 

(F-6.987), and the total explained variance (F-3.580) are statistically 

significant. This reflects the results of correlations discussed previously in 

regards to hypothesis one as well as the abnormal distribution of cases across 

these variables. Figures 2.3 and 2.4 graph these results and are thus analogous 

to figures 2.1 and 2.2. These figures are discussed in terms of the relationship 

between SES and scene accessibility with market level as the control variable.

Whereas figure 2.1 shows substantial groupment variation in scene 

accessibility, figure 2.3 illustrates the lack of such variability between SES 

levels. Similarly, scene accessibility means for types of acts shown in table 

2.10 have a range of 0.93 while the range for table 2.13 is 0.87. While this 

difference is not large, it results in a much flatter line in figure 2.4 than was 

noted in figure 2.2. The only difference between these two ANOVA’s was the
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T a b le  2 . 7 :  The E f f e c t s  o f  Type o f  H o m ic id a l  A ct and  V i c t i m ' s  S o c io 
eco n o m ic  S t a t u s  on L eve l  o f  Crime S cene  A c c e s s i b i l i t y  
C o n t r o l l i n g  f o r  L eve l o f  Drug M ark e t  I n v o lv e m e n t .

S o u rce  o f  
V a r ia n c e D.F.

Sum o f  
S q u a re s

Mean
S q u a re s F - R a t io

S i g n i f i c a n c e  
o f  F - R a t i o

C o v a r i a t e  
M arke t  L eve l 1 2 .9 1 7 2 .9 1 7

.

4 .0 2 2 0 .0 4 5

Main E f f e c t s  
Type o f  A ct 
SES

5
3
2

2 3 .7 8 3
2 1 .3 3 7

3 .2 9 9

4 .7 5 7
7 .1 1 2
1 .6 4 9

6 .5 5 8
9 .8 0 6
2 .2 7 4

0 .0 0 0 0
0 .0 0 0 0
0 .1 0 4 0

Two-Way
I n t e r a c t i o n s 6 1 .7 0 2 0 .2 8 4 0 .3 9 1 0 .8 8 5

E x p la in e d
V a r i a n c e 12 2 8 .4 0 2 2 .3 6 7 3 .2 6 3 0 .0 0 0 0

R e s id u a l
V a r ia n c e 637 4 6 1 .9 9 9 0 .7 2 5
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T ab le  2 .8 :  M u l t ip le  C l a s s i f i c a t i o n  A n a ly s is  o f  th e  E f f e c t s  o f  t h e  Type 
o f  Homicidal Act and V ic t im ’s Socioeconomic S ta tu s  on th e  
Level o f  Crime Scene A c c e s s i b i l i t y  C o n t ro l l in g  f o r  Level o f  
Drug Market Involvem ent.

Grand Mean ■ 1 .87

V a r ia b le  and U nadjusted A djus ted
C a te g o r ie s N D ev ia tio n ETA D evia tion BETA

Type o f  Act
Q uarre l  1 383 -0 .0 9 -0 .1 0
A s s a s s in a t io n 77 0 .2 6 0 .2 9
E xecu tion 39 - 0 .4 4 -0 .3 7
Robbery 151 0 .20 0 .20

0 .21 0 .21

Socioeconomic
S ta tu s

Low 345 0 .06 0 .07
Middle 245 -0 .0 8 -0 .0 9
High 60 0 .03 -C.03

0 .0 8 0 .08

M u l t ip le  * 0 .054 
M u l t ip le  R * 0 .233
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substitution of victim's SES for groupment in the latter analysis.
The Visibility of Drue-Related Murders

The corollary to hypothesis two asserts that 1) trafficking-related killings 

will tend to be highly visible, and 2) these crimes will inflate the frequency of 

homicide in highly accessible areas. Table 2a. 1 juxtaposes the type of homicidal 

act with the level of scene accessibility for each level of the victim's 

involvement in the drug market. Then ANOVA and related procedures are used to 

specify the effects of market level and type of act on accessibility level. A 

second ANOVA procedure is used to examine and specify the effects of victim's 

social groupment, SES level, and market level on accessibility. These variables 

are then used to analyze the components of homicide that are most distinctly 

related to the public visibility of the crime.

Table 2a. 1 examines the distribution of types of homicidal acts across 

levels of accessibility. The Chi Square for its first sub-table (17.593) is 

significant. This table informs the analysis that, in combination, social 

groupment and type of act explain almost 5% of the variance in accessibility of 

the crime scene for non-drug-involved victims (lambda-0.047). The contingency 

coefficient for this part of table 2a. 1 is 0.172 and Cramer’s V is 0.123.

It can be noted that, among non-drug-related homicides, areas open to formal 

agents of control are slightly more frequent scenes of death (41.6%) than are 

inaccessible ones (38.3%) or places of business (20.1%), the intermediate level 

on this scale. Quarrels are the predominant circumstance of death for this sub

population (62.9%), followed by robberies (27.9%), assassinations (7.6%) and 

executions (2.9%). Assassinations (59.1%) and robberies (48.1%) are associated 

mainly with open areas. Quarrels are associated with residences (44.1%) and open 

areas (37.5%) for non-drug-involved cases. Executions are primarily associated 

with residences (31.3%) and open areas (37.5%) but are also well-represented in


