
Nelson Able· Reginald Adams • Leonard 
Addison· Ralph Aikens' Abimbola 
Akinola • Richard Alexander· Marlow 
Alexander • Jessica Alexander· Lara 
Alfaro-Rodriquez· Shawn Alston· 
Harold Alvaranga • Keith Anderson 
• Kenneth Anderson· David Arguta • 
Blanche Armstrong· Thomas Arnold· 
Shawn Artis· Antonio Askew· James 
Avents • Ralph Bailey· Laverne Baker 
• "Baby" Baker· Milton BaIl· Preston 
Bankhead· Steven Banks· Herbert 
Banks· Ralph Banks· Clarence 
Barbour· Duane Barnes· Cora Barnes 
• Kathy Barnes· Jerome Barnes· 
Timothy Barnhart· Ricky Battle· 
Anthony Baxton • Johnny Bazemore· 
Juanita Beasley· Willie Bell· Veronica 
Bell • Donald Bell • Verrett Bell • William 
BeIlamy • Marion Benbow· Everlyn 
Bendel'· Leon Bennett· James Bennett 
• Michael Bennett· Keith Bennett· 
Warren Bentley· Rodney Benton· 
Santos Berrios· Adnew Beshir· Meil 
Bess· Ronnie Best· William Bettis· 
Robert Bishop· Linda Bishop· 
MarshaIl Black· Marcia Blackstock· 
Donald Blanchard· Johnnie Blocker· 
Randolph Boddie· Timothy Bolding· 
Michael Bolling· Charles Booker· 
Judson Boyd· Janice Boyoue· William 
Bradley· Augustus Bradley· Clenso 
Brannon· Michael Braxton· Pamela 
Breeden· Gregory Bridgefroth • Curtis 
Brisco· Shardeen Britt· Frank Brooks 
• Ernest Brooks' !daude Brooks· 
Clinfton Brown· Jerry Brown· Barry 
Brown • Leggette Brown· Michael 
Brown· Derrick Brown' Johnny Brown 
• Roy Brown· Thomasine Brown· 
Clarence Brown· Alphonso Brown· 
Tommy Brown· Troy Brown· Michael 
Bryant· Zino Bryant· Ronald Bryd 
• Deangelo Bullard· Albert Bulter • 
Jerial Bulter • Andre BuIter· Veronica 
Bunch· Warren Burns· Darlene 
Bussey· Wilhelmina Byrd· William 
Caffee· Alphonson Cain· Kristina 
Caine· Antonio Campos· Levee 
Cannady • Harold Cannedy· Gregory 
Cannon· Sandy Carey· Anthony 
Carpenter' Darrell Carson· Calvin 
Carter· Jeffrey Carter· Elijah Carter 
• Teresa Cash· James Catterson· 
Salomon Celaya· Young-Ja Cha • 'JYrone 
Champ. Damon Chase· James Cherry 
• Jose Chic as • Reginald Childs· Daniel 
Chisley • Nam-Tran Chuong· Artum 
Clair· Michael Clark· Kenneth Clayton 
• Alton Clea • John Clem· James 
Clements· Ricardo Clemons' Martin 
Clemons· Tijuana Coates· Reginald 
Cobb· Richard Cole· Edith Coleman 
• Donald Collins· Ludlow Collins· 
Patrick Cook· Diane Cook· Quentin 

Cooper· Robert Cooper· Vickie Cooper 
• George Cooper· Denise Cosby· Joseph 
Cournoyer· Timothy Crawford· James 
Crawford· Cyril Cuminal • Tony Curtis 
• Elliott Curtis' Derrick Dailey· 
Muscapha Damulal, • William Danford 
• Winston Darien· Silas Davis· Steven 
Davis· James Davis· Roy Davis· Bobby 
Davis· Walter Davis· Ammie Davis· 
Brenda Davis· Glen Davis· Cesar Day 
• Alfred Dean· Daniel Dent· Alvin 
Derricotte· Ludlaw Desouza· Johnny 
Dews· David Dickerson· Charlie Dbwn 
• Derrick Dorsey· Carole Doster· 
Charles Douglas· Y.evin Dozier • Shelby 
Duncan· David Duncan' Milton Dutch 
• Cheryl Dykes· Jacqueline Dyson. 
Kent Eddens • Jeffrey Edmonds· 
Denise Edmonds· David Edwards· 
Michael Edwards· Enoch Edwards· 
Carolyn Eley • Larry Elliott· Robert 
Ellis' Gloria Embry-Davis· Osahon 
Emovon • Virtus Evans· Samuel Evans 
• Ivan Evans· Howard Everett· Edwin 
Ewing· Florence Eyssalenne • William 
Farmer • Craig Faxio • Derrick 
Featherstone· Anthony Fenwick· 
Dawn Fest· Antonio Figueroa· James 
Fleming· Caswell Fleming· Regiilald 
Fletcher' Crystin Fletcher' John Floyd 
• Sandra Forbes· Wendell Ford· Laverne 
Ford. Randy Ford· David Fortune· 
Gus Foster· Maurice Fraley· Gary 
Frank· Oliver Frazier· Robert Freeman 
• Vincent Gant • Rueben Gantt· 
Amanda Garcia· Nancy Gardner· 
Herman Garey· Wesley Gaskins" 

*** 

Edmond Gatlin· Peggy Gee· Leroy 
Gethers· Charles Gibson • Olivia 
Gilbert· Ethel Gillis· Antonio Gillis 
• Antonio Glover' Francisio Godines 
• William Goins· James Goins· Tomas 
Gonzales· Hilario Gonzales· Michael 
Goodwin· Hilton Gordan· Mable 
Gordan· Wilbert Gore' Willian Graham 
• Darryl Gray· Joseph Gray· Steven 
Gray· Clayton Gray. Andrew Green· 
Ronald Green • Bernon Greene· 
Sherwood Gregg· James Gregg· Bryon 
Grey· Charles Griffin • Edward Grimes 
• Norman Gross· Marco Guerreio • 
Lewis Haggins· Ernest Hall· James 
Hall • Clinton Hampton • Virgil Hancock 
• Clarence Handy· Leon Hanston· 
Mildred Hardy. David Harley· Wayne 
Harris· Marchella Harris • Wesley 
Harris· Melvin Harris· Lionel Harris 
• Beverly Harris • Regional Harris· 
Ian Harris • Ellis Harris· Ronnie Harris 
• Edie Harrison· Charles Harrison· 
Helen Harrison· 'JYrone Hawkins· 
Harry Hawkins· Derron Hawkins 
• Stephans Hawley· Kenneth 
Haynesworth· Joyce Haywood • Charles 
Headon • Wendell Heard • Calvin Heath 
• Sally Heet· Cheryl Henderson· James 
Henderson· Ernest Henry· Lawrence 
Hepler· Miguel Hernandez· Margaret 
Herndon· Gregory Herriott • Larry 
Hicks· Sylvia Hiett· Cecil Hill • 
Donald Hill • Eric Hill • Melvin Hill • 
Wesley Hilliard· Earl Hines· Arthur 
Horsey • Carlos Huertas' Janelle Huges 
• Geraldine Hughes· Kermit Hutchins 

If you have issues viewing or accessing this file, please contact us at NCJRS.gov.
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~,' his report provides information 

and insight about one of the most devas­
tating crimes and social problems, 
homicide. The social implications of this 
crime are immense as both the causes 
and effects tend to threaten the stability 
of families, communities and population 
groups. 

While homicide is the most intense 
and harmful expression of violence, it is 
also a symptom of the despair and bleak 
outlook for the future that so many of 
our citizens feeL Based on information 
contained in the report, this general dis­
illusionment affects both victims and 
assailants, many of whom are involved 
in illegal drug use or sales. Commission 
of a homicide is often the ultimate 
expression of violence by someone whose 
life has been characterized by abuse, 
crime, poverty, poor self-esteem. and lack 
of identification with a sense of family 
and kinship_ The victims often also fit 
this same description_ These dire social 
circumstances are compounded by 
the virtual ease with which guns, the 
weapons used most frequently, may be 
obtained and brought into our city_ 

The District of Columbia has one of 
the most stringent gun control laws in 
the nation; yet, the lack of compatible 
legislation in neighboring states inter­
feres with our ability to keep handguns 
out of the possession of persons who pose 
a risk to public safety_ While this report's 
examination of patterns of homicides 
indicates that most deaths result from 
shootings, I must remind you that these 
numbers do not capture the even greater 
number of critical injuries caused by me­
arms which adds to the serious need to 
control firearm sales and distribution. 

However, enforcement is not the only 
answer. Violence is an insidious disease 
that has permeated our society. To 
combat it, we must do more to change 
the attitudes and behavior of all citizens, 
particularly our youth_ We must, by 
example and through teaching, demon­
strate that honesty and compassion for 
one's fellow man are the true markings 
of maturity. We must instill in our youth 
a sense of pride and commitment to the 
work ethic. Most of all, we must give 
them a sense of hope that a world of 
equal opportunity for present and 
future success is available to them. 

Each human life is a precious one_ We 
must protect the precious lives of those 
we love, and protect the precious lives 
of our communities. While we recognize 
the seriousness of the homicide problem 
in the District, let us not become 
tolerant of this violence and senseless 
killing, or hopeless in our efforts to 
change this situation. 

Marion Barry Jr. 
Mayor 
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...: omicide in the District of 
Colu'mbia is a descriptive analysis of this 
tragic crime over the past three and one 
half years. This devastating crime is 
examined from the perspective of the 
victim, assailant, locations and patterns 
of the offenses. This study was under­
taken as a result of the increased num­
ber of homicides over the past few years 
and as a natural outgrowth of the office's 
landmark report entitled, Drug Abuse 
and Crime in the District of Columbia 
that was published in 1987. Our research 
in compiling the study on drug abuse 
foretold a continual rise in homicides if 
significant abatement of illegal drug 
activity did not occur. 

Unfortunately, the situation with 
which we are confronted today is a grow­
ing trend, particularly on the part of 
young black males, to adopt violence as 
a symbol of strength and a vehicle for 
acquiring financial gains through illegal 
drug sales. Currently, nearly 60 percent 
of homicides are thought to be drug­
related. 

Since homicide is a very personal 
tragedy that involves many factors and 
affects many victims, we have provided 
information in addition to statistical 
analyses. The report discusses salient 
issues such as homicide among blacks 
and homicide prevention, and offers 
a case study that depicts the predom­
inant social patterns associated with 
this crime. 

Just as there are multiple victims of 
homicide, there are multiple causes of 
violence and homicide, thus increasing 
the need for well-coordinated, compre­
hensive approaches to dealing with this 
tragic social phenomenon. The District 
of Columbia's Commission of Public 
Health recently undertook a major 
initiative to mobilize the community, in 
cooperation with other public agencies, 
to develop strategies aimed at preventing 
violence. Other public agencies have 
initiated programs that address this 
problem, such as the development of 
curricula in public schools that incor­
porate values emphasizing self-respect 
and respecting other people and their 
property. Also, several initiatives are 
underway aimed at teaching parents how 
to be more effective at child rearing. 

In addition to these violence preven­
tion programs, millions of dollars have 
gone into specialla\'V enforcement and 
corrections programs to apprehend and 
incarcerate persons who commit violent 
acts. One noteworthy outcolne of this 
broad-based approach for addressing 
the problems associated with violence 
is that intergovernmental coordination 
and communication have been greatly 
improved, strengthening our ability 
to develop long-term solutions to the 
myriad causes of homicide. 

We expect this report to evoke a 
variety of emotional reactions from you 
as it did with us during its preparation: 
sadness, fear, anger, and sheer outrage 
at the vulnerability we all feel for our­
selves, our families and future genera­
tions. If we are to reverse the shocking 
trends revealed in this report, we must 
translate those emotions into positive 
actions aimed at preventing the use 
of violence as a method for resolving 
conflict. 

Shirley A. Wilson 
Director,OCJPA 
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n 'fuesday, August 30, 1988, 
a newspaper reported three telling 
accounts of homicide and violence in 
the District of Columbia. These inci­
dents of homicide and violence involved 
very different circumstances and very 
different victims. 

A-31-year-old man was arrested 
for the murder of a mentally ill street­
woman in July. His victim, a 45-year­
old woman who was homeless for 
more than 10 years and a resident at 
an emergency shelter in Northwest 
Washington, was known for singing 
songs and reading passages from the 
Bible to passersby. She was found 
raped, with multiple stab wounds 
and her own umbrella forced down 
her throat. 

A 25-year-old man, known to 
police as the leader of a drug gang in 
a Northeast Washington neighbor­
hood, was arrested for murder for 
the second time in one month. He was 
apparently involved in an ongoing 
and intense feud between rival drug 
groups, of which his two victims were 
allegedly members. His first victim 
was a 20-year-old man who was shot 
several times and the other was a 
28-year-old man who was shot five 
times in the back. As they lay dying, 
both victims identified the man as 
their assailant. 

A 14-year-old youth living in 
Southeast Washington confronted 
the drug dealers who had moved into 
his neighborhood over the past year 
and turned it into a drug market. He 
told them to move on and stop selling 
drugs there. This eighth-grader was 
warned by the drug dealers, but 
continued to confront them. His 
opposition was met with reprisal. 
According to witnesses, this youth 
got into an altercation with some of 
the drug dealers and was shot by one 
of them. He was not killed, but a clear 
message about his interference with 
the flow of drug business was sent. 

These situations are indeed different. 
Together, however, they help to paint 
a picture of how homicides occur in the 
District: how anyone can find him-or 
herself, for a variety of reasons or no 
reason at all, in a situation that results 
in homicide. 

Homicide in the District of Columbia 
examines this critical problem in this city 
to provide insight through compilation 
of statistical information and review of 
a range of homicide-related issues. 

Most homicides are unplanned acts; 
however, if examined collectively, they 
present regular trends and patterns. 
This study presents a comprehensive 

review of homicide in the District of 
Columbia by analyzing both victims 
and assailants as distinct groups, in 
relation to one another, and in relation 
to the incident. 

The population for this study includes 
all homicide victims and persons arrested 
for homicide in the District from January 
1985 through June 1988. Information 
presented about these groups includes 
age, gender, race, residence, urinalysis 
or toxicology test results, and location 
of the body or crime. 

Additionally, this report presents 
epidemiological (regarding the cause 
of death that affects large numbers of 
people in a locality) information about 
homicides in the District. Included here 
are the time of day, week and year; the 
area of the city and type of location 
where homicides occurred; the weapons, 
methods and motives involved in the 
crime; and local, national and interna­
tional homicide rates. 

This study also addresses several 
important issues related to homicide, 
including drug-related killings and 
homicide prevention. Since the District's 
homicide victims and assailants are pre­
dominantly black, and homicide in the 
District is predominantly an intra-racial 
crime, this study focuses particular 
attention on the issue of homicide 
among blacks. 
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.. omicide can be considered in 

two contexts: as a criminal act and 
as a cause of death. While homicide has 
traditionally been considered a criminal 
justice issue, this report also looks at 
the problem from a public health perspec­
tive and addresses homicide as an issue 
of crime and victimization. 

Homicide is defined as the reckless 
or intentional taking of human life by 
another individual and falls into two 
categories: criminal and non-criminal. 
Criminal homicide refers to first and 
second degree murder, voluntary (non­
negligent) and involuntary (negligent) 
manslaughter. Non-criminal homicide 
is considered excusable, as in killing in 
self-defense, and justified, as in homi­
cide performed as a legal duty by a police 
officer or executioner. 

Homicide is considered first degree 
murder when the assailant killed with 
specific intent and malice, and after pre­
meditation and deliberation, or while 
committing or attempting to commit 
another felony crime. Second degree 
murder occurs when the assailant killed 
without specific intent or with specific 
intent, but without premeditation or 
deliberation. Voluntary and involuntary 
manslaughter refer to killing without 
malice, but involuntary manslaughter 
is further classified by the absence of 
specific intent to kill, or specific intent 
to inflict the injury that caused death. 

The District records, investigates and 
processes vehicular homicide separately 
from the types of homicides outlined 
above. Vehicular homicide is referred to 
as negligent homicide. Technically, the 
only factor that distinguishes a negli­
gent homicide from manslaughter is that 
a vehicle is involved. In some cases, a 
traffic death is not considered a homi­
cide at all if there is no evidence of 
intent, gross negligence, or wanton and 
willful disregard of the law. In such a 
case, the death is considered as a traffic 
fatality. Negligent homicides are handled 
by the Traffic Division of the Metro­
politan Police Department (MPD) and 
neither recorded nor investigated by the 
MPD's Homicide'Branch. 
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-v put thi, "'po,t about homi­
cide in the District into perspective, 
this section provides an overview of 
homicide in the United States. Currently, 
homicide nationally comprises 1 percent 
of violent crime and less than 1 percent 
of all crime. While homicides in the 
Unit0d States decreased by 3 percent 
fron; 1986 to 1987, homicides increased 
by 4 p~rcent from 1983 to the present. 

1987 national data about vic­
tims of homicide reveal that: 

74 percent were males 
49 percent were ages 20 to 34 
53 percent were white 
45 percent were black 

Data about assailants show 
that: 

34 percent were ages 18 to 24 
46 percent were white 
52 percent were black 

Data about homicide patterns 
nationally reveal that: 

59 percent of homicides resulted from 
shootings 
20 percent resulted from stabbings 
17 percent of victims were related to 
their assailants 
40 percent of victims were acquainted 
with their assailants 

This report on homicide reveals that, 
while the District has some homicide­
related problems that may be particular 
to this city, many of the contributing 
factors and characteristics of the victims, 
assailants and patterns reflect the 
homicide problem in the nation. 
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'\ 
are generally regarded more as a public 
health issue than a criminal justice issue. 
When homicide is discussed from a 
criminal justice perspective, the focus is 
primarily on investigating the criminal 
act and apprehending the assailant. A 
public health view examines homicide 
as a disease and seeks to uncover factors 
that will help to understand and prevent 
this premature and unnatural cause of 
deat.h that affects such large numbers of 
people in our community. Victim infor­
mation was gathered from the District's 
Metropolitan Police Department and 
Commission of Public Health. 

The majority of victims 
in the District were young, 
black males .... 
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Most homicide victims who died 
between January 1985 and June 1988 
were ages 18 to 32. Thirty (30) percent 
of the victims were ages 18 to 25 and 
an additional 24 percent were ages 26 
to 32. The most frequent age reported 
was 25 years old. Only 7.3 percent of 
the cases were ages 1 to 17, while 18 
percent were ages 33 to 39, 10 percent 
were ages 40 to 47, and another 10 
v'~rcent were over 47 years old. This 
age pattern is consistent across each 
year of the study (Table 1, Figure 1). 

1985 
Age # 

1-12 4 
13-17 4 
18-25 35 
26-32 38 
33-39 28 
40-47 19 
47+ 16 
Total* 144 
Median Age 30.5 

*'Ibtals exclude cases for which data 
is incomplete. 

Totals include justifiable homicides. 

1985 
Race/Gender # 
Black Male 107 
Black Female 23 
White Male 7 
White Female 1 
Other Male 5 
Other Female 2 
Total* 145 

* Totals exclude cases for which data 
is incomplete. 

'Thtals include justifiable homicides. 

% 
3 
3 

24 
26 
19 
13 
11 

% 
74 
16 
5 
1 
3 
1 

RACE AND GENDER 
Most homicide victims were black 

males. Nearly 90 percent of all victims 
were blacl{, while 5 percent were white 
and 5 percent were of other races. Most 
of the victims, 84 percent, were male. A 
breakdown by race and gender indicates 
that approximately 75 percent of the 
cases were black males, 14 percent were 
black females, 4 percent were white males 
and 1 percent were white females. Each 
year in the study shows a similar pat­
tern for both race and gender (Table 2, 
Figure 2). 

Table 1 

Age of Victims 
CY 1985 - June 1988 

1986 1987 
# % # 
6 3 7 
4 2 12 

54 29 65 
39 21 57 
40 22 36 
21 11 19 
20 11 24 

184 220 
31 28 

% 
3 
5 

30 
26 
16 
9 

11 

Percent totals may not equal 100 due 
to rounding. 

Table 2 

Race and Gender of Victims 
CY 1985-June 1988 

1986 1987 
# % # % 

136 74 171 75 
28 15 32 14 
9 5 13 6 
2 1 1 1 
8 4 9 4 
1 1 2 1 

184 228 

Percent totals may not equal 100 due 
to rounding. 
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1988 1btal 
# % # % 
7 5 24 4 
6 4 26 4 

55 39 209 30 
32 22 166 24 
22 15 126 18 
10 7 69 10 
11 8 71 10 

143 691 
26 29 

Source: Metropolitan Police Department. 
Prepared By: Office of Criminal Justice 

Plans and Analysis. 

1988 Total 
# % # % 

121 78 535 75 
19 12 102 14 
3 2 32 5 
3 2 7 1 
8 5 30 4 

J 

1 1 6 1 
155 712 

Source: Metropolitan Police Department. 
Prepared By: Office of Criminal Justice 

Plans and Analysis. 
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Figure 1 

Median Ages of Victims/Assailants 

1985 1986 1987 

• Victims I~~~;~ Assailants 

Figure 2 

Race and Gender of Victims Race and Gender of Assailants 

r 
6 .83% 

30 4.2% 

7 .97% I r r 32 4.4% ~ 
8 2.4% 

2 .6% 

4 1.2% ~ 1 3410% 

,104 14% 

75% 

~ [~il 
Black Males Black Females ·White Males Black Males Black Females White Males 

~ [J D [J 
White Females Other Males Other Females 

9 



RESIDENCE 
A yearly analysis of victims' resi­

dence reveals no consistent homicide 
pattern. However, collapsing all years 
together shows that most victims lived in 
Ward 8 (20 percent), Ward 5 (16 percent) 
and Wards 6 and 7 (15 percent each), 
and very few victims lived in Ward 3 
(1 percent) and Ward 4 (8 percent) 
(Table 3). 

1985 
Ward # 
1 17 
2 9 
3 0 
4 11 
5 21 
6 18 
7 23 
8 19 
Total* 118 

* Thtals exclude cases for which data 
is incomplete. 

Thtals include justifiable homicides. 

1985 
Substance* # 
PCP 23 
Cocaine 26 
Heroin 21 
Marijuana 19 
Alcohol 59 
Other 17 
None 56 
Number of 
Cases Tested** 156 

* Categories not mutually exclusive. 
**Totals include justifiable and 

vehicular homicides. 

% 
14 
8 
0 
9 

18 
15 
19 
16 

% 
15 
17 
14 
12 
38 
11 
35 

SUBSTANCE ABUSE 
Toxicology data indicate that about 

63 percent of the victims had some type 
of drug or alcohol in their systems while 
only 32 percent did not. The most 
common substances found in victims 
were PCP, cocaine, and alcohol. Yearly 
drug analyses indicate that victims 
increasingly used both PCP and cocaine, 
while alcohol use decreased over the 

Table 3 

Residence of Victims 
CY 1985-June 1988 

1986 1987 
# % # 

23 17 16 
19 14 18 
1 1 3 
8 6 16 

19 14 25 
22 16 20 
19 14 25 
27 20 44 

138 167 

% 
10 
11 
2 

10 
15 
12 
15 
26 

Percent totals may not equal 100 due 
to rounding. 

Table 4 

Toxicology of Victims 
CY 1985-June 1988 

1986 1987 
# % # % 

55 27 73 30 
54 26 70 29 
25 12 8 3 
29 14 30 12 
60 29 57 24 
2 1 12 5 

78 37 93 38 

207 242 

Source: Commission of Public Health. 
Prepared By: Office of Criminal Justice 

Plans and Analysis. 
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study period. In 1985, 15 percent of the 
victims had PCP in their systems, 17 
percent had cocaine and 37 percent had 
alcohol. In 1988, however, 22 percent of 
the victims were found to have PCP, 45 
percent had cocaine, and 23 percent had 
alcohol. Only a small portion of the 
cases were found to have heroin, mari­
juana, or other drugs, such as methadone 
and amphetamines, in their systems 
(Table 4, Figure 3). 

1988 Total 
# % # % 

18 16 74 14 
14 13 60 11 
0 0 4 1 
7 6 42 8 

19 17 84 16 
19 17 79 15 
15 14 82 15 
18 16 108 20 

110 533 

Source: Metropolitan Police Department. 
Prepared By: Office of Criminal Justice 

Plans and Analysis. 

1988 Total 
# % # % 

26 22 177 24 
54 45 204 28 
8 7 62 9 

12 10 90 12 
27 23 203 28 
4 3 35 5 

39 32 266 37 

119 724 
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his section seeks to present a 
profile of the homicide assailant. Infor­
mation about the assailant, however, 
refers to individuals arrested for homi­
cide in the District, and not necessarily 
people who have been convicted for 
committing homicide. Additionally, the 
number of people arrested for homicide 
will vary from the number of homicides 
since people arrested in a given year 
may have committed the murder in a 
previous year and a given assailant 
may be responsible for more than one 
homicide. There were 103 persons 
arrested for homicide in 1985, 102 in 
1986, 131 in1987, and 73 in the first six 
months of 1988. Assai1,;mt information 
was gathered from the Metropolitan 
Police Department and the District's 
Pretrial Services Agency. 

12 

This defendant was arrested 
in October for the murder 
of a man in a nightclub in 
July, 1988.T 



AGE = 
The profile of the alleged homicide 

assailant is similar to that of the homi­
cide victilD:' Most assailants were ages 
18 to 32 with 34 percent being ages 18 
to 25 and 31 percent being ages 26 to 
32. Thirty (30) percent of the assailants 
were older than 32, while 8 percent were 
under the age of 18. This age pattern for 
adults (18 and older) is consistent across 
each year in the study. The number of 
juvenile (under age 18) assailants has 
increased over the years from 11 in 1985 
to 10 in only the first six months of 
1988 (Table 5, Figure 1). 

RACE AND GENDER 
An overwhelming majority of the 

assailants were black males. Close to 
96 percent of the assailants were black, 
2 percent were white, and 2 percent were 
from other races. The data also show 
that 89 percent of the assailants were 
male. A breakdown by race and gender 
indicates that approximately 86 percent 
were black males, while 10 percent were 
black females. Only 1 percent were white 
males while less than 1 percent were 
white females (Table 6, Figure 2). 

Table 5 

Age of Assailants 
CY 1985 -1987 

1985 1986 1987 Total 
Age # % # % # % # % 
Under 18 11 10 8 7 10 7 29 8 
18-25 34 30 36 33 54 38 124 34 
26-32 27 24 36 33 39 28 102 28 
33-39 21 18 12 11 16 11 49 13 
40-47 8 7 9 8 11 8 28 8 
48+ 13 11 9 8 11 8 33 9 
Total* 114 110 141 365 
Median Age 29 28 27 28 

*Totals exclude cases for which data Source: Pretrial Services Agency. 
is incomplete. Prepared By: Office of Criminal Justice 

Percent totals may not equal 100 due Plans and Analysis. 
to rounding. 

Table 6 

Race and Gender of Assailants 
CY 1985 -1987 

1985 
Race/Gender # % 
Black Male 88 85 
Black Female 14 14 
White Male 1 1 
White Female 0 0 
Other Male 0 0 
Other Female 0 0 
Total* 103 

*Totals exclude cases for which data 
is incomplete. 

Percent totals may not equal 100 due 
to rounding. 
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1986 1987 Total 
# % # % # % 

83 81 117 89 288 86 
11 11 9 7 34 10 
2 2 1 1 4 1 
1 1 1 1 2 1 
5 5 3 2 8 2 
0 0 0 0 0 0 

102 131 336 

Source: Pretrial Services Agency. 
Prepared By: Office of Criminal Justice 

Plans and Analysis. 



RESIDENCE 
The distribution of assailant residence 

is very similar to that of the victims. 
The greatest number of assailants lived 
in Ward 8 (19.4 percent). Many other 
assailants, however, lived in Ward 6, 
(17 percent), Ward 5 (16 percent), Ward 7 
(15 percent) and Ward 1 (13 percent). 
Less than 1 percent of the assailants 
lived in Ward 3 (Table 7). 

DRUG USE 
Persons arrested in the District are 

routinely tested for drug use. Urinalysis 
test results indicate that cocaine is the 
most common drug used by persons 
arrested for homicide. The data show 
that 26 percent of the arrestees tested 
positive for cocaine, 11 percent for PCp, 
and 7 percent for opiates such as heroin. 
Yearly analysis of this data shows that 
PCP use declined among those arrested 
for homicide while cocaine use slightly 
increased. For example, 27 percent of 
those arrested for homicide during 1985 
tested positive for PCP while only 18 
percent tested positive in 1987. In 1985, 
24 percent of the same group tested pos­
itive for cocaine while 30 percent did in 
1987 (Table 8). It should be noted that 
these results reflect drug use only among 
those who were tested; approximately 
53 percent of homicide arrestees were 
not tested. 

Table 7 

Residence of Assailants 
CY 1985 -1987 

1985 1986 1987 Total 
Ward # % # % # % # 0/0 
1 15 16 9 12 12 11 36 13 
2 12 13 12 16 6 6 30 11 
3 0 0 1 1 1 1 2 1 
4 7 8 9 12 8 7 24 9 
5 14 15 7 9 22 20 43 16 
6 14 15 11 14 21 19 46 17 
7 13 14 10 13 18 17 41 15 
8 16 18 17 22 20 19 53 19 
Total* 91 76 108 275 

*TotaIs exclude cases for which data 
is incomplete. 

Percent totals may not equal 100 due 
to rounding. 

Source: Pretrial Services Agency. 
Prepared By: Office of Criminal Justice 

Plans and Analysis. 

Drug* 
PCP 
Cocaine 
Methadone 
Opiates 
Amphetamines 
No Drugs 
Number of 
Cases Tested** 

Table 8 
Assailant Drug Test Results 

CY 1985 -1987 

1985 1986 1987 
# % # % # % 

18 27 12 23 11 18 
16 24 12 23 18 30 
1 2 1 2 1 2 
8 12 6 11 7 12 
5 8 1 2 6 10 

36 55 28 53 33 55 

66 53 60 

Total 
# % 

41 23 
46 26 
3 2 

21 12 
12 7 
97 54 

179 

*Categories not mutually exclusive. Source: Pretrial Services Agency. 
**'IbtaIs exclude cases for which Prepared By: Office of Criminal Justice 

urinalysis testing was not done. Plans and Analysis. 
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TheCaseofa 
Murderer 

john is/I, 34-yea,rold,liarlilsomeand 
artwulate black maTi who grew up in' 
Northwest Washington. He is the last of 
four children, raisedby a single mother' . 
· whoworhed all hows, as a domestic and. 
(it odd jobs tCi support her family. John 

. has already spent morethan 10 years 
· in prison ana is currently serving q.life· 
· seTJ-tence and other cbnsecutivi:t terriLS'at 
the Lor(on Correctional Complex for a 
range of felony crimes, one of which is 
firstdegreemurder.· .. 
. John~situationisacommoTJ-one 

. and illustrates theprofileofaho7fLicide 
assailant: When he committed the mur" 
der, he waS young, poor, unemployed, 
undereducated, and invollJed in drugs 
and crime. He grew upini:L badneighbor7 
hood (:Znd got involved with drugs lit age 
10 and crime at age 12. He started with' . 
marijuaTJ-a,moved OTJ- to harder drugs' 
and evelltually graduated to selling 
drugs. John has a long history of 
involvement in. the criminal justice 

syste1p-. He wasplaced insever~l youth .. 
homes andsilrved as(mtencein a fed­
eral pNs.C;:;fprw'r.tohiscurrentcomniit~ 
'ment. JoM1- says itwasJdsnJ0t1!er's 
absence {r011i. the home and azack of 

. ' supervis.wn and guidaneeth:atled him at; 

. an early age to a life of drugs and crime. 
Johniiked having fnoney arid turned 

to critnebeCa11$eit notonlyyielcled . 
alot otmoheyquickly, but also rpas 
a source of excitemeftt: Supporting a , 
draghabit,ma~ntaiTiingtlieUfestyle' , 

. of a"l/ig spericler~'. and Uvingin'the 
"fast' larif!" led. John from being a street 
dealer to being a, distributor'for a drug ". 
wholesakr.Asis o{ten'the case, the 

relationship between Johnand his drug . 
dealers turn!Zdbad. Johnthought lie was­
being cut out of the aCtion withoutbeillg 
paid for his work. His dealers thought. 
John was cheating:them. Theywerfl.in· 
conflict fora period of time, starte'd> ". 

, .threatening o,w anothetandeqentually 
had an altercation that/resulted in .'. 
amurdel: 
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'Johll thirt,k$ h~did71Jhatiiehadt(rdo. 
. lIe says thatpeop~ invQlvedintnedrzig , 
~world hal)e differentrulesthanet/ery- .. ' , 
one el$e.TheYJ17LOUl,theco71~~quenc~s 
'of certain adtiQits,JohrLCi;u::fi~d agu,n' 
becai!,se:'he,accepted tn(! fact that ~ . 

,", might have tOUfje it, to,jJrQtecthimsell 
or his gdods,a1idlieacc(qjteat~ fa.c~'" ; . 
· that. others with wltdmhe iUorkeddtd 
the same thing .. 1Ieandhtsvictimwerl 
i~.ac9TJflici tbat ;r~hnthi~~'wouldhav~; 
hadonlyoneputcOflle; .rohrt,says ·lW.dld' 

. firstiUhatheknfwhis vic#m.U;~sgoing,· 
to r;l~ tohim. He 'calls its(?lf~ilefellse.· .......•..... 
·~Whatkind ofirnanisjohntlfe say,s. 

liE isn'tviCulus,he~a6a$iness,;wnaria 
. fha.tt~re are ctimes much . wotsethgn .' 
whathedi¢.JIe thi1Jkstliatkilling qn .' 
· elderly person 0'; awoman'orachUd 
is Wrong;b'uHhat.·the 1llfLn hilzill~d 

. ikse:"~edto' be killed for viOlfitingtrwlr. 
. agreement; for disrespeCtin!iMin- and 

for taking Ujhat'lwlorjgedto him.JIe.\is" ' 
· sorry that hekilled §o17u!o~" hu;i'doesn't 

. seeihatJw~(}.uld halJedoh!fthingsa7JY 
,9theruJ?-,)i.' ".' . 



omicide is most often an unpre­
dictable act; usually no one knows when 
a homicide will occur, who will be killed 
or who the killer will be_ In an effort to 
understand the mystery of this crime, 
researchers have investigated a variety 
of factors, such as weather, moon phases, 
seasons, day of week, and time of day that 
possibly influence homicidal behavior_ 
While these factors have been linked 
in some studies to psychoemotional 
states of mind, there are situational 
factors, such as availability of firearms, 
drugs and interpersonal violence, that 
also influence homicidal behavior. This 
section provides information on pat­
terns of time, method, motive, location, 
and victim-assailant relationship that 
have emerged from analysis of data 
on the victim, the assailant and the 
homicidal incident. 

TIME 
s= 

Studies indicate that certain time 
patterns exist concerning the incidence 
of crime. Findings show certain fluctua­
tions in crime rates when time factors 
such as year, month, day, and time are 
considered. Data in this study support 
some of these notions. 

Data for the District show that the 
incidence of homicide has increased over 
the past several years. There was a 55 
percent increase in homicides from 148 
victims in 1985 to 230 victims in 1987. 

Homicides increased 27 percent from 148 
victims in 1985 to 188 victims in 1986, 
and 22 percent from 188 victims in 1986 
to 230 victims in 1987 (Table 9). 

Unlike many other studies in metro­
politan areas, no significant patterns 
emerged concerning the month in which 
the homicides took place. Data for 1985 
show that the largest number of homi­
cides were reported in April, June, Octo­
ber, and December. During 1986, most 
homicides occurred in January, May, 
June, and November. Homicides during 
1987 were almost evenly distributed 
across the months at about 7 to 9 percent 
each month except for December, when 
the percentage of homicide increased to 
13 percent (Table 10). 

Time patterns begin to emerge 
concerning the day on which most 
homicides occurred. A greater proportion 
of homicides took place on weekend days 
than on week days. Data for 1985 indicate 
that 64 percent of homicides occurred 
between Monday and Friday while 37 per­
cent occurred on Saturday and Sunday. 
Results for 1986 and 1987 are somewhat 
different. The largest percentages of 
homicides in 1986 occurred on Friday 
and Monday, 17 and 16 percent respec­
tively. Data for 1986 show a more even 

Table 9 

Homicide and Violent Crime Rates 
in the District of Columbia 

CY 1978 -1987 

Homicide Homicide 
Year* Total** Rate 
1978 189 28 
1979 180 27 
1980 200 31 
1981 223 35 
1982 194 31 
1983 186 30 
1984 175 28 
1985 148 24 
1986 194 31 
1987 225 36 

*Unless consisting of estimates for the 
total U.S. population, each year 
reflects the number of agencies 
reporting and the extent of the 
population coverage. 

Violent Crime Violent Crime 
Total Rate 
9515 1407 

10553 1609 
12772 2011 
14468 2275 
13397 2123 
11936 1915 
10725 1722 
10172 1625 

9422 1505 
10016 1610 

**Totals exc!.ude justifiable bomicides. 
Source: Uniform Crime Reports, Federal 

Bureau of Investigation. 
Prepared by: Office of Criminal Justice 

Plans and Analysis. 
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distribution of homicides across the 
days of the week than the previous year. 
Results for 1987 are similar to 1986. 
Despite the large percentage of homi-
cides on Sunday and 'fuesday, 19 percent 
and 17 percent respectively, homicides 
were proportionately distributed across 
the rest of the days of the week during 
1987 (Table 11). 

" 
Table 10 

Month of Homicide 
CY 1985 - June 1988 

1985 1986 1987 1988 Total 
Month # % # % # % # % # % 
January 11 7 21 11 19 8 36 24 87 12 
February 11 7 16 9 18 8 17 11 62 9 
March 10 7 12 6 19 8 26 18 67 9 
April 15 10 8 4 15 7 24 16 62 9 
May 12 8 18 10 17 7 19 13 66 9 
June 18 12 25 13 19 8 26 18 88 12 
July 10 7 10 5 16 7 36 5 
August 10 7 14 7 17 7 41 6 
September 9 6 11 6 19 8 39 6 
October 16 11 16 9 20 9 52 7 
November 10 7 20 11 21 9 51 7 
December 16 11 17 9 30 13 63 9 
Total* 148 188 230 148 714 

* Totals exclude cases for which data Percent totals may not equal 100 due Source: Metropolitan Police Department. 
is incomplete. to rounding. Prepared By: Office of Criminal Justice 

Totals include justifiable homicides. Plans and Analysis. 

Table 11 

Day of Homicide 
CY 1985-June 1988 

1985 1986 '1987 1988 Total 
Day # % # % # % # % # % 
Monday 20 14 27 16 23 10 22 15 92 13 
Thesday 20 14 19 12 39 17 24 16 102 15 
Wednesday 18 12 23 14 32 14 19 13 92 13 
Thursday 18 12 19 12 24 11 17 12 78 11 
Friday 18 12 28 17 32 14 19 13 97 14 
Saturday 32 22 25 15 34 15 27 18 118 17 
Sunday 22 15 24 15 44 19 20 14 110 16 
Total* 148 165 228 148 689 

* Totals exclude cases for which data Percent totals may not equal 100 due Source: Metropolitan Police Department. 
is incomplete. to rounding. Prepared By: Office of Criminal Justice 

Totals include justifiable homicides. Plans and Analysis. 
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The most significant pattern to 
emerge involves the time of day of hom­
icides. The majority of homicides for 
each year in the study occurred between 
9 p.m. and 3 a.m. A breakdown by year 
indicates that 46 percent of the cases in 
1985 occurred during this interval, 38 
percent during 1986, 51 percent in 1987 

1985 
Time # 
Midnight-2:59 am 24 
3 am-5:59am 13 
6 am-8:59 am 3 
9 am-11:59 am 16 
Noon-2:59 am 11 
3 pm-5:59 pm 12 
6 pm-8:59pm 14 
9 pm-11:59 pm 35 
Total* 128 

* Totals exclude cases for which data 
is incomplete. 

Totals include justifiable homicides. 

% 
19 
10 
2 

13 
9 
9 

11 
27 

and 41 percent in the first six months of 
1988. Thus, the data consistently show 
that the majority of homicides take 
place during these six hours (Table 12, 
Figure 4). 

Analyzing these data with three-hour 
intervals reveals other patterns. The 
largest percentage of homicides occurred 

Table 12 

Time of Homicide 
CY 1985 - June 1988 

1986 1987 
# % # 

33 19 38 
27 15 16 
13 7 12 
18 10 14 
18 10 10 
20 11 13 
13 7 32 
33 19 64 

175 199 

% 
19 
8 
6 
7 
5 
7 

16 
32 

Percent totals may not equal 100 due 
to rounding. 

Figure 4 

Time of Homicide 
CY 1985-June·1988 

18 

between 9 p.m. and midnight in each 
year in the analysis: 27 percent in 1985, 
19 percent in 1986, 32 percent in 1987, 
and 21 percent in the first six months of 
1988. The second largest percentage of 
homicides was reported between mid­
night and 3 a.m.; 19 percent in 1985 
through 1987 and 20 percent in the first 
six months of 1988. High percentages 
of homicides were also reported from 
3 a.m. to 6 a.m. (Table 12). 

1988 Total 
# % # % 

29 20 124 19 
27 18 83 13 
16 11 44 7 
14 10 62 10 
13 9 52 8 
8 5 53 8 

13 9 72 11 
29 20 161 25 

149 651 

Source: Metropolitan Police Department. 
Prepared By: Office of Criminal Justice 

Plans and Analysis. 
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LOCATION 
Considering that most victims are 

related to or acquainted with their assail­
ant, it is not surprising that data show 
that the majority of victims lived in the 
same neighborhoods as their assailants 
and were killed in their own neighbor­
hoods. Additionally, an overwhelming 
majority of victims were killed at their 
own homes. 

Analysis of ward location of homi­
cides with victim residence reveals that 
an average of 70 percent of victims were 
killed in their own neighborhoods while 
only a small percentage were killed in 
wards other than those in which they 
lived. In fact, given knowledge of the 
homicide location, one can predict the 
victim's residence with 50 percent accu­
racy. Most victims were killed in Ward 
8 (20 percent) and Ward 1 (18 percent). 
Additionally, 15 percent of homicides 
took place in each of Wards 2 and 6, 
while 14 percent took place in Ward 7 
and 12 percent in Ward 5. The smallest 
number of homicides were in Ward 4 
(5 percent) and Ward 3 (1 percent). These 
patterns were consistent throughout the 
years in the study (Table 13, Map 1). 
Additionally, approximately 60 percent 
of assailants lived in the same wards as 
their victims. 

1985 
Ward # 
1 27 
2 19 
3 0 
4 9 
5 17 
6 19 
7 17 
8 23 
Total* 131 

*'IbtaIs exclude cases for which data 
is incomplete. 

'IbtaIs include justifiable homicides. 

% 
21 
15 
0 
7 

13 
15 
13 
18 

Map 1 

Homicides By Census Tract 
1985-June 1988 

Homicides 

II 1 to5 

6to 10 

11 to 15 

I p l16 to 20 

Table 13 

Ward Location of Homicide 
CY 1985 - June 1988 

1986 1987 
# % # % 

39 22 28 13 
24 13 30 14 
3 2 3 1 
3 2 15 7 

17 10 30 14 
26 15 30 14 
28 16 26 12 
38 21 49 23 

178 211 

1988 
# % 

27 18 
29 19 

0 0 
5 3 

20 13 
25 16 
23 15 
24 16 

153 

Total 
# % 

121 18 
102 15 

6 1 
32 5 
84 12 

100 15 
94 14 

134 20 
673 

Percent totals may not equal 100 due Source: Metropolitan Police Department. 
to rounding. Prepared By: Office of Criminal Justice 

Plans and Analysis. 
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As much as 74 percent of the victims 
were killed at their own residences in 
1985, 55 percent in 1986, 72 percent in 
1987, and 64 percent in the first half 
of 1988. The majority of these killings 
occurred outside the residence rather 
than inside. In 1985, 52 percent of the 
victims were killed outside their own 
residences while 22 percent were killed 
inside. This gap narrows over the years 
in the study. In 1988, 30 percent of the 
victims were killed outside their own 
residence while 34 percent were found 
inside. Of victims killed away from their 
own residences, about 14 percent were 
killed in areas considered public space 
(Table 14). 

The majority of victims in 
the District were killed at 
their own residences ... 

1985 
Site # 
Outside Residence 77 
Inside Residence 32 
Public Space 17 
Hallway/Stairwell 1 
Business 9 
Automobile 9 
Other 6 
Total* 151 

*Totals exclude cases for which data 
is incomplete. 

Totals include justifiable homicides. 

% 
52 
22 
11 
1 
6 
6 
4 

Table 14 

Site Location of Homicide 
CY 1985-June 1988 

1986 1987 
# % # % 

34 18 100 43 
73 38 66 29 
45 23 24 10 
4 2 6 3 

10 5 16 7 
8 4 0 0 

20 10 19 8 
194 231 

Percent totals may not equal 100 due 
to rounding. 
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1988 Total 
# % # % 

34 30 245 36 
38 34 209 30 
16 14 102 15 
0 0 11 2 
5 4 40 6 
7 6 24 4 

13 12 58 8 
113 689 

Source: Commission of Public Health. 
Prepared By: Office of Criminal Justice 

Plans and Analysis. 
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METHOD 
The increases in homicide and violent 

assaults are in part attributable to the 
increase in the availability of firearms. 
Although there are ongoing efforts to 
pass more stringent gun control laws, 
only a few states have gun control limits 
and the market for illegal guns is lucra­
tive. Unless registered before 1976, 
possession of handguns is illegal in the 
District. However, the lack of such legis­
lation in surrounding jurisdictions makes 
it easy for anyone to obtain a weapon. 

Guns are by far the weapon of choice 
in the District and nationally. Based 
on evidence confiscated by police, nine 
millimeter guns are the most common. 
While the .38 caliber revolver is still 
used, a popular practice in the streets is 
to load magazines with 15 and 32 round 
capacity into nine millimeter semi- and 
full-automatic guns. This can be done 
easily because anyone can buy maga­
zines over-the-counter without a license. 

An overwhelming majority 
of victims in the District were 
killed with firearms. All of 

. these weapons were seized at 
a single location. ~ 

21 



.:~YIf ... b\i'i#.M.1 M92A~,~,U;.4F .. {tfflJ,.Jf,$AE;;",.& .. P*,Jt;6k,§j:9g!iif.rA'.!''~"'.NiWil\j!Q·.R_<'p·.!*·,L!!,it@ffi!'"J-'}tw.l*$ga'PI~_."~a:~,,f.("~'."~,"!3!L">f1;~;-~-f':<BrW'::.:,\rr~{~I'i;'l~'~~;f'<··i'~!"'.>'.~W~W,,,.1<,~'~.":.,~,,,,,,,<.,,,~",,·"-" 

~«>1;,_%;q);o-.,i,,~,:." ,LSA!UQ,,; 

1985 
Method # 
Shooting 91 
Stabbing 36 
Blunt Force 

'frauma 2 
Strangulation 2 
Beating 5 
Burns/Arson 0 
Other 2 
Combination 2 
Total* 140 

*Totals exclude cases for which data 
is incomplete. 

'Ibtals include justifiable homicides. 

Shootings were the most common 
method of homicide in each year of the 
study, followed by stabbings. An over­
whelming majority of the victims were 
killed with firearms, most of which 
were handguns. During 1985, shootings 
accounted for 65 percent of the deaths 
while stabbings accounted for 26 per­
cent. The percentage of deaths by shoot­
ing increased from 65 percent in 1985 to 
70 percent in the first six months of 
1988, while the percentage of deaths by 
stabbing slightly decreased from 26 per­
cent in 1985 to 22 percent in the first 
half of 1988 (Table 15, Figure 5). 

% 
65 
26 

1 
1 
4 
0 
1 
1 

Table 15 
l\lethod of Homicide 
CY 1985 - June 1988 

1986 1987 1988 Total 
# % # % # % # % 

105 58 137 62 105 70 438 63 
44 24 52 23 33 22 165 24 

11 6 18 8 4 3 35 5 
5 3 3 1 5 3 15 2 
5 3 5 2 1 1 16 2 
5 3 0 0 0 0 5 1 
6 3 1 1 0 0 9 1 
1 1 6 3 2 1 11 2 

182 222 150 694 

Percent totals may not equal 100 due Source: Metropolitan Police Department. 
to rounding. Prepared By: Office of Criminal Justice 

Plans and Analysis. 

Figure 5 

Method of Homicide 
CY 1985-June 1988 

'" 

Shooting Stabbing Other 
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MOTIVE 
Motives for homicide are classified 

into several categories: drugs, alterca­
tion, domestic, robbery, sex, other, and 
unknown. The motive of drugs refers to 
homicides for which drug trafficking or 
use are a direct cause of the murder. 
AlteI'cation as a motive refers to argu­
ments and conflicts between people who 
are not related while domestic motives 
include confrontations between relatives. 
Motives that fall into the "other" category 
include police shootings and accidental 
killings. The category for unknown 
includes cases for which no arrest has 
been made and those for which a suspect 
has been identified or arrested, but no 
additional information about the crime 
has been discovered or divulged. 

It should be noted that police record 
only one motive per crime. Although 
many homicides involve circumstances 
that may fall into more than one motive 
category, the case is assessed and a pri­
mary motive is identified. Contributing 
factors, however, are also noted in the 
case reports. 

Data collected on homicide motives 
show some significant changes over the 
years in the study. During 1985, 49 per­
cent of the homicide motives were alter­
cations while 21 percent were robbery 
and 21 percent were drugs. In 1986, 
the primalry motives for homicide were 
drugs (34 percent) and altercations 
(28 percellt). 

It was during 1987 that a major shift 
in homicide motive took place. During 
this year, homicide resulting from drug 
motives escalated to 51 percent, replacing 
altercations (15 percent) as the most 
common motive for homicide. This same 
pattern was reported for the first six 
months of 1988 when 80 percent of the 
motives were drug-related, 7 percent were 
altercations and 7 percent were domestic 
(Table 16). 

Evidence gathered by police 
indicateS that this execution­
style killing in June 1988 was 
drug-related.~ 

Table 16 
Homicide Motive 

CY 1985 -.June 1988 

1985 1986 1987 1988 
Motive # %* # %* # %* # %* 
Altercation 49 49 23 28 26 15 8 7 
Drugs 21 21 28 34 90 51 95 80 
Domestic 7 7 9 11 26 15 8 7 
Robbery 21 21 5 6 19 11 6 5 
Sex 1 1 1 1 9 5 2 2 
Other 2 2 17 20 8 4 0 0 
Subtotal 101 83 178 119 
Unknown 47 105 1)2 37 
Total** 148 188 230 156 

*Percents for categories are based on 
cases for which motive is known. 

**'Ibtals include justifiable homicides. 

Source: Metropolitan Police Department. 
Prepared By: Office of Criminal Justice 

Plans and Analysis. 
Percent totals may not equal 100 due 

to rounding. 
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ILLEGAL DRUG ACTIVITY 
In 1987, citizens made more than 

23,000 calls for service to police for 
incidents of illegal drug activity. These 
are incidents which individuals witness 
and report to police as suspected crimes. 
As portrayed in Map 2, homicides appear 
to be concentrated in those areas whel'e 
illegal drug activity is highest. This 
suggests a strong relationship between 
illegal drug activity and homicide. 

HOUSEHOI.D INCOME 
Social scientists suggest that there 

is a relationship between income levels 
and crime. Map 3, which depicts the 
average incf:.me of District households 
in 1987 and the residence of assailants, 
shows that assailants are concentrated 
in those neighborhoods that report the 
lowest incomes. 

Map 2 
1987 Reports of Illegal Drug Activity 

By Census Tract 

1 Dot = Homicide 
(1985-June 1988) 

Reports 

II 
~ 

25 to 238 

239 to 451 

452 to 664 

D 665 to 876 

Map 3 
1987 Average Household Incmne 

By Census Tract 

1 Dot = 1 Arrestee 
(1985-June 1988) 

II 
[1] 

Dollars 

1-15,460 

15,460 -30920 

30,920-46380 

D 46,380 -61,840 
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VICTlM-ASSAILANT 
RELATIONSHIP 

Most homicide victims know their 
assailants. While the victim· assailant 
relationship in the majority of cases 
in the study period remains unknown, 
of those reported, most victims were 
the relatives, friends or acquaintances 
of their assailants. 

The victim and assailant are consid­
ered relatives if they have direct kinship 
ties and friends if they have no kinship 
ties, but know one another personally. 
Victims and assailants are considered 
acquaintances if they interacted, but did 
not necessarily know one another per­
sonally, as in the case of drug dealers and 
their clients. In the case where a victim 
and assailant are considered strangers, 
the police may suspect or know of a 
relationship, but have no evidence or 
witnesses to substantiate their specula­
tion. The reasons for a victim-assailant 
relationship to be unknown are similar 
to those for unknown motives: the case 
may not be closed; or, if it is, the assail­
ant may refuse to give any additional 
information about the crime. 

Data for the District show that 6 
percent of homicides occurred between 
relatives, 23 percent between friends or 
acquaintances, and 15 percent between 

strangers. An additional 55 percent of 
the relationships were unknown. These 
patterns are consistent for all years in 
the study (Table 17). 

Table 17 

Victim-Assailant Relationship 
CY 1985 -1987 

Assailant 
Relationship 1985 
to Victim # % 
Relative 5 16 
Friend/ 

Acquaintance 9 28 
Stranger 6 19 
Unknown 12 38 
Total* 32 

* Totals exclude cases for which data 
is incomplete. 

Percent totals may not equal 100 due 
to rounding. 

1986 1987 Total 
# 
0 

7 
4 

20 
31 

% # % # % 
0 1 3 6 6 

23 6 19 22 23 
13 4 13 14 15 
65 20 65 52 55 

31 94 

Source: Metropolitan Police Department. 
Prepared By: Office of Criminal Justice 

Plans and Analysis. 
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While homicide is the 11th leading 
cause of death overall in the United 
States, it is the fifth leading cause of 
death among blacks and the leading 
cause of death among black males ages 
15 to 34. This compares with homicide 
as the 13th leading cause of death for 
whites (Figure 6). In the District, blacks 
are nine times more likely than whites 
to be victims of homicide and eight 
times more likely than whites to commit 
homicide. In 1987, while 34 percent of 
the city's population was comprised of 
black males, 7lJ percent of homicide 
victims and 91 percent of homicide 
assailants were black males. Clearly, 
these facts point to the issue of homicide 
as one of particular concern for blacks, 
especially black males . 

.... A youth is comforted at the 
funeral of a 19-year old woman 
killed by a stray bullet outside 
of the Chapter III Nightclub 
in November of 1988. 



Some psychologists suggt;;~t that 
racism may be a factor that increal!>",<:; 
the risk for homicide for blacks. Feelings 
of frustration, anger, helplessness, and 
low self-esteem caused by experiencing 
prejudice and discrimination increase 
the likelihood of resorting to violence. 
Psychological and sociological theories 
suggest that black-on-black violence is a 
manifestation of self-hatred and repres­
sed rage that are the legacy of racism. 
Violence then is a way to assert one's 
existence and feel a sense of power in a 
society that systematically denies equal 
access to opportunities that yield real 
power and allow for self-determination. 

Tantamount to the issue of racism 
in general is the issue of black-on-black 
homicide. In 1987, national data show 
that 94 percent of black victims were 
slain by black offenders. The race rela­
tionship between victim and offender is 

not collected for the District. However, 
a similar pattern would undoubtedly 
emerge since 90 percent of victims and 
94 percent of assailants in the District 
during the study period were black. 

The role of social class and poverty is 
also suggested as a factor which results 
in a disproportionate share of black 
involvement in homicide. Economic 
inequality theory suggests that race 
differences in homicide are primarily 
due to socioeconomic differences. Data 
show that victims and perpetrators of 
homicide tend to be people who have 
low incomes and less education and are 
unemployed, and blacks are overrepre­
sented in these categories. National 
studies show that poverty is more prev­
alent among blacks than whites in this 
country. Additionally, research has 
shown that, when socioeconomic status 
is accounted for, the racial difference in 

Figure 6 

R-ank of Homicide as Leading 
Cause of Death by Race and Age 

homicide rates is negligible. What needs 
to be better understood, however, is 
what factors associated with poverty 
increase the likelihood of involvment in 
homicide among low- income people. 

These theories and explanations may 
only begin to give insight to the grow­
ing problem of homicide among blacks. 
Future research and prevention efforts 
in this area must focus on the mechanics 
of racism and poverty in order to gain 
a better working understanding of this 
problem as it relates to blacks in general 
and young, black males in particular. 
Emphasis should be placed more specifi­
cally on the socialization process of black 
maies in iower-income urban settings 
and the environmental influences that 
predispose this group to involvement 
in homicide. 

A Black • White • Other Source: u.s. Department of Health 
and Human Services, Public 
Health Services, Center for 
Disease Control. 
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he concept of preventing homI-
cide i~ a complex one because the factors 
that contribute to homicide and violence 
in our society are so pervasive. One can 
begin, however, by designing prevention 
strategies with the understanding that 
homicide is most often the end result of 
a process of violence and is not an iso­
lated act. It is the often unanticipated 
result of assault, rape, armed robbery 
or burglary, child abuse, drug trafficking 
activity or other violence. Identifying 
high-risk groups and major contributing 
factors is primary in ueveloping and 
implementing prevention strategies 
and programs. 

Many theories and models explaining 
homicidal behavior have heen put forth, 
each identifying various causal factors. 
Several factors contributing to homicide 
appear consistently: racism, unemploy­
ment, availability of handguns, alcohol 
and drugs, and mental and emotional 
problems. 

Any efforts to prevent homicide and 
violence must involve practitioners from 
all fields. The District sponsored a vio­
lence intervention conference in June 
1988 that brought together professionals 
from across the country who represented 
a wide range of disciplines. Some recom­
mendations for prevention put forth at 
this conference include: 

... Conducting more research to under­
stand socioeconomic, psychological 
and cultural components of violence 
to determine the most effective 
efforts and enduring m~thods 
and strategies. 

... Developing for public schools a 
violence prevention curriculum 
that helps youth learn skills in 
managing peer pressure and 
conflict. 

... Developing outreach programs 
for community-based organizations 
to teach adults skills in parenting, 
interpersonal conflict, and manag­
ing anger and confrontations. 

... Screening for victimization among 
people who go to public health 
centers. Many clinics across the 
country do this in an effort to iden­
tify people who have been exposed 
to a violent incident or lifestyle. 
Research shows that these people 
are more likely to be violent them­
selves. If identified, appropriate 
intervention and referral can be 
made to counseling, support 
groups or treatment. 

... Providing counseling and treat­
ment for children and youth who 
witness homicide and violence so 
that any negative psychological 
and emotional impact can be 
addressed and minimized . 

... Developing programs, counseling 
and treatment techniques that use 
an afro-centric approach to help 
and to motivafe black youth and 
families to overcome circumstances 
and conditions that place them at 
high risk. 

... Developing job-search programs 
that place persons from high-risk 
groups in gainful employment that 
will allow for financial independence 
and growth opportunity . 

... Changing attitudes and policies 
outlining the manner in which 
police officers deal with domestic 
violence. Law enforcement agencies 
and policy makers should work 
with psychologists and social 
workers in developing methods to 
respond to domestic conflicts more 
effectively. 

... Intensifying enforcement of gun 
control laws and passage of more 
gun control legislation. Common 
sentiment as well as research sup­
port that a significant amount of 
criminal violence, especially homi­
cide, occurs simply because guns 
are readily available. 

A Developing youth recreation, 
education, entertainment, and 
employment programs that are 
well staffed and supervised. 

.A Implementing more controls on the 
glorification of violence in movies, 
television, and music. 
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Workshop panelists at the 
District's violence intervention 
conference.v 
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Over the past several years, 
there has been a nation-wide increase 
in violent crime, and in urban areas an 
increase in homicide. Increases in the 
level of violence in a nation, which already 
experiences one of the highest homicide 
rates in the western world, is cause for 
great concern. 

The specter of violence-ridden streets, 
where acts of violence have become daily 
routines, is casting a shadow of fear and 
despair over many neighborhoods. While 
recent increases in violent crime and 
particularly homicide seem to be a result 
of numerous factors, the primary cause 
appears to be linked to the mushrooming 
illicit drug trade that has overwhelmed 
both the District and the rest of the 
nation. In the District, the proportion 
of drug-related homicides increased from 
21 percent in 1985 to 51 percent in 1987. 

In the District, both assailants and 
victims are most likely to be young adult 
black males from areas containing a high 
proportion of low-income families. The 
lure of fast money and an exciting life­
style seem to draw many young people 
into the drug subculture. The huge sums 
of money to be made at the expense of 
others appear to cheapen life and con­
tribute to the breakdown of social order. 

• 

The proliferation of lethal weapons 
has also played a role in the rise in homi­
cides. Recent police seizures of weapons 
indicate a greater availability of high­
caliber and semi-automatic guns which 
has resulted in a higher proportion of 
mortal gunshot wounds. It appears that 
gun dealers and drug dealers are involved 
in a relationship in which each depends 
on the other to survive. 

The illicit drug market produces a 
subculture where members create their 
own code of ethics and the means to 
enforce. There is no legall'ecourse for 
unpaid bills in the drug world. There 
are no boards or committees in place to 
settle territorial disputes, and there is 
no police response when drug funds or 
goods are stolen. Members of the drug 
subculture turn to violence as the most 
efficient and effective solution to their 
problems. Failure to meet a challenge 
with violence in this subculture may 
jeopardize a person's control and 
encourage others to take advantage of 
that person when opportunities arise. 

Finally, a discussion of violence and 
homicide should note the role of the 
media. For groups with minimal resources 
at their disposal, television and movies 
become a primary source of entertain­
ment and information. Persons depicted 
as being highly IJroficient in killing are 

portrayed as heroes and violence is 
repeatedly shown as an effective way 
to solve problems. 

Furthermore, the violence seen in 
American movie theaters and on televi­
sion helps to create fantasies of power 
and control for many who find themselves 
living in a grim reality where helpless­
ness prevails. Consequently, such persons 
may be prone to act out their violent 
fantasies when frustrated, angry, or 
under the influence of drugs. 

An important underlying cause of the 
high levels of violence experienced in 
this nation may be its prevailing values. 
For many, acts of aggression are linked 
to notions of manhood and selfhood. 
When someone thinks he has been 
unfairly treated, violence is often per­
ceived as a legitimate means to correct 
the situation. Many also believe that 
acquiring wealth is most important, 
and that anything one can do without 
getting caught, including homicide, is 
acceptable in pursuit of that goal. 

The District's homicide problem has 
not been ignored by its local govern­
ment or its residents. The District's 
Commission of Public Health estab­
lished the Task Force on Victimization 
and Community Violence, which enlisted 
the help of national experts to study 
the problem and develop solutions. The 
Metropolitan Police Department is 
making improvements in its Homicide 
Division to make more homicide arrests, 
and homicide prevention programs are in 
the planning stages. Citizens have also 
formed groups that are interested in 
working with families of homicide vic­
tims and with young people who are high 
risks as both victims and assailants. 

A purpose of this report is to heighten 
awareness of the homicide problem. 
Often, when a social problem worsens 
and there is no improvement over a 
period of time, the general public devel­
ops a new level of tolerance for that 
problem. It is imperative that violence 
and homicide never become accepted as 
uncontrollable and unavoidable elements 
in the District's communities, and that 
fear, despair and loss of life never become 
tolerated as a part of daily living expe­
riences. It is essential that the homicide 
problem be kept in focus by the public 
and that the various segments of the 
community come together to meet the 
challenge of reducing homicide. 



.Investigating 
Homicides 
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HomiGide investigation isa specUzl" 
ized function that is il7ldettaken by the 

· Dis.trict's Metropolitan PaJice Depart­
ment; ihe Medioal Examiner '$ Office and .. ' 
the US: AttornEY's Office. ThepoUce are 
concerned iJ;ith the identification and . 
atr~st of the killer, th,2medicalexaminer 
is corlCemed' with investigating the cause 

'. of death,andthe US, attcJ'rneyovers(fes 
the prosecutioll,o{.the. case. . 

PoliceDetectil)i!s 
. . M~trop()litaft po.liceDepartment 

(MEfj )de~ectives.frO'm theHomicide 
BrailChand iMMobile Crime Unit are 
immediately called tot/IEsceriE of all 
homicides,exceptinthe cqs~. of vehicular 
homicide,to whichrkte~tives {rom the.' 
Traffic Diuistonresponq" .' 

Tlw Di$trict 's police hO'miciaec:tetec­
tivesarettainedin alloftheproven Q. 

.traq,itional iechnique,~ of detection and 
inves#gationandhav~ongoing traininff 

~i~hetechn6logical advances in solving 
· hOmicides~They are trained in how to . 

. interview all,aTnterrogateJ performcrime . 
· scene investigatfun, gather andpt(Jcess 
evidence,.obtainlatent prints, and con-· 

. duct ballistics a1u1polygraphy t.ests, 
They must also have an Understanding 
of forens ic ]Jathology.Thedetective 
assigned to aparticular case watches 
the,autopsy and tMMobile CrimeUnit 
goes tQtheMedlcalExamiTi¢rs Of {ice to 
conduct further forensic investigatiOns 
including blood and hair ,tests,genetic 
mapping; fingerprinting, bitllet recovery, . 
and clothing examination. . . 

.. Policeh~micide detective!> nik,t also 
be trained to know and observe the 
defendall,t'srights at allphases of the 
in:uestigation,' including interrogation 
andtaki1J,gst(Ltements, confessions and 
admissions, . search and seizure; ·.eye, 
witnessidtm.tification, li~~up andl»ire~ . 
tapproc~du~s, preparations of a casefor 

· trial,. and testifying, police investigators . 
must!t:?epdbreastof all applfcablecourt 
c:tec{Sfons, legql intetpr,etatioris and Pro~ 
ceduralrestrictions so thdt any evidenc~' 
gatkeredis not subject to being tule~ . 
inp,c!misSlLblebec(uiseofthemanner in. ~ .. 
which it was .obtctiru;d. . 

.Once tit? police detectives have fully to the Felony TrialDivision.Ifa homi~ 
investigated a homicide, a suspe.Ct hope- dde is believed to 'be a second degree 
fully can be identified. If this is the case, murder,voluntaryor.involuntary.lJ2an:, 
q.wqrrant affidavit ispreseritedtothe. slaughter, it is referred to·theOfanil ;.'. 
us. Attorney's Office and; if approve(1, . Jury Division~ .Negligenthomicick cases' 

· police attef!i-pt to make an artest. F;or; = are referred to tke GrandJztryDivision •.. 
vehicuzar homicide/an arrest is often- .afterindictrnent: ...-' 

. times made at the scene becau'se .the. ,.All warra,nt(lpplicatioliscire ~evie.we:d 
perpetrator isstillpresent. his bwesti- before approval. If it is cktermined that 

· gated in tne mannerofahomiSfide; but nioreinformationisneeded, thecd$ef,s' .... 
· technicallY handl?d as(L traffic crime " retUrned to the police with areqitest{o,t' 
. until it is rfiferred to the iJ.S. Attoni.ey's {urtheriiwestig(1tion.lftheirwestigation 
Office for c:tetermination- of. status. and seemssufficient,the warrant. is appfoyelL ... 

_lurtherpro(Jessing. and. signed by the judge. '. . 
. .. .. '. Ji'irstdegree murder cases are assigned 

'I!he Medical Examiner. to a prosecutor who handles thectLse .' . 
· The Medical Examiner's Office . throughout it!> processing.Se;i;(Jiuic:tegfee 
· (MEO) is alsor,espoizsibie forexamtning .' murder a1uI manslaughter cases are first 
· thescene. where the body is located:' The .' .' assigned to a lineinvestigator, wlio 
winner.of theI)istrict government's handles the case untiiihereturn.ofan. 
1987 Awarilfor Outstqndihg Unitof the . indictment, .andtheTiassigned to. a : .. 
Yea1;.the Autopsy ThchnicianUntiis prosecutor who handles thecasefrom 

· called to the scenealong with the police ··arrai[Jnmentthrough senteh,cing." 
to investigate. 'While pdliceinvestigatOrs .' ~.. In all homicide cases,theU. S. . . '. 
mayl(ycliS-mure.on circumstances sUr- ~ . J~-A ttorlWY's Office conducts furtM,rpre~ '. 
rounding the incidentandclues possibly - ~indictrnent investigations, The inv~s:; 
linked with theassailantj. autopsy tech- tigation informationprovided by the .. . 
nicians loo~ foridelltificatiortmarks.. police is reviewed,manywitnessesariJ 

.' on the body, the number and types of . re-interviewed; attempts are .madeto . 
" wounds, and othervictim~related infor- identify new witnesses; and checks. are 
, mation,. Onceinl.lestigatorsrecordthe made to ensurl: thatevid,ence hasb~eFi 

· ·deiailsofthe scene, autopsy technicians analyzed properly. BaSed 6ntheseimJeF ... 
remove the body, or remains of the body, . tigations, the US. attorney makes the .'. 
{romthesce!W .to tM MEO.· ..' fiT/.aldeterminationofth.e category ol 

Regardless of the condition ofq, . homicide into which. a case fallS and,}n 
body, every homicidevictimiinli?rgoes the case of traffic death, d,eterminesifit .•.. 
rmautopsy. AnaHtopsyis ({process by .is labeledq homicide or a tr(1fficfatdlity; . 
wh.icha mediqal dOiJtprtrai1],edin forensic ... ' Mos.t.homicidecasesare solved.w#hin, . 
pathology internally dndextemaUy -" a relatively short period oltirM,.but '.' 
examines the body t9 reveqJthe actual' recent datas.how that ~nvestigation time' 

<cause of death and othednformation .is in&reasing.Ji'rom 1984 throu,gh4l)86, ... 
that w.ill provide evidence and clue§to 68 pe.rcent of homiciq,eswe~e. closed .' 
thehomicic:te act itself. .... .' .... . l1lithin 60 days.and36 percent. UJi'thtn24. 

After the medical.eJ;aminerjs report of hours.' For 1987 and 1988, the. arrlvuTitof .'. 
liJh£tt was found int>ide iindordhe viCtim.. caseS closed within: these timepefioas / .... 

· is filed, the body is released to the famil~' .. ' . decreased. Only 58pe~c;ent pfallhomf· 
The pr(Jcess wiuallytakesno longer than cides throughJ une of 1988 had befin .' .. ' . 
48 h6urs.· solved. The number of homicides in 

.Th~U.S. Al;Joniey. 
'The US. Attomey's Offfce isfirst 

involved with a D~trict homicide when 
the MPD presents a watrart,taffidavit 

.. , far approvaL.If a homicilkls believed to 
bea first degree murder, referral is made. 
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general hasincreaiied (1nd thenumph 
of drug-related homicides has. escaza.ted 

, - '. " ',~) :. , 

and, whUethereis more iTivestigatiLle 
timen.eeded to solvethes.e cases;.the.· . 
resources to cOnduct investigatioiishave. 
~ot increased, . . . ... 



omicide in the District of 
Columbia provides a compilation of 
statistical information and a review 
of homicide-related issues. This study 
includes an analysis of homicide victims, 
assailants, methods and motives, time 
and locations, and victim-assailant rela­
tionships. Issues discussed cover topics 
ranging from homicide among blacks to 
homicide prevention. 

The estimated number of homicides 
in the United States in 1987 totaled 
20,096. There were 3 percent fewer 
homicides reported nation-wide in 1987 
as compared with 1986. However, since 
1983 there has been a 4 percent increase 
in the national homicide count. The 
United States has one of the highest 
homicide rates in the world. 

In the District, the number of homi­
cides has increased from 148 in 1985 
to 225 in 1987. The homicide rate con­
tinued its rise in 1988 and reached an 
all-time high. 

Victims of homicide over the past four 
years were most likely to be black males 
between the ages of 18 and 25. Toxicology 
data indicate that about 63 percent of the 
victims had some type of drug or alcohol 
in their systems at the time of their 
deaths. In 1988, about 45 percent of the 

victims were found to be using cocaine. 
This is a remarkable increase from 1985 
when 17 percent of victims were found 
with cocaine in their systems. 

Persons arrested for homicide were 
also most likely to be black males 
between the ages of 18 and 25. In 1987, 
30 percent of the arrestees tested 
positive for cocaine while 18 percent 
tested positive for PCP. 

A greater proportion of homicides 
took place on weekend days and most 
homicides occurred between 9 p.m. and 
3 a.m. In this six-hour interval, the 
largest percentage of homicides occurred 
between 9 p.m. and midnight. 

Guns are overwhelmingly the weapon 
of choice in the District and nationally. 
Based on evidence confiscated by police; 
nine millimeter guns are the most com­
mon. Over the past 3 years, about two 
thirds of the District's homicide victims 
were killed with guns. About one fourth 
were killed by stabbing. 

Most homicide victims knew their 
assailants. While the victim-assailant 
relationship in the majority of cases in 
the study period remain unknown, of 
those reported, most victims were the 
relatives, friends or acquaintances of 
their assailants. 

Since 1985, about 66 percent of the 
victims were killed at their own residences 
with the majority occurring outside rather 
than inside. Thus far, in 1988, 30 percent 
of the victims were killed outs5de their 
own residences, 34 percent were found 
inside and 36 percent were killed away 
from home. 

Data collected on homicide motives 
show some significant changes over the 
past several years. During 1985, 49 
percent of homicides resulted from alter­
cations while 21 percent were robbery­
related and 21 percent were drug-related. 
By June 1988, the percent of drug-related 
homicides increased to 80 percent while 
homicides resulting from altercations 
declined to 7 percent. 

It is suggested that the growing use 
of illicit drugs and the expanding illegal 
drug market are major contributing 
factors to increases in the District's 
homicide rate. It is also suggested that 
the proliferation and easy availability of 
lethal weapons, changing moral stand­
ards, and violence depicted in the media 
affect homicide rates and a community's 
tolerance of homicides. 
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Number of Homicides by Census Tract 
CY 1985-June 1988 

Census Tract Ward Homicides 
1.0 2 2 
2.0 2 2 
3.0 3 1 
4.0 3 0 
5.2 3 0 
6.0 3 0 
7.1 3 0 
7.2 3 1 
8.1 3 0 
8.2 3 0 
9.1 3 0 
9.2 3 0 

10.1 3 0 
10.2 3 0 
11.0 3 2 
12.0 3 0 
13.1 3 0 
13.2 3 2 
14.0 3 0 
15.0 3 0 
16.0 4 0 
17.0 4 2 
18.1 4 0 
18.3 4 0 
18.4 4 1 
19.1 4 0 
19.2 4 1 
20.1 4 2 
20.2 4 1 
21.1 4 5 
21.2 4 2 
22.1 4 2 
22.2 4 3 
23.1 4 3 
23.1 4 1 
24.0 4 0 
25.1 4 4 
25.2 4 2 
26.0 4 1 
27.1 1 3 
27.2 1 2 
28.0 1 9 
29.0 1 6 
30.0 1 6 
31.0 1 5 
32.0 1 10 
33.1 5 7 
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Number of Homicides by Census Tract 
CY 1985-June 1988 (Continued) 

Census Tract Ward Homicides 
33.2 5 2 
34.0 1 6 
35.0 1 1 
36.0 1 14 
37.0 1 21 
38.0 1 9 
39.0 1 2 
40.0 1 1 
41.0 1 0 
42.1 1 4 
42.2 2 0 
43.0 1 5 
44.0 1 10 
45.0 1 7 
46.0 5 6 
47.0 2 5 
48.1 2 6 
48.2 2 4 
49.1 2 2 
49.2 2 13 
50.0 2 3 
51.0 2 5 
51.0 1 5 
52.1 2 5 
52.2 2 0 
52.3 2 0 
53.1 2 2 
53.2 2 3 
54.1 2 5 
54.2 2 0 
55.1 2 1 
55.2 2 0 
56.0 2 0 
57.1 2 0 
57.2 2 1 
58.0 2 5 
59.0 2 2 
60.1 2 1 
60.2 2 0 !" 

61.0 2 0 
62.0 2 2 
62.1 2 0 
62.2 2 1 
63.1 2 2 
63.2 2 0 
64.0 2 5 
65.0 6 0 
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Number of Homicides by Census Tract 
CY 1985-June 1988 (Continued) 

Census Tract Ward Homicides 
(' 66.0 6 0 

67.0 6 2 
68.2 6 4 
68.4 6 0 
69.0 6 4 
70.0 6 5 
71.0 6 8 
72.0 2 14 
73.1 8 0 
73.2 8 11 
73.4 8 8 
73.8 8 0 
74.0 8 0 
74.1 8 8 
74.4 8 13 
74.5 8 11 
74.6 8 6 
74.7 8 4 
74.8 8 9 
75.1 6 16 
75.2 6 8 
76.1 6 5 
76.3 7 3 
76.4 7 2 
76.5 6 7 
77.2 7 1 
77.3 7 7 
77.7 7 2 
77.8 6 1 
77.9 6 3 
78.3 7 5 
78.4 7 4 
78.5 7 1 
78.7 7 8 
78.8 7 8 
79.1 6 8 
79.3 6 4 
80.1 6 1 

... 80.2 6 1 
81.0 6 1 
81.2 6 1 
82.0 6 0 
83.1 6 3 
83.2 6 2 
84.0 6 0 
84.2 6 2 
85.0 2 8 
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Number of Homicides by Census Th-act 
CY 1985-June 1988 (Continued) 

Census Tract Ward Homicides 
86.0 2 1 

? 

87.1 5 9 
87.2 5 1 ... 
88.0 5 1 
88.2 5 5 
88.3 5 4 
88.4 5 3 
89.3 5 2 
89.4 5 5 
90.1 5 2 
90.2 5 5 
91.1 5 5 
91.2 5 12 
92.1 5 0 
92.2 5 6 
93.1 5 0 
93.2 5 4 
94.0 5 3 
95.1 4 1 
95.2 5 1 
95.3 5 1 
95.5 4 0 
95.7 4 0 
95.8 5 0 
96.0 8 1 
96.1 7 6 
96.2 7 9 
96.3 7 8 
96.4 7 2 
97.0 8 8 
98.1 8 9 
98.2 8 3 
98.3 8 5 
98.4 8 4 
98.5 8 4 
98.H 8 13 
98.'7 8 11 
98.8 8 4 
99.1 7 1 ., 
99.2 7 4 
99.3 7 4 
99.4 7 13 
99.5 7 1 
99.6 7 0 
99.7 7 4 
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• Gordian Ibetoh • Edwards Inge • 
Derrick Ingram· Myers Jackson· Andre 
Jackson· Herbert Jackson' Stephen 
Jackson· Jessie Jackson· Keith 
Jackson· Roscoe Jackson • Denise 
Jackson' Clifford Jackson' Clarence 
Jackson· Ronald Jackson' Lionell 
Jackson· Maurice Jackson· Kelvin 
Jackson· Carroll Jackson· Gerald 
Jackson· Joseph James· Norman 
James· Bernard Jefferson • William 
Jefferson· Thalia Jefferson· Darlene 
Jenkins· Darryl Jenkins • Joseph 
Johnson· Joseph Johnson· Tonya 
Johnson· Elaine Johnson • Jessie 
Johnson· Delory Johnson· Larry 
Johnson· Winston Johnson· Ralph 
Johnson' Benton Johnson· James 
Johnson' Nekeim Johnson· Brian 
Johnson· Victor Jones' Weldon Jones 
• John Jones· Mark Jones· Earl Jones 
• John Jones· Michael Jones· Claudell 
Jones· Wesley Jones· Lorenzo Jones· 
Donald Jones • Jarrett Jones • Bruce 
Jones· Alphonzo Jones' Chester Joppy 
• Bert Joyner· Karl Joyner. Wesley 
Jumper' Jeffrey Karnes· William 
Keefer· Roosevelt Kelly· Timothy 
Kemp· Lewis Kendrick· Tony Kenion • 
Thomas Kim • Michael King • Aldarther 
Kinney· John Kitt· Levorgia Knolton 
• Anthony Knox· Barbara Lampkins· 
Arturo Landa· Alphonzo Lane· 
Wildfredo Larosa· John Lawson· 
William Leak· Mary Lee· James Lee 
• Dorothy Lee· Duane Levells • ,Roger 
Lewis· Willie Limes· David Lipscomb 
• James Logan· Mae Long· Darin Love 
• Emily Lucas· Leon Lucas· Kelly 
Lucas· Tyrone Lucas· Allan Lufsey • 
Richard Lyons· Florentino Machado· 
Bernard Mack· Michael Mackie· Tell 
Maninat • Charles Mansfield· Melvin 
March· Rodericl{ Marshall • John 
Marshall· Luther Martin· Kevin 
Mason· Eugene Massey· Larry Mathis 
• Timothy Mathis' Keith Matthews' 
Derrick Matthews • Sherman Matttison • 
Arturo Matute • Harvey Maxwell • 
Shavon Mayo· Joel Mays· Curtis 
McClound • Lisa McConnaughey· Rufus 
M:cDowney • Barbara McIntyer • George 
McIntyre· Jacqueline McKay· David 
McLaughlin. Kenneth McLaugin • 
Michael McMillian· Gloria McMillian 
• Nathaniel McNab· Aaron McNair· 
Robert McPhaul· Vivienne McPherson 
• Porche Medley· John Melby· Arnold 
Melvin • Rafael Mena Alfraro • Edgar 
Mendez· Maria Meraz· Pauline Mercer 
• Kendall Merriweather· Dorothy Metts 
• Robert Mewman • Reginald Miley· 
Alfreda Miller· William Miller· Herbert 
Miller· Franklin Miller· Milton Mills' 
John Montgomery· Vernon Montgomery 

• James Montgomery· Charles Moore· 
Terrence Moore' Terry Moore· Bernard 
Morgan· Jerry Morris· Janice Morton 
• Anthony Mozee· Ernest Murphy· 
Gerald Murphy· Donald Murriell· 
Asheya Mykeeda· Ronald Nance· 
Jerome Nesbitt· Calvin Newkrirk • 
Ronald Newman· Robert Newman' 
Gregory Newsome· Donna Nichlos • 
Robert Nichols· George Noaks • 
Jonathan Noland' William Norman 
• Tyrone Norman· Margaret Norvelle • 
Urcella O'Connor· Brian Odam • Fannie 
Oliver· Janice Osborns • Byung Pak • 
Katherine Paker • Omar Palmer' Hae 
Park· Bobby Parker· Vivian Parker· 
John Parris· Anthony Pate· Keith 
Pearson· Thomas Peebles· Frank 
Pemberton· Charles Perry· Allen 
Peterson· Herman Pettis· Joel Phillips 
• Melvin Pickett· Jerry Pickins· James 
Pierce· Gregory Pierce· Joseph Pinkney 
• Timothy Pinn • Horace Pinnock· 
Lishca Poaches' Anntoinette Polk· 
Thomas Popp • Christopher Powell • 
Robert Powell· Dempsey Powell • 
William Powell • Keith Price • Melvin 
Price· Winfred Price· George Pringle 
• Carrie Prinrose • Ronald Proctor· 
William Proctor· Ronald Proctor· 
Herbert Purdie • Joseph Queen • Mark 
Quinn. Albert Radford· Germaine 
Ragland· Rodney Ragland • Kevin 
Raigns • Rickey Railey • Gretta Rainey 
• Ian Rammand • Steven Ramsey· 
Keith Rawls· Bertie Ray· Darryl Ray· 
Tracy Reddick· Lenarld Reese· William 
Reid· Robert Remington· Carolyn 
Resper' Steven Reynolds· James 
Richardson· Jerry Richmond· Anthony 
Riddick· Booker Riddick· Jerome 
Riggins· Anthony Hiley· Nathaniel 
Rivers· Waverly Robertson· Dana 
Robertson • Darryl Robinsond • Arnold 
Robinson· Larry Robinson· Shorn 
Rochester' Violet Rodney. Robert 

. Rogers· John Rogers· Anthony Roney 
• Victoria Ross· Vincent Roye • Stephen 
Royster· Patrick Rudd • Donald Ruffin 
• Edward Rusboldt • Charles Russell • 
Bernard Russell· Oscar Sanchez· Brian 
Sanders • Mackie Sanders· Kridikorn 
Satamarn • Michael Saunders· Leonard 
Scoggins • Theodore Scott· Teryl Scott 
• William Scott· Gwendolyn Scott· 
Sherman Scott· Gregory Scott • 
Fransisco Sealy· Marl{ Settles· Abdul 
Shaban • Phillip Shammill • Angela 
Shaw· Robert Shelton· Darrenna 
Shelton· Sabrina Shelton· Alex Shim 
• Walter Short· Sean Shorts· Raymond 
Shoulders· Paul Shreeves • Leroy 
Simms· James Singleton· Brenda 
Slade· David Sloan· Reginald Smalls 
• Edgar Smith· Reginald Smith· Paul 

Smith· Jesse Smith· Griffin S'mith 
• Garvin Smith· Bernard Smith· 
George Smith· Sean Smith· Ernest 
Smith· William Snoots· Daniel Snope 
• Janice Spain. Robert Speidel· Leon 
Spencer. Gail Spencer· Kevin Spriggs 
• Lucious Stackhouse· Earl Starks· 
Ella Starks· Trever Stephenson· Gary 
Stevens· Kael Stewart· Robert Stewart 
• Jan Stransky· Inez Strong· Shirley 
Summers· Michael Sumpter· Willie 
Sutton· Horace Swam' Linda Tapley 
• James Taylor· Simmion Taylor· 
Roland Taylor. Duane Taylor· Kenneth 
Taylor· Brandon Terrell· Lauthen 
Terwick • Allen Thacker • Linda Thies 
• James Thomas· Calvin Thomas' 
Anthony Thomas· Gerald Thompkins 
• Carlton Thompson· Robert Thompson 
• Desi Thompson. Beverly Thompson· 
Walter Thompson· Brenda Tibbs· Kelly 
Tillery· Bernard Timbers • R. T. Tinsley 
• Ernset Tolbert • Darrien Thmoney • 
Jeffrey Truesdale' John Trusdale· 
Samuel Thcker • Henry Thrner • Dewitt 
Thrner· Yvonne Thtt • Cornell 1\villey • 
Mattew Tyson· Michale Vaughn. 
Douglas Vaughn· Marquita Vaughn· 
Tyrone Venable • Edward Venable· 
Douglas Vines· Matthew Walker· 
Deborah Walker· William Walker· 
James Walker· Burrell Walker· Carrie 
Wall· Tony Wallace· Charles Wallace· 
William Ward· Michael Ward • Charles 
Ward· Darnell Ward· Anthony Warner· 
Deandre Washington· Ricardo 
Washington· Martin Washington • 
Lonnie Watkins· Yvonne Watts· 
Calvin Weaver· James Webster· Leslie 
Wheeler· Reginald White· Clarence 
Whitefield· Charles Whittington· 
Michelle Wilkerson • Alton Wilkinson· 
Carrie Willaims • Leedonyell Williams· 
Francis Williams· Christopher Williams 
• Braddock Williams' Joseph Williams 
• Richard Williams· Vincent Williams 
• Mark Williams· Darrell Williams· 
Claude Williams· Osborn Williams· 
Thomas Williams· Mark Williams· 
Harold Williams,· Joseph Williams· 
Michael Williams· Samuel Williams· 
Jeffrey Williams· Nathaniel Wi'" ''!Ison 
• Steven Wilsoll • Darryl Wilsm. srvin 
Wilson • Curtis Wilson' Dwayne 

, Winslow· Dwayne Winslow· Larry 
Wise • James Wolfe· Gina Wood· 
James Wood· John Woods· Leon 
Woodward • Erne,-~ Workman· Leon 
Wright. Cecelia Wyatt • William 
Wynn· Mo Yi· Hee Yoo· John Young 
• Roy Young· Sheng Yu • Gui Zhang 
• Gao Zhou 




