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involves a moral dilemma: to commit a socially reprehensible act or not. The higher the level 

of social capital in the criminal’s society, the greater the disappointment when the society’s 

members become aware that one member has committed a crime and the greater the chance 

that the criminal will suffer feelings of guilt associated with unethical behavior. In this way, a 

higher level of social capital within a society would increase costs inherent in a member’s 

commission of a crime. If the benefits from the criminal activity exceed not only the costs in 

terms of institutional punishment and lost wages, but also the costs arising from societal 

disapproval and ethical consternation, then the potential criminal’s moral threshold will have 

been crossed and the crime will be committed. 

From the perspective of the victim, Putnam (1993) and Dilulio (1996) point out that a 

higher level of social capital makes it more likely that a society’s members will cooperate for 

their mutual benefit and provide the efficacy of the collective. This could generate mechanisms 

of social control to fight crime, such as the hiring of private security guards and monitoring the 

neighborhood. Bursick and Grasmick (1993) also argue that societies with a higher level of 

social capital inhibit victimization because they are more likely to obtain public services, such 

as those offered by the police. 

According to Bursick and Grasmick (1993), social capital must be an important 

consideration when trying to lower crime rates. A practical example of this can be found in the 

Programa Desarollo, Seguridad y Paz (Desepaz), a public policy implemented in Cali, 

Colombia. Desepaz seeks to increase social capital by encouraging civic participation, 

strengthening public institutions, and taking action to reduce social conflict. Cuesta et al. 

(2007) found that the resulting increase in social capital reduced violence and crime in the city. 

A number of empirical studies have tested the relationship between social capital and 

crime. In
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ὰ  ύ   ύ Ὧ ȟ ίὯ  Ƞ  π  ρ    (4) 

Substituting Eqs. 2 and 4 in Eq. 1 follows that 

ὦὰ   ύ Ὧ ȟ Ὣ Ὠ ȟ ὶ Ὣ Ὠ ȟ ὶ  

ύ Ὧ ȟ Ὣ Ὠ ȟ ὶ ό Ўὶ  ό Ўὶ    (5) 

 It is also be assumed that capital stock (Ὧ ) and social distance (Ὠ) are fixed. Again, by 

evaluating the case of individual Ὥ committing a crime against Ὦ, changes in the confidence 

level of Ὦ relative to Ὥ would affect the net benefit of committing the crime. This can be seen in 

Eq. 6, where Ўὦὰ  is the total derivative of ὦὰ  from Eq. 5. It is assumed that 

Ўὦὰ    Ўὶ  Ўὶ  ɀ  Ўὶ   Ўὶ   Ўὶ  
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and the visibility of that individual’s material goods at any time and place. Proximity, in turn, 

concerns the individual's distance from areas where violent behavior is more prevalent and that 

are historically characterized by criminal activities. The capacity to secure protection depends 

on the effectiveness of actions taken by potential victims to protect themselves from criminal 

activities (hiring security, installing cameras and safety equipment). A potential victim’s 

attractiveness refers to the apparent physical ability of the victim to resist criminal attack. 

Finally, the nature of the crime is defined by the type of crime to be committed by the potential 

offender, which influences the victim’s level of risk. 

As stressed by Justus and Kassouf (2013), the theory proposed by Cohen, Kluegel and 

Land (1981) is very broad, and it is difficult to precisely define or determine the influence of 

theory’s variables; however, it is not hard to accept the notion that social capital affects the 

variables’ influences. For example, if the individual feels secure and confident in their 

community, they will be more likely to explore the neighborhood and use and display items of 

value. Being rational, a potential victim that feels secure would be expected to have higher 

levels of confidence in the places and societies in which they feel less likely to be at risk (Justus; 

Kassouf, 2008). 

 

3 Methodology 

3.1 Data 

The majority of this study’s data sources are Latin American Public Opinion Project - 

LAPOP surveys conducted by Vanderbilt University. Data for the variables inequality and 

homicide were obtained from data compiled by Ipeadata. The Lapop surveys have been 

conducted bi-annually since 2004 in 26 Latin American, Central and North America countries. 

The first of these surveys carried out in Brazil was in 2006, and the last edition of Brazilian 

survey results was published in 2014. The main objective of the research is to collect public 

opinion on issues involving politics, economics, democracy, and civil participation. The survey 

uses a representative sample of the adult population of eligible voters who are generally over 

16 years of age. Only individuals living in “normal” society are able to participate, which 

excludes people living in boarding schools, hospitals, police academies, military barracks and 

prisons. The observation unit is the individual, preferably a reference person in the household 

being interviewed. The sampling method involves stratification determined by the size of 

municipalities, urban and rural areas, and regions. 

For most variables, our study uses Lapop data from surveys conducted in 2010, 2012 

and 2014. These data were then organized into sets of pooled data. The surveys from 2006 and 

2008 were not used because the data from those surveys were not separated into categories that 

distinguished victimization of property from victimization of persons.  
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In order to avoid bias caused by 
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by Corbacho et al. (2014) that addresses 
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It is observed that in the sample only 20.4 percent of the surveyed Brazilians, both non-

victims and victims, consider people very trustworthy, 70.7 percent consider people to be 

somewhat trustworthy or not very trustworthy, and 8.8 percent consider people to be 

untrustworthy. It can be seen that victims 
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Table 4 – Continuation  

 Non-victimized Victmized z/t test 

Classpop ( ≥25k to < 50k) 
0.20 0.24 -0.05*** 

(0.40) (0.43) (0.02) 

Classpop ( ≥50k to  <200k) 
0.22 0.21 0.01 

(0.42) (0.41) (0.02) 

Classpop (≥200k to <500) 
0.25 0.15 0.09*** 

(0.43) (0.36) (0.02) 

Classpop (≥ 500 thousand 

inhab.) 

0.08 0.05 0.02*** 

(0.28) (0.23) (0.01) 

Age (16-25) 
0.23 0.27 -0.04*** 

(0.42) (0.44) (0.02) 

Age (26-35) 
0.25 0.26 -0.01 

(0.43) (0.44) (0.02) 

Age (36-45) 
0.20 0.25 -0.04*** 

(0.40) (0.43) (0.02) 

Age (46+) 
0.32 0.22 0.10*** 

(0.47) (0.41) (0.02) 

Schooling 
8.25 9.26 -1.07*** 

(3.91) (3.75) (0.15) 

Income (class A)
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instrumental variables (IV-Probit 1 & 2). Model I includes only the instrumental variable 

politics. Model II includes both politics and news, the other instrumental variable. The 
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Table 5 

Estimated coefficients in the first stage and marginal effects in the mean (M.E.) obtained in  

the estimation of IV-Probit and the Probit models 
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The empirical results presented in Table 5 for the relationship between social capital 

and the risk of victimization align with those predicted in Section 2’s discussion of the 

theoretical model. For the LLM theoretical model, higher confidence levels imply a reduction 

in the net benefit of a
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economic and social relations that favors the occurrence of crime. This result is theoretically 

supported by the CKL theory. It should be noted that the urban variable together with the 

categorical classpop was used to control the distance between individuals (Ὠ), as established 

in the LLM theoretical model and specified in Eq. 3. 

For the income variable, Gavíria and Pagés (2002) suggest that individuals’ incomes 

determine both their attractiveness to criminals and their ability to contract security services to 

protect their residences and themselves and minimize exposure in unsafe

expose77.3 Tm
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