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Abstract

This study seeks to expand the scope of assimilation theory by integrating it with
elements of routine activities theory to better understand what influence assimilation has
in regard to violent victimization. Specifically, the purpose of this study is to determine
whether or not differences in victimization rates between foreign-born and native-born
Hispanic youth are related to variations in emotional guardianship. Emotional
guardianship refers to the aspect of relationships (i.e., affection and communication)
between Hispanic youth and their parents that serve to protect the youth from being
victimized. I hypothesize that foreign-born Hispanics have greater emotional
guardianship than native-born Hispanics, and as a result foreign-born Hispanics have
lower probabilities of victimization. To test this hypothesis and others, the National
Longitudinal Study of Adolescent Health (Add Health) is utilized, as it provides data
about the various aspects of assimilation (e.g., country of birth, language spoken at
home), routine activities (e.g., sports, clubs, and family outings), and emotional
guardianship (e.g., communication of problems, expectations, and satisfaction of parental
bond), which are each believed to contribute to the likelihood of being victimized.
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Chapter I:
Introduction
Within the United States, the Hispanic population has more than doubled between
1980 and 2000, from 14.5 million to an estimated 35.3 million, and now equals African
Americans as the largest ethnic group (Martinez, 2002, p. 1). This increase in population
is the result of a large influx of immigrants who have arrived “from Latin America and
the Caribbean, [which] has transformed the ethnic and racial composition of the U.S.
population” (Rumbaut, Gonzales, Komaie, Morgan, & Tafoya-Estrada, 2006, p. 66).
According to Martinez (2002), due to the size of this population, the immigration debate
has mainly focused on Hispanics. For example, many problems that are attributed to
immigration, such as the rise in urban decay, intergroup conflict, and crime have been
linked to Hispanics (p. 1).
Throughout the years, the belief that immigrants are more “crime prone” has been
reflected in various ways, such as in immigration policy (i.e., Emergency Immigration
Act of 1921 and the Immigration Act of 1924) and the media (i.e., the local and national
coverage of the arrival of Mariel Cubans in 1980; Martinez, 2006). One indication of this
sentiment remaining over time is the fact that in 2000, 25 percent of a nationally
representative sample of U.S. residents believed that it was “very likely” that more
immigrants cause higher crime rates and another 48 percent answered that it was
“somewhat likely” (Rumbaut et al., 2006, p. 68). In other words, about three-quarters of
the sample believed that immigrants cause higher crime rates. Interestingly, this
1

perception continues to cause rifts among people even to this day as evidenced by the
current debate regarding the new law in Arizona, which allows police to question people
suspected of not being in the United States legally on the basis of “reasonable suspicion,”
making it necessary for Hispanics to carry their legal papers at all times (Reinhard, 2010).
Notably proponents of this law, such as Senator McCain, cite “damage caused by drug
cartels and kidnapping” as reasons for supporting this law (Hannity, 2010). Senator
Pearce also stated that “one family has been burglarized 18 times and a number of
officers have been killed and maimed in the line of duty dealing with illegal immigrants
who are criminals” (O’Leary, “Arizona’s tough new law against illegal immigrants,”
2010). Clearly, many Americans believe there is an association between immigration and
crime; however, past research indicates that this fear or belief is unfounded.
Prior research, however, demonstrates that Hispanic immigrants (i.e., foreignborn first generation Hispanics) are less likely than Hispanic youth born in the United
State (i.e., native-born youth) to participate in criminal activities. For instance, Morenoff
and Astor (2006) demonstrated that second and third generation individuals were more
likely to engage in the acts of hitting someone, throwing objects at someone, carrying a
weapon, being involved in a gang fight and picking pockets/snatching purses in
comparison to first generation individuals. They also determined that among first
generation youth, those who arrived to the United States at a younger age were more
likely to commit one of these acts during their adolescence (with the exception of pick
pocketing) than those who arrived at a later age. Rumbaut et al. (2006) also found similar
results regarding the incarceration rate for native-born individuals, which was four times
greater than that for foreign-born youth. In regard to time in the United States, the more
2

time the immigrants resided in the United States, the higher their incarceration rates were
(p. 73). Therefore, the evidence indicates that Hispanic immigrants do not arrive in the
United States with elevated criminal tendencies; rather Hispanics seem to become more
“criminally prone” as their time in the United States increases, perhaps as a result of
assimilating to American culture.
Past studies have focused almost solely on Hispanic immigrants as perpetrators of
crime. For example, several studies examine the relationship between neighborhood
immigrant concentration and neighborhood crime rates (Desmond & Kubrin, 2008;
Morenoff & Astor, 2006). Likewise, other research assesses the relationship between
immigrant concentration and incarceration rates (Rumbaut et. al., 2006). Much less
research, however, has focused on immigrants as crime victims. As noted by Morenoff
and Astor (2006), one of the reasons for the lack of research is that many commonly used
data sources (e.g., Uniform Crime Reports and the National Victimization Survey) do not
include information on the birth status of victims (p. 37). Thus, existing studies only
examine one aspect of the relationship between immigration and crime.
Considering the focus that has been placed on immigrant criminals, especially
Hispanic immigrants, it seems only logical that research should also examine
victimization among Hispanic immigrants. For reasons that I explain below, I believe that
it is impossible to fully understand victimization among Hispanic immigrants without
taking assimilation and cultural values/beliefs into consideration. To help fill these gaps
in the empirical knowledge base, this thesis compares violent victimization rates between
native-born Hispanic youth and foreign-born Hispanic immigrant youth. Specifically, the
purpose of this thesis is to determine whether violent victimization rates differ between
3

these two groups of youth, and whether these differences in victimization can be
explained by the concepts of assimilation and emotional guardianship. Bearing in mind
the results of the above-mentioned studies assessing Hispanic immigrants as crime
perpetrators, I hypothesize that native-born youth have higher rates of victimization than
their foreign-born counterparts. Drawing on concepts from segmented assimilation theory
(Portes & Zhou, 1993) and routine activity theory (Cohen & Felson, 1979), I hypothesize
that the higher violent victimization rates of native-born youth are due to their greater
assimilation into American culture and their reduced emotional guardianship.
Assimilation is the product of ethnically diverse individuals moving to another
country and learning to embrace a new culture and behaviors in exchange for or in
addition to their old ones. However, the degree to which people begin adapting to this
new way of life depends on how much interaction takes place with those of the new and
old cultures. Segmented assimilation theory explains that all immigrant youth will not
assimilate uniformly; instead assimilation depends on various aspects, such as the
strength of their family support and co-ethnics (Morenoff & Astor, 2006, p. 40). This
theory argues that immigrant youth who do not possess strong ties with family and coethnics “are likely to adopt the norms and values of inner-city youth subcultures . . . and
are at risk for experiencing downward assimilation and hence more involvement in
crime” (Morenoff & Astor, 2006, p. 41). While I believe that segmented assimilation
theory contains useful ideas, it has been criticized for not providing a testable set of
hypotheses. To derive a set of testable hypotheses, I integrate notions from segmented
assimilation theory with the concept of guardianship from routine activities theory. This
new concept labeled “emotional guardianship” assesses the strength of the relationship
4

between the youth and their family and, serves as the link between assimilation theory
and routine activities theories.
Cohen and Felson (1979) describe “routine activities” as having the capability of
influencing criminal opportunity through the convergence of three elements: a motivated
offender; a suitable target; and the absence of a capable guardian, which they argue are
necessary for a “direct-predatory crime” to occur (p. 589). For the purpose of this thesis,
only the latter two elements will be considered. More of an emphasis will be placed on
guardianship, since it serves as the key element in understanding how assimilation and
routine activities are related to one another and victimization. According to Cohen and
Felson, there are two types of guardianship: formal and informal. Formal guardianship is
defined as protection provided by the state, such as police officers. Informal
guardianship, on the other hand, consists of people familiar with the target (e.g., family,
friends, and neighbors). The focus of this study is strictly on informal guardianship, more
specifically, on the idea of emotional guardianship, as provided by the parents of these
youth. Since the argument being made revolves around the concept of emotional
guardianship, parents serve as the best form of guardianship because of the close contact
and influence they have over their children. Formal guardianship, such as that provided
by police officers, does not involve an element of familiarity with the target, which is
necessary to understand the potential effects of emotional guardianship.
As previously mentioned, research has shown that native-born youth are more
likely than foreign-born youth to engage in criminal activities. Interestingly, part of the
explanation for the generational difference in crime participation has been attributed to
“familialism,” which refers to “one of the most important cultural values of Latinos”
5

(Marin & Gamba, 2003, p. 86). The concept of familialism centers on strong
identification and attachment with the family (both the immediate family and the
extended family) as well as strength, reliability, and unity within relationships between
family members. Essentially, the family is viewed as an institution or place of refuge,
which can be relied on in times of need. Despite the strong sense of family and unity that
seem to exist within Hispanic culture, existing research suggests that familialism is at
times susceptible to the effects of assimilation.
I use the concept of familialism to develop a form of guardianship that integrates
assimilation theory and routine activities theory. This type of guardianship is referred to
as “emotional guardianship,” a form of protection from crime victimization that results
from a strong bond or relationship between the youth and their guardian (i.e., parents).
This protection is best provided when specific aspects of a relationship are present, such
as good communication, trust, and affection. The significance of emotional guardianship
stems from the belief that strong relationships will equip guardians with the tools (i.e.,
information regarding their whereabouts and who they are going out with) they need to
better shield youth from criminals. Essentially, emotional guardianship serves as the key
concept in this thesis, as it is based on cultural values that are associated with assimilation
(i.e., familialism) and it also potentially aids in understanding whether guardianship
assists in shielding individuals from criminals.
Despite the strong sense of family and family unity that seem to exist within
Hispanic culture, existing research suggests that familialism is at times susceptible to the
effects of assimilation. For instance, Sabogal, Marin, Otero-Sabogal, Vanoss Marin and
Perez-Stable (1987) reported that familial obligations and the perception of the family
6

appear to diminish in importance with the level of assimilation. Assimilation has also
been shown to be associated with less family support among Mexican American families
(Barrett, Joe, & Simpson, 1991). Thus, existing research supports the notion that the
strong family attachment characteristic of Hispanic culture is negatively affected by
assimilation in American culture.
In the present study, the significance of Hispanic familialism is its ties to
emotional guardianship provided by the family, which is expected to be negatively
impacted by assimilation. Though other individuals present in a youth’s life can serve as
a source of protection (e.g., coaches, teachers, peers), the youth’s parents are expected to
be the driving force behind emotional guardianship due to the emphasis and importance
of family ties. This emphasis is expected to vary between youth born inside and outside
of the United States, as a result of assimilation. In other words, the belief is that the
attachment/protection of the youth (or the lack thereof) is due, in large part, to the
emphasis placed on the preservation of familialism. Overall, emotional guardianship links
assimilation, familialism, and routine activities together because the level of guardianship
will be affected by how assimilated the youth are, which is expected to influence the
likelihood of victimization.
This thesis proposal is organized as follows. Chapter two discusses segmented
assimilation and routine activities theories and the empirical research assessing these
theories. Chapter three begins by listing the hypotheses and then discusses, in some
detail, the AddHealth data set, measures of key concepts, and the analytic strategy used to
test the research hypotheses. Chapter four describes the analyses, their results, and their
implications. And the final chapter discusses my findings and their implications.
7

Chapter II:
Literature Review
The purpose of this chapter is to examine the theoretical and empirical history of
segmented assimilation and routine activities theory as it pertains to this thesis. The
present conceptual framework revolves around the belief that generational differences
exist between foreign-born and native-born Hispanic youth in regard to violent
victimization rates. The following discussion demonstrates how the concept of emotional
guardianship (which is based on familialism) links segmented assimilation and routine
activities theories. This information will serve as an integral part of understanding
differences between foreign-born and native-born Hispanic youth and whether these
differences can be attributed to emotional guardianship and routine activities.
Originally, Park and Burgess (1969) developed classical assimilation theory.
These authors described assimilation as consisting of a single path (i.e., all people who
assimilate did so in a similar fashion and with like results). They argued that assimilation
occurs naturally and most rapidly among primary contacts or in relationships that are
treasured and intense, such as those found among family members and in intimate social
circles. In their view, assimilation can be defined “as a process of interpenetration and
fusion in which persons and groups acquire the memories, sentiments, and attitudes of
other persons or groups, and, by sharing their experience and history, are incorporated
with them in a common cultural life” (p. 735). In essence, immigrants are expected to
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adopt the customs, the language, and way of life of the host country (i.e., the country to
which they have immigrated) in a uniform fashion.
Segmented assimilation theory, on the other hand, was developed by Portes and
Zhou (1993) and is based on the idea that today’s society is too diverse for any one path
of assimilation. So, rather than focusing on one path like Park and Burgess, this theory
incorporates three different paths of assimilation for “contemporary immigrants and
second generation youth” (Zhou, 1997, p. 975). The first path is integration into the
middle class, which is considered the ideal path and is the one described in classical
assimilation theory. The second path leads to permanent poverty and assimilation into the
lower class. For those who do not possess strong family ties, immigrant youth are
expected to adopt the norms and standards of “inner-city youth subcultures,” which in
turn leads down this path to permanent poverty and lower class status. The third path
consists of attaining economic advancement while still preserving the immigrant
community’s values and unity. The successful outcome of this path stems from the
assistance that is provided by their co-ethnic community. Examples of this assistance
include employment opportunities, preserving the family, and encouraging parental
authority over children (Morenoff & Astor, 2006, p. 41).
Aside from the different paths that exist, Portes and Rumbaut (2001) suggest that
assimilation is affected by the mode or rate of acculturation experienced by youth, which
can influence the relationship between parents and children. For instance, when parents
and children acculturate or do not acculturate together, this is known as consonant
acculturation. Selective acculturation refers to when both groups only partially
acculturate; however, when children acculturate faster than their parents, this is referred
9

to as dissonant acculturation. This last mode is said to be the most problematic because it
can result in ties being severed, increased conflicts, and loss of communication between
parents and their children. This in turn can affect the parents’ ability to serve as guides
and provide support for the youth, which is necessary because “it influences the family
and community resources available to support children, who confront numerous
challenges in adapting to life in the host society” (Xie & Greenman, 2005, p. 3-4).
Interestingly, this theory views preservation of native culture and customs as potentially
beneficial with regard to assimilation and upward mobility (i.e., moving into middle-class
status), unlike classical assimilation, which considers any preservation to be
disadvantageous.
For the purpose of this thesis, the significance of assimilation is derived from its
possible association with familialism. Familialism was first explored among MexicanAmerican families with the overarching conclusion revealing that the family served as a
source of protection, warmth, and solidarity (Becerra, 1988; Grebler, Moore, & Guzman,
1970; Keefe, 1980; Moore, 1970; Schwartz, 2007). However, according to Portes and
Zhou (1997) the lack of family ties can lead to what is referred to as downward
assimilation as well as involvement in crime, which has been found to vary among firstgeneration and second-generation youth. Since the focus here is on violent victimization,
the generational differences that exist regarding crime participation are expected to apply
to victimization as well. Considering the manner in which family is esteemed within
Hispanic culture, the concept of emotional guardianship will be utilized to determine
whether variations in family ties are related to an increase or decrease in the likelihood of
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violent victimization. In order to gauge the likelihood of violent victimization, the theory
of routine activities will also be implemented.
Cohen and Felson (1979) routine activities theory has three main elements: a
motivated offender, a suitable target, and a capable guardian. Essentially, Cohen and
Felson theorize that when a motivated offender crosses paths with a suitable and
unguarded target, a direct-contact predatory violation is committed. Predatory violations
are defined as “illegal acts in which someone definitely and intentionally takes or
damages the person or property of another” (Cohen & Felson, 1979, p. 589). Specifically,
Cohen and Felson describe target suitability as being related to four major components,
which are: valuable items (i.e., the desirability of the item or the individual on the part of
the offender; in regard to desired items, electronics and automobiles are most coveted by
offenders); physical visibility; accessibility; and inertia (i.e., characteristics related to the
item or person which may increase or decrease the level of difficulty in regard to their
removal by the offender, such as the weight and size of the item or the locks on the item).
Target suitability is also related to routine activities in that the availability of illegally
removing these items or attacking their owners is affected by the individual’s
whereabouts (i.e., the target’s presence at a specific place and time may result in an
encounter with a motivated offender). Essentially, motivated offenders will take these
various characteristics (e.g., visibility and accessibility) into consideration to determine
the likelihood of successfully completing their attack.
Due to the manner in which routine activities theory has been presented in this
thesis, it bears a resemblance to some of the elements pertaining to Travis Hirschi’s
social bonding theory (1969). For example, Hirschi’s concept of attachment refers to the
11

importance given to the opinions and feelings of significant others, such as parents,
teachers, and peers. This definition is similar to the measure being utilized here for
guardianship, which focuses on the emotional relationship between the youth and their
parents. Further, Hirschi’s concept of involvement consists of the dedication given to
conventional activities, for example, sports and clubs, which are expected to keep youth
too preoccupied to engage in delinquency. Involvement as defined by Hirschi is similar to
Cohen and Felson’s routine activities in that involvement in certain routine activities can
increase guardianship and reduce target suitability, which in turn can lower the
probability of victimization. Thus, the concepts of social bonding mirror the definitions
and measures that will be utilized in the present study to test whether family ties and
participation in different activities are related to violent victimization. However, because
routine activities theory focuses on victimization rather than delinquency, the former
theory and its concepts serve the purpose of this thesis more so than social bonding
theory. And therefore, this thesis utilizes the routine activities perspective.
The following discussion summarizes past research, the measures used in this
research, as well as the conclusions that were drawn. These studies demonstrate what
remains to be examined in the areas of assimilation (i.e., the effect of assimilation on
cultural values) and routine activities, especially, guardianship. This understanding of
cultural values may provide some insight as to their effect on the likelihood of violent
victimization.

12

Assimilation Theory
Several studies have been conducted to test the relationship between assimilation
and illicit behavior. The results of these studies generally indicate that assimilation is
positively related to involvement in illicit behavior. For instance, Caetano (1987)
examined the relationship between alcohol use and assimilation as measured by language
use, English or Spanish media preference, among other variables in a nationally
representative sample of Hispanic immigrants. Caetano found that youth categorized into
the high assimilation group reported more frequent episodes of heavy drinking and
increased opportunities for drinking in comparison to the low acculturation group.
Similarly, Myers et al. (2009) found that greater English proficiency (an indication of
assimilation) was associated with a greater likelihood of using illicit drugs. These
researchers suggested that English proficiency may make Hispanic youth more
susceptible to peer influence. In other words, the lack of a “language barrier” could place
these youth in contact with those who have pro-substance abuse attitudes, since they have
the ability to interact with a heterogeneous group of youth. In another study, Allen et al.
(2008) discovered that Spanish language use was associated with less substance abuse.
However, when parental monitoring and social network characteristics (i.e., the
percentage of extended family members and substance abusers in the network) were
controlled for the association was no longer significant (p. 376). As a result, Allen et al.
concluded that the importance of language use stems from whom the youth interact with
and how they interact. This is an important finding as it suggests English proficiency may
lead to adolescents not adhering to their parent’s authority because they have attained
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cultural understanding faster than their parents have, which can affect the effectiveness of
their parenting.
Another focal point of the assimilation/crime literature is assessing the
relationship between length of residence in the United States and involvement in illicit
activities. The main hypothesis tested in these studies is that the more time immigrants
spend in the United States, the greater the likelihood of committing a crime when
compared to their foreign-born counterparts. So in theory, second- and third- generation
immigrants are expected to have higher rates of crime in comparison to first- generation
immigrants. Support for this hypothesis was found in Butcher and Morrison-Piehl (1998)
in that these researchers found that immigrants had lower rates of institutionalization (i.e.,
confinement to correctional facilities, mental hospitals, or other institutions) than nativeborn U.S. residents, even after controlling for other variables. Further, these authors
found that more recent immigrants were less likely to be institutionalized than earlier
immigrants. Other research also supports the hypothesis of assimilation leading to illicit
behavior. Bui (2009), for example, found that first-generation students were less likely to
report substance abuse, property delinquency, and violent delinquency than secondgeneration and third-plus generation students. Bui interprets this finding as a negative
aspect of assimilation in that assimilation caused a decrease in the strength of family
relationships as measured by parent-child conflicts. Collectively, these studies clearly
indicate that greater assimilation into American society leads to greater involvement in
illicit behaviors. Further, these findings suggest that assimilation leads to crime because
assimilation leads to a break down in parent authority and family functioning.

14

Routine Activities Theory
When the theory of routine activities was introduced many researchers
implemented and tested its propositions as a macro-level theory, which is how it was first
presented by Cohen and Felson. For example, Andresen (2006) combined routine activity
theory and social disorganization theory and found that the presence of a young
population served as a strong predictor of crime. Rice and Smith (2002) also combined
the above two theories to study how and why auto theft occurs. Other macro-level tests of
the theory have consisted of the location of leisure time and rates of serious crime
(Messner & Blau, 1987); urban stratification and routine activities on suburban crime
rates (Stahura & Sloan, 1988); and juvenile arrest rates for burglaries across cities
(Pollock, Joo, & Lawton, 2010). Within each of these studies, the focus was on cities,
neighborhoods, and rates of crime for which target suitability was described as
possessing certain objects that are desired by motivated offenders. As for guardianship,
measures consisted of the percentage of racial heterogeneity, participation in activities
away from home, and family households. However, over time, new studies began
emerging that incorporated lifestyle theories (i.e., micro-level or individual) into its
examination and was first introduced by Hindelang, Gottfredson, & Garofalo (1978), in
which they argued that activity patterns and criminal victimization are interrelated.
For instance, Sampson and Lauritsen (1990) explored the effect of individual
lifestyle and ecological proximity in relation to personal violence using both individualand community-level measures. Also, Osgood, Wilson, O’Malley, Bachman, and
Johnston (1996) focused on how unstructured (individual) activities are related to deviant
behavior. Essentially, these studies implement a theoretical foundation that revolves on
15

the convergence of the three elements of routine activities but within an individual
perspective. In other words, different lifestyles exist for individuals with varying
demographic information (e.g., gender, age, and income; Miethe, Stafford, & Long,
1987), which may increase or decrease their likelihood of victimization. The following
discussion consists of various individual-level studies and the different measures that
were used to test the elements of target suitability and guardianship.
Over the years, many studies have been conducted in an attempt to test and better
understand the link between victimization and the three elements that comprise routine
activities theory. Researchers have applied this theory to different types of victimization
from minor crimes (Mustaine & Tewksbury, 1998) to serious ones like sexual assault
(Cass, 2007; Jackson, Gilliland, & Veneziano, 2006; Tewksbury & Mustaine, 2001).
Researchers have also used a variety of measures of the target suitability and
guardianship concepts. Perhaps because of the various measures used in these studies, the
results of these studies have been mixed with some studies finding support for routine
activities, while others do not. This research is reviewed below. Note, however, existing
studies have not really attempted to understand whether and how birth status and culture
are related to the elements of routine activities theory. Yet, it is entirely possible that birth
status and culture have important influences on the elements of routine activities theory.
Target Suitability
Target suitability plays a major role in Cohen and Felson’s routine activity theory.
Cohen and Felson argue that in order for a direct contact predatory victimization to occur
a motivated offender must meet in time and space with a suitable target. Suitable targets
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are vulnerable targets in that they lack protection from others (i.e., capable guardians).
This suggests that the suitability of a target is affected by where one hangs out as some
places offer more guardianship, with whom one hangs out as some companions may be
motivated offenders (or capable guardians), and when one hangs out as the guardianship
available at one location may vary with time of day. In other words, the suitability of a
target is affected by the choices one makes.
Existing research has used various measures of target suitability, despite these
different measures; most studies have supported the importance of target suitability in
explaining victimization. Target suitability has been measured by: time kids spend
unsupervised (Osgood et al. 1996); frequency of going to sporting events and bars
(Kennedy & Forde, 1990); eating out frequently (Mustaine & Tewksbury, 1998); time
spent watching television (Plass & Carmody, 2005); among others. These measures vary
substantially but they all were found to be predictive of victimization. For example, in a
recent study conducted by Plass and Carmody (2005), they measured target suitability
using time spent watching television rather than going out. They found that frequent
television watching decreased the odds of victimization for all youth.
Another important finding from this body of research is that engaging in
delinquent acts consistently increases the likelihood of victimization. For example, Plass
and Carmody (2005) found that high school students who engaged in drug use were more
susceptible to victimization. Similarly, research conducted by Cass (2007) and
Tewksbury and Mustaine (2001) discovered that drug use was also related to a greater
risk for sexual assault. Further, Mustaine and Tewksbury (1998) found that college
students who committed illegal acts (e.g., smoking marijuana, threatening other people)
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had higher victimization rates in comparison to college students who did not participate
in illicit behavior.
These findings, taken together, indicate that participation in different activities
place individuals in vulnerable positions and contribute to their victimization risk.
Vulnerability comes about when the target is no longer being guarded or protected, which
propels motivated offenders to attack because the likelihood of success has increased.
Engaging in illicit behavior also increases vulnerability for victimization.
These findings suggest that birth status and culture may affect target suitability in
two ways: 1) cultural differences like familialism may reduce target suitability by
limiting unsupervised time with other kids, frequency of going out, and so forth; and, 2)
cultural differences lead to reduced participation in illicit behaviors, which are strongly
related to victimization risk. Despite the clear possibility of culture affecting target
suitability no research (to my knowledge) has tested these effects.
Guardianship
The element of greatest interest to this thesis is that of guardianship. The idea of a
capable guardian is “the element of routine activities that has been [the] least developed
in research” (Cass, 2007, p. 357). The reason for this lack of research is that Cohen and
Felson never truly developed ways to measure capable guardianship; instead, the theory
proposes that two types of capable guardians are in existence (i.e., formal and informal),
with formal guardians considered police officers and informal guardians being ordinary
citizens, family, or friends (Cass, 2007). The routine activity theory posits that a crime
will not be committed if a capable guardian is present to either protect the individual or
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their property. However, since no real measure of guardianship exists, researchers simply
have created their own measures. For example, some researchers proposed that teenage
drug use would decrease if their routine activities were supervised by adults (Bratt,
2008). In order to test this prediction, social workers and volunteers were placed in areas
where local thirteen- and fifteen-year-olds were known to gather to dissuade drug use.
Bratt found that drug use decreased but the observed decrease in drug use was not
attributed to the guardians, because many of the teenagers who were not present at the
gatherings also reported a decrease.
Other measures of capable guardianship that have been tested include institutional
guardianship (i.e., university; Cass, 2007), which was measured as the availability of a
self-defense class, the availability of off-campus escort services during the day and in the
evening (p. 357).
Most research on guardianship, however, has revolved around individual
guardianship. Examples of individual levels of guardianship include marital status,
employment status, and daily activities (i.e., going to the movies, attending parties;
Belknap, 1987; Cass, 2007). Tewksbury and Mustaine (2003) used a different approach
by measuring guardianship using possession of a gun or mace.
Finally, and most important to the current research, is the study of various aspects
of family life, from which measures of guardianship have been derived, such as parental
monitoring. Interestingly, parental monitoring has been found to be effective in not only
preventing behavior problems, but also in reducing poor outcomes among those youth
with behavioral problems (Robertson, Baird-Thomas, & Stein, 2008). Another family
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measure of guardianship comes from Schreck and Fisher (2004), who used the emotional
relationship between family members as a measure of guardianship. These authors found
that family attachment promotes effective guardianship by making children less attractive
targets and reducing contact with motivated offenders. This finding is supported by other
research that concludes measures of family function and parental monitoring are
important predictors of youth victimization (see e.g., Benedict & Zautra, 1993; Reid &
Sullivan, 2009; Turner, Finkelhor, & Ormrod, 2007).
Again, guardianship, particularly measures involving family life may be
influenced by immigrant culture and assimilation but the existing research largely has not
examined this possibility. In particular, the close family relations of Hispanic immigrants
may provide them with greater levels of guardianship than more assimilated Hispanics.
Summary
Overall, previous measures of assimilation have consisted mainly of generational
differences (e.g., first and second) and the age of entry into the United States (Morenoff
& Astor, 2006, p. 43). Generational differences are an indication of whether the youth
was born inside or outside of the United States, which is believed to be associated with
the amount of time that they have to assimilate to American culture. Essentially, the
belief is that the more time that is spent in the United States the more likely the individual
is to participate in crime and other types of risky behavior (Morenoff & Astor, 2006, p.
38). Though the results indicated significant differences in crime (as perpetrators) based
on the above characteristics, this study seeks to determine how elements of assimilation
(i.e., language spoken in the home, whether the parents were born in the United States,
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whether the youth was born in the United States) affect the likelihood of being
victimized. Specifically, the purpose behind the measures of assimilation is to determine
whether the retention of the parents’ culture affects the relationship between parent and
child, which may increase or decrease the likelihood of being a victim of a violent crime.
In the past, routine activities theory has been applied to a number of
criminological aspects through the use of surveys (Jackson, Gilliland, & Veneziano,
2006; Tewksbury & Mustaine, 2001; Tewksbury & Mustaine, 2003). In the present study,
though routine activities are analyzed, emotional guardianship serves as the main focus.
The weakest element of routine activities is that of capable guardianship because there is
no real definition of capability or of who can be considered a guardian; however, for this
study, the parents of the youth will serve as guardians. Their capability as guardians will
be based on the emotional connection (i.e., discussing problems, youth receiving
encouragement from parents, the youth feeling that his/her parents care) that has been
established (or the lack thereof) between parents and children. Low levels of
affection/communication will indicate poor guardianship (i.e., incapability), which is
expected to correlate with higher levels of victimization. The rationale for this measure of
guardianship is that well-established emotional connections between the youth and their
parents will include key pieces of information being shared, such as the youth’s
whereabouts when out of the house. It is this aspect of their relationship that is expected
to decrease the likelihood of victimization because the parents will be better able to
behave as guardians if they are aware of the youth’s surroundings and the potential
dangers that may be lurking in such areas. These well-established relationships are
expected to be found more so between less assimilated youth (i.e., foreign-born youth)
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and their parents because they will be more dependent on their family for support since
they have not acclimated to American culture. The activities that the youth take part in
will also be considered in regard to the likelihood of victimization, for example,
participation in school functions (e.g., clubs and sports), youth groups, and parties. These
activities may influence the individual youth’s suitability as a target by either placing
him/her in harm’s way or shielding him/her from the advances of motivated offenders.
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Chapter III:
Methodology
The purpose of this chapter is to present the hypotheses that have been derived
from the integration between assimilation and routine activities and describe the
methodology used to test these hypotheses. The measures that represent each of the main
constructs (i.e., assimilation, emotional guardianship, and routine activities) are defined
and outlined. Last the analyses are described and descriptive statistics are provided for
each of the measures.
Hypotheses
(1) Foreign-born Hispanic youth have lower levels of violent victimization than
native-born Hispanic youth, even after controlling for demographic factors.

(2) Participation in various activities, such as religious gatherings and family
dinners, serve to protect youth after controlling for competing factors.

(3) Emotional guardianship is related to the likelihood of being victimized after
controlling for competing factors.
(4) Foreign-born Hispanic youths’ lower levels of violent victimization in
comparison to native-born Hispanic youth is explained by differences in various
routine activities and emotional guardianship.
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Data
This study tests the above hypotheses by using data provided by the National
Longitudinal Study of Adolescent Health (Add Health) project. This study provides data
regarding adolescents from across the United States ranging from grades 7-12 (Wave I),
which was collected during the 1994-1995 school year. The purpose for the Add Health
study was to gather data related to fields of study connected to social and behavioral
sciences. As such, participants provided data regarding their social, economic,
psychological and physical well-being as well as other aspects of their lives, such as their
family, neighborhood, school, friendships, and peer groups. The participants were
derived from 80 high schools and 52 middle schools from all over the United States.
Systematic sampling and stratification methods were implemented to ensure a
representative sample of US schools. The variables included in the Add Health dataset
suit the purposes of this study in regard to providing data relating to aspects of life
pertaining to assimilation, the routine activities of Hispanic youth and the emotional
relationship with parents. With this knowledge, comparisons will be made to determine
whether emotional guardianship and certain activities are related to victimization, and, if
so, how they are related (i.e., serves as a protective factor). Despite the dataset being
longitudinal, only the data from Wave I will be utilized for this thesis. Thus, this study
focuses on the cross-sectional relationship between assimilation, emotional guardianship
and routine activities and their effects on violent victimization.
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Sub-Sample
The sample used in thesis consists of only Hispanic youth. There are 595 Hispanic
youth in this dataset with valid data on all variables of interest, which represents 9.14%
of the entire Add Health sample. The Hispanic groups represented in this sample include
Mexicans, Chicanos, Cubans, Puerto Ricans, and Central/South Americans. Table 1
provides basic demographic information about this sample. Approximately 70% (69.8) of
these youth were born in the United States, and the other 30% were not. A little less than
half of the sample is male (46.6%) and the larger portion of the sample is female (53.4%).
The average age of the youth is 16.06 years. Among this sample, 3.2% had no mother and
32.4% of the youth had no father.
Table 1. Demographic Characteristics of the Hispanic Sample from Add Health (N=595)
Variable
N
%
Mean
SD
Range
Born in the
U.S.
No
180
30.3
Yes
415
69.7
Gender
Male
277
46.6
Female
318
53.4
Age
595
16.06
1.77
12-20
Mother
No
19
3.2
Yes
576
96.8
Father
No
193
32.4
Yes
402
67.6
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Measures
Target Suitability
Routine activities are those activities of Hispanic youth’s daily lives, which
increase or decrease their suitability as targets. Table 2 includes those variables that
represent various routine activities. To test the above hypotheses, I utilize seven measures
of routine activities. The first measure labeled “sum of participation” is the sum of the
total number of clubs, organizations, and teams each youth reported participating in. The
Add Health data lists fourteen activities. Therefore, the highest possible value for this
variable is fourteen and the lowest is zero; the mean number of activities is 1.54. The
second and third measures labeled “activities with dad” and “activities with mom” are
also summed composite variables. Specifically, youth were asked a series of questions
regarding if they attend religious services, church-related events, go to movies, plays,
museums, concerts, or sports events with their dad. Then the same series of questions
were asked about activities with their mom. Responses to these questions are summed to
create the activities variables. The average number of activities with each parent is .7647
(Dad) and 1.49 (Mom). The fourth measure is frequency of eating dinner with at least
one parent present in the room each week. Participants reported having dinner with at
least one parent present in the room an average of 4 times over the course of a week. The
fifth measure concerns household chores, participants were asked how often they worked
around the house during the course of one week, their choices were: not at all; once or
twice; three or four times; or 5 or more times. The mean was 1.91 indicating that the
youth worked between one and four times a week. The sixth and seventh measures
concern frequency of attending youth religious groups and religious services during the
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course of a year, the youth’s choices were: (0) never; (1) less than once a month; (2)
once a month/less than once a week; (3) once a week or more. The mean for both
activities signified that the number of time the youth attended these events fell between
once a month and less than once a week.
Table 2. Routine Activities Variables from Add Health
(N=595)
Variable
Mean
SD
Range
Sum of
1.15
1.87
0-14
Participation
Sum of
.7647
1.07
0-5
activities with
Dad
Sum of
1.49
1.09
0-5
Activities
with Mom
Frequency of
4.55
2.61
0-7
Dinner with
Parents
Chores
1.91
.939
(0) Not at
all- 5 or
more
times(3)
Past Year.9361
1.24
(0)Never Attend Youth
Once a week
Groups
or more(3)
Past Year1.75
1.20
(0)Never Attend
Once a week
Religious
or more(3)
Services

Emotional Guardianship
Emotional guardianship is an aspect of relationships (i.e., affection and
communication) between the youth and their parents that serve to protect the youth from
being victimized. Table 3 provides details regarding the six measures of emotional
guardianship used in this study. The first two measures concern communication with
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each parent. These measures were created by summing each participant’s responses to a
series of questions concerning whether the youth talked to each parent about: personal
problem; someone they are dating or a party they went to; school work or grades; and
other things they are doing at school. On average, the youth discussed about two of the
above issues with their mom and one issue with their dad. The third and fourth measures
concern how close the youth feel to each parent with possible scores ranging from 0 (no
father/mother) to 5 (very close). On average, respondents reported feeling close to their
mom than their dad. The last two measures concern closeness of relationship with
dad/mom. Participants were asked how much they agreed or disagreed with the statement
“I have a good relationship with dad/mom;” responses ranged from 0 (no dad/mom) to 5
(strongly agree). The mean scores on these two variables were 2.69 for dad and 4.12 for
mom.
Table 3. Emotional Guardianship Variables from Add Health
(N=595)
Variable
Mean
SD
Range
Sum of
.8538
1.12
0-4
Communication
with Dad
Sum of
1.83
1.32
0-4
Communication
with Mom
Close to Dad
2.84
2.14
(0) No fatherVery much(5)
Close to Mom
4.41
1.16
(0) No
mother –
Very much(5)
Dad-Good
2.69
2.05
(0) No father
Relationship
–Strongly
agree (5)
Mom-Good
4.12
1.20
(0) No
Relationship
mother –
Strongly
agree (5)
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To assess the reliability of the summed measures of routine activities and
emotional guardianship, I conducted internal reliability analyses with Cronbach’s alpha.
Table 4 includes the reliabilities for each of these measures. The results of this analysis
were interpreted using a relatively lenient standard of reliability of .60. The two summed
routine activities produced low reliabilities. The two emotional guardianship measures,
however, exhibited adequate reliabilities. Despite the relatively low reliabilities of the
summed routine activities measures, I used them for parsimony. It is important to note
that as a result of the low reliabilities, the absolute value of the regression coefficients are
affected in that they are smaller than they would be if the measures had greater reliability
making it more difficult to obtain statistically significant regression coefficients. An
exploratory factor analysis was also conducted for these measures; however, it was
difficult to conduct because the variables were measured differently. For example, some
of the variables were measured on a Likert scale, whereas others were dichotomous (i.e.,
yes or no).
Table 4. Reliabilities for Summed RAT and Emotional Guardianship
Variables
Variable
Alpha
No. of Items
Total number of
.559
5
activities with Dad
Sum of activities with
.462
5
Mom
Total communication
.654
4
with Dad
Sum of
.612
4
communication with
Mom
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Victimization
The dependent variable, victimization, consists of delinquent acts suffered by the
Hispanic youth utilized in this study. The measure of violent victimization provided by
the Add Health data asks youth if s/he had ever: had someone pull a knife or gun on
them; been shot; been cut or stabbed; or been jumped. Within this sub-sample, 24.4% of
the youth indicated that they had suffered at least one form of violent victimization.
Table 5. Violent Victimization Variable from Add Health (N=595)
Variable
N
Violent Victimization
Yes
145
No
450

%
24.4
75.6

I also conducted correlations for all of the variables mentioned above. Table 6
indicates how each of these measures correlates with one another. However, due to the
large number of measures for demographics, routine activities, emotional guardianship,
and violent victimization, I used two separate tables to report the correlations. Overall,
table 6 reveals that none of the variables are highly correlated with violent victimization.
The highest correlations existed between close with dad and not having a father (r = .922, p <.01) and having a good relationship with dad and not having a father (r = -.912, p
<.01); this is clearly evidence of multicollinearity.
Table 7 indicated that the strongest correlations appeared between the sum of
activities with dad and close to dad (r = .560, p <.01), good relationship with dad (r =
.568, p <.01), and the sum of communication with dad (r = .555, p <.01). Lastly, table 7
also provided evidence of multicollinearity between close to dad and good relationship
with dad (r = -.949, p <.01). There was also a strong relationship between good
relationship with mom and close to mom (r = .738, p <.01) and sum of communication
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with dad and close to dad (r = .554, p <.01) and good relationship with dad (r = .559, p
<.01).
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Table 6. Correlations of Demographics, Routine Activities, Emotional Guardianship, and Violent Victimization (N=595)
1
2
3
4
5
6
7
8
1
2
3
4
5
6
7
8
9
10
11
12
13
14
15
16
17
18
19

9

.084+
.169*
-.016
.044
-.175*
.054
.030
-.026
.060
-.054
.075
.066
-.064
.038
-.126*
+
-.115
.060
.188*
-.077
-.043
-.039
+
-.120
-.048
-.009
-.249*
-.068
-.098+
.158*
-.114*
.090+
-.115*
-.075
-.030
.052
.061
.053
+
+
-.062
-.031
-.058
-.096
.032
-.054
.099
.078
.056
-.106*
-.053
-.121*
-.095+
-.034
-.115*
.127*
.155*
.077
+
+
-.095
.052
-.098
-.152*
-.248*
.060
.128*
.232*
.165*
-.054
.012
.139+
-.128*
.102
-.495*
.030
.225*
.111*
+
-.063
.047
.060
-.015
-.690*
.095
.044
.192*
.018
+
-.116*
-.045
.105
-.067
.130*
-.922*
.029
.161*
.048
-.095+
-.040
.094+
-.062
.097+
-.912*
.029
.145*
.055
-.052
.028
.074
-.056
-.624*
.034
.046
.250*
-.015
-.062
.027
-.126*
-.003
-.252*
.061
.081+
.072
.114*
-.076
-.066
.071
-.037
.101+
-.528*
.034
.137*
.077
Note: 1= Violent Victimization; 2=US Born; 3=Male; 4=Age; 5=No Mother; 6=No Father; 7=Chores; 8=Dinner with Parents;
9=Sum of Participation; 10=Youth Group; 11=Religious Group; 12= Sum of Activities-Mom; 13= Sum of Activities-Dad; 14=
Close to Mom; 15=Close to Dad; 16=Good Relationship with Dad; 17=Good Relationship with Mom; 18= Sum of
Communication-Mom; 19=Sum of Communication-Dad.
+Correlation is significant at the 0.05 level (2-tailed).
* Correlation is significant at the 0.01 level (2-tailed).
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Table 7. Correlations of Demographics, Routine Activities, Emotional Guardianship, and Violent Victimization (N=595) Cont.
10
11
12
13
14
15
16
17
18
1
2
3
4
5
6
7
8
9
10
11
12
13
14
15
16
17
18
19

.491*
.134*
.214*
.156*
.203*
.305*
-.016
.057
.285*
.001
.064
.132*
-.030
.560*
.024
.067
.130*
-.007
.568*
.004
.949*
+
.002
.072
.312*
.088
.738*
.045
.083+
-.019
.004
.309*
.070
.282*
-.071
-.065
.318*
+
+
.084
.117*
.104
.555*
-.027
.554*
.559*
.053
.270*
Note: 1= Violent Victimization; 2=US Born; 3=Male; 4=Age; 5=No Mother; 6=No Father; 7=Chores; 8=Dinner with Parents;
9=Sum of Participation; 10=Youth Group; 11=Religious Group; 12= Sum of Activities-Mom; 13= Sum of Activities-Dad; 14=
Close to Mom; 15=Close to Dad; 16=Good Relationship with Dad; 17=Good Relationship with Mom; 18= Sum of
Communication-Mom; 19=Sum of Communication-Dad.
+Correlation is significant at the 0.05 level (2-tailed).
* Correlation is significant at the 0.01 level (2-tailed).
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Data Analytic Plan
In order to gain a better understanding of the relationship between assimilation,
emotional guardianship and violent victimization, a logistic regression was used to test
each of the hypotheses. Since the dependent variable is dichotomous, a logistic regression
must be implemented rather than an ordinary least squares regression (OLS), in order to
ensure that the assumptions for the error term are not violated and that the statistical
significance of the estimates is not affected. Violent victimization serves as the
dependent variable and the measures for emotional guardianship; routine activities;
assimilation, and demographic variables serve as the independent variables.
In particular, three nested logistic regression models are estimated. To test
hypothesis number 1 (i.e., foreign-born Hispanics have lower victimization than nativeborn Hispanics) victimization is regressed on birth status and demographic variables.
This model reveals whether birth status is a predictor of victimization, above and beyond
demographic variables known to predict victimization. The second model adds the seven
routine activities to the variables in model 1 to test the predictive power of the routine
activity variables. If hypothesis number 2 is correct, then model 2 should predict
victimization more accurately than model 1. In other words, model 2 should fit the data
better than model 1. The third and final model tests hypotheses number 3 (emotional
guardianship predicts victimization) and 4 (differences in guardianship and routine
activities explain the difference in victimization between foreign- and native-born
Hispanic), by adding the measures of emotional guardianship to the variables included in
model 2. If hypothesis number 3 is correct, then model 3 should fit the data better than
model 2. If hypothesis number 4 is correct, then after taking into account emotional

34

guardianship and routine activities, the effect of birth status (i.e., foreign-born or nativeborn) should disappear.
In summary, this methodology assists in determining whether generational
differences exist in violent victimization and whether these differences are explained by
measures, and analytic strategy. The results detailed in the next chapter tests the validity
of my hypotheses.

35

Chapter IV:
Results
This chapter provides a discussion of the models, results, and findings from the
analyses that were computed in order to test the validity of the proposed hypotheses
pertaining to this thesis. The main hypotheses center on foreign-born Hispanic youth
having lower victimization rates than native-born Hispanic youth. The lower
victimization rates are explained by foreign-born Hispanic youth participating in different
routine activities and having greater emotional guardianship than native-born Hispanic
youth. In order to determine the validity of these statements, a series of logistic
regressions were conducted.
Recall hypothesis 1 predicts foreign-born Hispanic youth have lower levels of
violent victimization than native-born Hispanic youth. To test this prediction, violent
victimization was regressed on birth status (i.e., foreign-born vs. native-born), while
controlling for important demographic variables. Age and gender were included because
prior research suggests these variables are related to victimization. The measures for no
mother and no father were included to control for between-group differences on these
variables and to assist with the missing data that emerged in the later analyses due to the
absence of one or both parents.
The results of this first model indicated that violent victimization was collectively
predicted by birth status and demographics (χ2(5)=27.744; p <.001). Table 8 points out
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that native-born Hispanic youth were significantly more likely to be violently victimized
in comparison to their foreign-born counterparts, after controlling for other demographic
factors. The regression coefficient indicates that native-born Hispanics have 65% greater
odds of violent victimization than foreign-born Hispanics (Odds Ratio= 1.653). Males
were also significantly more likely to be victims of violent crime when compared to
females. Specifically, this model suggests the odds of violent victimization is 117%
greater for males than females (OR= 2.271). Those youth without fathers were also more
likely to be violently victimized in comparison to those youth who had fathers. The
results of this analysis indicate that the hypothesis proposing that foreign-born Hispanic
youth have lower levels of violent victimization than native-born Hispanic youth was
supported. In other words, there is a difference in violent victimization that exists
between the two groups that warrants an explanation.
Hypothesis 2 predicts that participation in various activities, such as religious
gatherings and family dinners, serve to protect youth after controlling for competing
factors. To determine the validity of this statement, a second logistic regression was
conducted. The first and second models are nested, meaning that the variables in the first
model were included in the second model to determine whether routine activities predicts
violent victimization above and beyond birth status and demographics. In essence, the
first model served as the baseline model or the constrained model and the two models
that follow serve as the unconstrained models in which the variables measuring routine
activities and emotional guardianship were included. Model 2 regressed violent
victimization on demographic and routine activity variables. The activities ranged from
sports, clubs, and organizations in school to a variety of activities in which the youth
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participated with their parents (e.g., seeing a movie, attending a religious service, and
working on a school project).
Since model 1 is nested in model 2, the collective explanatory power of the
routine activity variables was tested by the way of the likelihood ratio test, which was
used to compare the fit of two models where one model is nested within the other. In
SPSS, the model fit statistics include the -2 log likelihood (-2LL) for which smaller
numbers are an indication of the model serving as a better fit for the data. For the baseline
model, the -2LL equaled 633.069 and once the routine activity variables were included in
the second model, the -2LL decreased to 616.711, an indication of a better fit. The
likelihood ratio test indicates that model 2 fits the data significantly better than model 1
(χ2(7)=16.358; p=.022).
Table 8 reveals that of the various activities included in model 2, only the sum of
participation was individually significant. Specifically, the model results indicate that the
odds of violent victimization decreased by 13% for every additional club, sport, or
organization that the youth participated in (OR=.870). Though the other activities were
not individually significant, they were all negatively associated with violent
victimization, with the exception of the sum of activities with dad. The lack of additional
significant routine activity measures came as a surprise, especially since none of the
measures were highly correlated with one another (i.e., none of the variance inflation
factors were above 4). The addition of the routine activities predicted victimization, but
these measures do not predict victimization very strongly.
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Interestingly, in model 2, birth status was still a statistically significant predictor
of violent victimization. According to hypothesis 4, differences in routine activities
would help account for the differences in victimization between groups. Had this been the
case, the regression coefficient for birth status would have decreased in comparison to the
baseline model; however, rather than decrease, the coefficient actually increased.
Essentially, this means that participation in routine activities did not aid in explaining the
difference in violent victimization rates between foreign-born and native-born Hispanic
youth as expected. Therefore, there is no preliminary support for hypothesis 4.
Table 8. Logistic Regression Predicting Violent Victimization for U.S. Born Youth,
Routine Activities, and Emotional Guardianship
Model 1
Model 2
Model 3
b(SE)
b(SE)
b(SE)
Predictor
US Born
.502*
.527*
.569*
(.229)
(.235)
(.239)
Male
.820**
.699**
.781**
(.199)
(.209)
(.218)
Age
.068
.010
.006
(.056)
(.060)
(.061)
No Mother
.457
.093
.049
(.523)
(.565)
(.841)
No Father
.418*
.335
-1.149
(.207)
(.251)
(.615)
Chores
-.164
-.169
(.109)
(.110)
Dinner with Parents
-.069
-.050
(.041)
(.042)
Sum of Participation
-.139*
-.143*
(.067)
(.069)
Youth Group
-.022
-.030
(.095)
(.096)
Religious Services
-.072
-.066
(.096)
(.098)
Sum of Activities-.090
-.101
Mom
(.111)
(.116)
Sum of Activities.015
.120
Dad
(126)
(.142)
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Predictor
Close to Mom

Model 1
b(SE)

Model 2
b(SE)

Close to Dad
Good Relation with
Dad

(.178)
-.012

Good Relation with
Mom

(.135)
-.029

Sum of
Communication-Mom

(.094)
-.019

Sum of
Communication-Dad
Cox and Snell R2
-2LL
N
*p <.05. **p <.01.

Model 3
b(SE)
-.009
(.151)
-.512**
(.186)
.130

.046
633.069
595

.071
616.711
595

(.131)
.091
604.289
595

Lastly, model 3 tests hypotheses 3 and four. Hypothesis 3 predicts emotional
guardianship is related to the likelihood of being victimized after controlling for
competing factors. The third model examined the relationship between emotional
guardianship and likelihood of violent victimization according to various measures of
emotional guardianship, while also including the previous demographic and routine
activity variables. The -2LL for the last model decreased to 604.289, indicating a
somewhat better fit to the data with the inclusion of the emotional guardianship variables.
Yet, the additional variables fell slightly short of significance as determined by the
likelihood ratio test (χ2(6)=12.421; p=.053), which by statistical standards means that the
discussion of these results should end here. However, since the concept of emotional
guardianship is being introduced here and because the measures of emotional
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guardianship had low reliabilities, which attenuate their predictive power (see chapter 3),
the results of this model are discussed largely for exploring purposes.
The results in table 8 reveal that of the six measures of emotional guardianship
only one, feeling close to dad, was individually and significantly related to victimization.
Specifically, feeling close to dad was associated with a 40% decrease in the odds of
violent victimization (OR=.599). The rest of the measures were all negatively related to
violent victimization with the exception of having a good relationship with dad, but not
statistically significant. The reason for the lack of significance among the other measures
of emotional guardianship is partially affected by multicollinearity as several of the
variables in model 3 exhibited high variance inflation factors. In particular, being close to
father, having a good relationship with father, and not having a father, all had large
variance inflation factors, an indication of multicollinearity. Consequently, additional
analyses were conducted that consisted of removing some of these highly correlated
variables from the models to see if the results changed substantively. These alternative
models (not shown in Table 8) produced substantively similar results to those shown in
Table 8.
Emotional guardianship was introduced as the main focus of this thesis in that this
concept was expected to be significantly related to the outcome. Surprisingly, the
majority of these measures were not significant. It seems that the variables measuring
communication and parent-child attachment did not serve to protect the youth from being
victimized. Overall, based on the results in the last model, the addition of the emotional
guardianship measures did not significantly predict violent victimization as a whole (i.e.,
the model was not significant) nor were the individual measures related to the outcome.
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Birth status was significantly related to an increased likelihood of violent
victimization, even after controlling for routine activities and emotional guardianship.
Being male was also significantly associated with victimization. As for the routine
activity measures, the sum of participation remained significant. However, the regression
coefficient for birth status increased with the inclusion of emotional guardianship, which
indicates that neither the routine activities nor emotional guardianship are accounting for
the difference in victimization between foreign-born and native-born youth. Ultimately,
hypothesis 4 was not supported.
Overall, each of these models allowed for the testing of the hypotheses proposed
in this thesis. First, it was determined that victimization rates differed between foreignborn and native-born youth. It is clear that a difference in victimization rates exists.
However, the explanations provided in this thesis did not account for those differences as
expected. First, the routine activity variables were statistically significant but weak
predictors of violent victimization. In regard to emotional guardianship, though being
close to dad was significant, the model itself fell short of statistical significance, so it
appears that the differences in the likelihood of violent victimization between foreignborn and native-born youth could not be attributed to emotional guardianship as
predicted. Aside from the lack of a significant model, the regression coefficient for birth
status increased in comparison to the previous models, despite controlling for routine
activities and emotional guardianship. Therefore, neither routine activities nor emotional
guardianship are accounting for the difference in the likelihood of victimization.
In conclusion, native-born youth were significantly more likely to be violently
victimized in comparison to foreign-born youth, holding all other variables constant in all
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of the models. This finding is consistent with that of other researchers who have studied
generational differences among Hispanics youth regarding participation in crime
(Morenoff & Astor, 2006; Rumbaut et al., 2006). However, the explanation that routine
activities and emotional guardianship account for the differences in the likelihood of
violent victimization which was proposed in this thesis was not supported. Table 9
provides a summary of the support that was shown or not shown for each of the
hypotheses proposed in this thesis.
Table 9. Summary of Support for Hypotheses
Support Shown
Hypothesis
Yes
1
2
3
4
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No

Chapter V:
Discussion
Overall, the purpose of this thesis was to determine whether differences in violent
victimization existed between foreign-born and native-born Hispanic youth and whether
these differences could be attributed to differences in routine activities and emotional
guardianship. Specifically, participation in various activities was expected to place youth
out of the reach of motivated offenders thus lowering their suitability as targets;
especially, if the youth were to be engaging in activities with their parents (i.e.,
hypothesis 2). The relationship of most interest, however, was that of emotional
guardianship and violent victimization. Emotional guardianship is defined as the aspect
of a parent-child relationship that fosters communication, affection, and trust. These
elements were expected to better equip guardians because vital information could be
transferred from the youth to the parent, such as the whereabouts of the youth and any
problems that the youth may be facing.
Another element pertaining to emotional guardianship was birth status. Since the
sample utilized in the analyses consisted of Hispanic youth who were born inside and
outside of the United States, assimilation was believed to affect the existence and strength
of the parent-child bond. In particular, assimilation was expected to affect a cultural value
known as familialism, which is described as strong identification with and attachment to
the family. Essentially, familialism served as the link between assimilation and routine
activities theory. For this reason, foreign-born youth were hypothesized to be victimized
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less in comparison to native-born youth (i.e., hypothesis 1). Considering the emphasis
that is placed on family, foreign-born youth were expected to manifest this cultural value
through their relationships with their parents more so than native-born youth. The
presentation of these hypotheses led to analyses that were conducted to determine the
validity of these statements.
Based on the results of the logistic regressions support was provided for some of
the hypotheses, but not for all. Overall, the first hypothesis was clearly supported because
in each of the models native-born Hispanic youth were significantly more likely to be
violently victimized in comparison to foreign-born Hispanic youth. Though this thesis
focused on the opposite side of the spectrum by examining violent victimization, the
finding regarding generational differences was consistent with that of other researchers.
In their study, Morenoff and Astor (2006) suggest that differences in crime between
immigrant youth and native youth may be the result of selection bias in that those who
choose to migrate may be less prone to participate in criminal activities than the general
population from their country of origin (p. 53). On that same note, it may be possible that
immigrant families are less likely to be victimized because they make it a point to remain
united and protect one another. In other words, those families that choose to make the
United States their home may make more of a conscience effort to guard one another in
comparison to those from their country of origin or those who have always lived in the
United States.
Throughout all three models, the need for an explanation of this difference in
victimization was established. One of the theoretical explanations introduced in this
thesis consisted of participation in routine activities serving as a protective shield to the
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youth. Specifically, differences in participation were expected to account for differences
in the likelihood of violent victimization between foreign-born and native-born Hispanic
youth. However, as a whole, the model containing the demographic and routine activity
variables demonstrated that the difference in the likelihood of violent victimization
between the two groups increased in comparison to the baseline model. This increase
indicated that the routine activities did not serve as an explanation for the dissimilarity in
the likelihood of victimization between youth. For had it been the reason, the regression
coefficient would have decreased in magnitude.
As for the specific measures of routine activities, only the sum of participation in
clubs, sports and organizations was significant. It seems that these extracurricular
activities serve as a protective shield for those who participate in comparison to those
who do not. The other activities in the model had negative relationships with the outcome
with the exception of the total number of activities with dad. In general, the activities
corresponded with the theoretical argument and with the conclusions of past studies
(Mustaine & Tewksbury, 2002; Plass & Carmondy, 2005) in regard to certain activities
being negatively associated with victimization. Despite the negative relations with the
outcome, each of these variables was surprisingly insignificant because the activities that
were chosen as measures were believed to be age-appropriate for the sample utilized in
the analyses. For example, chores, youth groups and specific activities with parents were
all expected to predict violent victimization; however this was not the case. Therefore, no
support was provided for hypothesis 2.
The other theoretical explanation provided involved emotional guardianship.
Specifically, the parent-child relationship was expected to differ between foreign-born
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and native-born youth and thus mark the difference between the two groups of youth in
relation to their likelihood of victimization. However, the third model also failed to
provide an explanation for the difference between foreign-born and native-born youth as
a whole. The model fit statistics demonstrated that the inclusion of the emotional
guardianship did not significantly predict violent victimization.
Once again, the regression coefficient for birth status increased in magnitude with
the inclusion of the additional variables in the last model. This served as an indication
that emotional guardianship did not provide an explanation for the difference in
victimization rates between groups. However, despite the different variables that were
included in the model, being close to dad was the only one significantly related to the
outcome. Basically, the measures for emotional guardianship did not provide the
protection that was predicted. Therefore, despite the significance of being close to dad,
the overall importance of emotional guardianship in explaining violent victimization was
not supported by the results in the model.
Limitations
In spite of the theoretical foundations on which these hypotheses were based, the
results demonstrated that there was not much support for many of the hypotheses. This
lack of support of the hypotheses may be due to the limitations of this research. First, the
data utilized for this study was secondary data, which restricted the choice of
demographic and emotional guardianship measures available to be included in the
models. Perhaps if better, more reliable, measures were available, more support for the
hypotheses would have been found. In other words, the low internal consistency of the
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variables reduced absolute values of the regression coefficients and as a consequence
reduced the predictive power of these measures. Secondly, the data included in the
analyses were limited to Wave I, which leads to question of proper temporal order.
In addition, the dependent variable was limited to violent victimization, which
may have been related to the lack of significant relationships among measures of
emotional guardianship and routine activities. It is possible that a more concrete or
physical type of guardianship is necessary to ward off offenders who are looking to
violently attack their targets. In other words, emotional guardianship may not be a valid
measure for capable guardianship when measuring violent victimization. Though the
emotional stability/relationship between parent and child is important, the emotional
aspect of this relationship may not act as an efficient form of guardianship.
Implications/Future Research
In conclusion, in spite of these drawbacks, the findings presented here indicate
that there is something to be learned from studying immigration and crime, especially
between foreign-born and native-born Hispanics. Though generational differences have
been studied among criminals, this thesis demonstrates that this finding is applicable to
victimization as well. However, it is not clear as to why this difference exists. Also, as
evinced by the magnitude of the birth status, routine activities and emotional
guardianship did not provide an explanation for the difference in violent victimization
between groups. Nonetheless, some of the individual variables were significant, such as
participation in various clubs, sports and organizations, which showed that target
suitability seems to decrease among the Hispanic youth in this sample. In regard to
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emotional guardianship, being close with dad was the only significant variable, which
coincides with the argument presented in this thesis. It seems that the element of
closeness between father and child serves as a marker for determining what
characteristics are associated with being a capable guardian.
Overall, future studies need to focus on identifying what measures best capture
the true nature of guardianship. Guardians are those who are able to keep individuals
from being victimized. However, this protection may be the result of prevention or
intervention. Since Cohen and Felson (1979) did not specify what characteristics could be
used to identify capability in guardians, it is necessary to examine those individuals with
whom youth tend to establish relationships. Though it is possible for some relationships
to exacerbate the youth’s likelihood of victimization, there are those individuals with
whom youth interact and are shielded from harm. The latter relationships are the ones
that need to be examined to detect those aspects of these relationships that are most
related to minimizing the risk of victimization. Future studies may also want to further
examine the emotional relationship between parents and children to determine whether
this relationship serves to shape or define what a capable guardian truly is.
Though emotional guardianship was the focus of this thesis, future studies should
focus on determining whether different forms of guardianship exist and whether they
provide similar forms of protection. Though communication and affection within a
parent-child relationship did not significantly predict violent victimization in the present
analyses, future analyses may want to study the effect of different forms of guardianship
on various outcomes. It may also help to determine what type of guardianship (i.e.,
emotional or physical) best suits different forms of victimization (e.g., violent
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victimization versus non-violent victimization). Also, as mentioned above, examining the
effect of physical and emotional guardianship among different individuals who may
potentially serve as capable guardians (e.g., coaches, teachers, and youth leaders) may
produce a different set of findings. For some youth may feel more comfortable sharing
certain pieces of information with people other than their parents.
In general, using the relationship between father and child as a measure of
guardianship coincides with one of the types of guardianship (i.e., informal guardianship)
that Cohen and Felson (1979) discussed in their introduction of routine activities theory.
Aside from providing protection, fathers also offer an element of familiarity with the
target (i.e., youth), which differs from formal guardianship (e.g., police officers). In
essence, it is assumed that fathers have already established a relationship with their
children (i.e., suitable targets), which differs from the protection provided by formal
guardians. Formal guardians usually provide protection from behind a wall of propriety
and professionalism and though certain guardians, such as police officers, may be better
equipped to cope and react in certain situations, the aid that is offered would likely be in
the form of intervention rather than prevention; unless the problem was large enough to
have been brought to the attention of the police (i.e., gang activity or drug activity). In
other words, though police officers may be able to better protect people because of their
training, fathers may be better able to guard their children because of the knowledge they
possess as a parent. Therefore, it would be interesting to examine whether familiarity or
training serve to better equip people as capable guardians.
In conclusion, there is much to be learned from studying the element of
guardianship in relation to routine activity theory. Though past studies have indicated that
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certain activities and lifestyles are associated with victimization, it is still somewhat
unclear what capabilities are required for an individual to be classified as a guardian.
However, aside from determining who is a capable guardian, it is necessary to determine
in what form that guardianship is provided or what skills, abilities, or knowledge the
individual possesses that allows the individual to provide protection to those who need it.
This latter aspect may lead to information that can be disseminated to others who wish to
also successfully defend their loved ones, such as parents, teachers, coaches, and other
family members.
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