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Major Findings

r There is more black-on-white lhaldblack-on-6/acf violent cdme.

o Of the approximately 1,700,000 interracial crimes ofviolence involv-
ing blacks and whites, 90 percent are committed by blacks against whites.
Blacks are therefore up to 250 times more likely to do criminal violence to
whites than the reverse.

. Blacks commit violent cdmes at four to eight times the white rate.
Hispanics commit violent crimes at approximately three times the white rate,
and Asians at one halfto thrce quafiers the white rate.

o Blacks are twice as likely as whites to commit hate crimes.

. Hispanics are a hate crime yictim category but not a perpetrator cat-
egory Hispanic offenders are classified as whites, which inflates the white
offense rate artd gives the impression that Hispanics commit no hate cimes.

a Blacks are as much more dangerous than whites as men are more
dangerous than women.
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The Color of Crime

Summary

he Color o/Cine.^New Century Founda-
tion study based on federal crime reports,
has found significant differences in violent

crime rates for diflerent racial and ethnic groups.

Blacks, forexample, are manytimes more likely to
commit crime. oIviolence against whiles lhan vice
versa. Of the approximately 1,700,000 intecacial
violent crimes involvinS blacks and whites reported
every year, blacks commit 90 percent and whites
commit only ten percent. Blacks are therefore more
than 50 times more Iikely than whites to commit
interracial crimes ofviolence. The differenccs arc
e\ en glearer lor multiplc-offender intenacial crrmes.

with blacks 100 1o 250 times more likely to be in-
volved in gang attacks on whites than the rcverse.

Some people may argue that blacks attack whites
because they expect them to be carrying cash or
valuables. However, fewer than 20 percent ofblack
attacks on whites arcmbbcries; rape and assault do

not usually have economic motives,
There is more black-on-1,&i/e violent crime than

black-on-b/act violent c me. When blacks com-
mit violence they attack whites 50 to 55 percent of
the time. When whites commit violence they attack
blacks only two to three percent ofthe time.

Hate cflmes are lhought to be the moot,eriotrs
acts ofintenacial crime, but there were only 9,861

repoded in 1997. Ofthese, 6,981 were mce-related
and 4,105 were violent. This very small number of
crimes receives a disproportionate amount ofatten-
tion, but it is likely ihat the millions of ordinary
inte[acial crimes-g0 percent ofwhich are commit-
red by brrck5 rgainsr whires aremoredrmrginglo
racerclalions. Allhoughwhflc-on-black hatecrrmes

receive a greatdeal ofattention, blacks are approxi-
mately twice as likely lo commir hate crimes as

whites.
Hispanics are considered a victim category for

hate crimes but not a perpeirator category A Mexi-
canwho is attacked because ofethnicity is recorded
as Hispanic, but ifthe same Mexicanattacks a black
or white for racial reasons he is considered white.
Thir inflates the llgxres [or_whire" hatecrrmeper-
petrators. and gives rhe impression lhal Hrsparlicq
commit no hate crimes,

For virtuaily all c mes, there are consistent and
pronounced differences in arrest rates for violent
crime by race and ethnicity. Blacks are five to ten
times more likely to be arrested than whites, His-
panics are approximately three times more likely,
American Indians are about twice as likely, and
Asians are only one halfto two-thids as likely to
be affested for violent crimes as whites. The very
high rates for blacks means that the single best in-
dependeni predictor of crime rates for an arca is the
percentage ofthe populatior that is black.

Blacks are as much more likely to be arested
for violent crimes as men are more likely to be ar-
rcsted than women. To the extent that arrest rates
are a good indication ofachral criminal behavior
and therc is very strong evidence that they are-
blacks are as much more dangerous than whites as

men are more dangerous than women- Ifpeople feel
more threatened by unknown men than by untflown
womcn and are justilied in taking additional pre-
cautions against them, from a staiistical point of
vicw they are equallyjustified in making the same
distinctions bctween blacks andwhites a
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The Color of Crime
Intcrracial Crime

n June 7, I 998, whiie supremaci sts hitched
James Byrd of Jaspel Texas, to the back

ofa tmck, and dmgged him to dcath. This
appalling crime reminded the country in the most

forcelul rvay that racial hostility and intcrracial
cime continuetobe serious problems in theUnited
States. The rcsulting national outcry dcmonslrated
horv deeply Americans feel about racial violence.
Ourrage ovcr acl' ofthrs kind is enrirely rpflopri-
ate, Howevcr, to concentratc on one crime, no mat-
ter how sickening, is to present a distorted picture
ofi'lrerracialcrrme. ll'rve are to rcspond appropn-
arely to rhe problem ofracral violence it is rmpor-
tant to know its true nafure and proportions.

Most Americans probably bclieve that whites
commit most intefiacial crimes, and thatblacks arc
Ihe most frequent victims. The reverse is true: In
approximatcly 90 percent ofthe interracial crimes
olviolenceinvolvingblacks andwhites,blacksare
perpetrators and whites are victims. In terms of
, rime sres (calcuhrcd as the nlrmber ofcrime( per

100,000 population), blacks are more than 50 times
more likely to attack whites than the rcverse. To
usc the common short-hand expression, interracial
crimc is overwhelmingly "black'on-white." Be-
cause stalisiics ofihis kind are surprising 10 most
people, it is rvodh explaining them in some detail.

Every yeat since 1972, the U.S. Department ol
Justice has carried out what is called thc National
Crime Vrcrml/J(lon Sllrvcy (\CVS) to derermine
the frequcncy of cedaiu kinds ofcrimes. TheNCVS
survey sample is very large approximately 100,000
pcople in some 50,000 households and is carelully
selected on thc basis ol census data to make it as

reprcsentative as possible ofthe nation as a whole.
The NCVS is an inv^luable record ofcriminal vic-
tinlizalion as reportcd directly by A.mericans, and
ii is the only significant naliontvide measure ofin-
tenacialcrime.

Two pages from the NCVS are included as Ap-
pendix A ofthis report.! The flrst page. Trble,l2,
lists various caiegories oI singlc-offcnder intel.ra-

cial violent crimes for 1994 (the NCVS is carried
out annually, but the Depadment ol Justice does
not issue ftrll reports every year; 1994 is the most
recent year lor this data).

The group ofnumbeB atthe top ofthepage rep-
resents totals calculated for single-offender violent
crimes repoded for that year- They are extrapolatcd
from the actual crimes reported by the survey
sample. We findthat in 1994 6,830,160whiles were
victims ol violent crimes, and that 16-7 percent
(1,140,670) reported that the perpetrator was black.
Blacks were r lc ms of ,,100,4s0 violent crimcs.
ofwhich 12.3 percent (135,360) wcre committed
by whites. Addingthese figures lorinterracial crime
together (1,140,670 and I 35,360) we get a total of
1,276,030 inteffacial crimes, of which 1.140.670
or 89 percent were committed by blacks.

To get the,"dter at which blacks andwhites com-
mii interacial crime we divide the numberofcrimes
by the population to get crimes per 100,000 popu-
Iation. The Census Bureau reports that the 1994
white and black populations were 216,413,000 and
32,653,000 respectively. Wlites thereiore commit-
led acts ofinterracial violence at a rale of62.55 per
100,000 while the black mte was 3,493.63 per
100,000, a figure that is no less than 55.85 rimes
the white rate. Put in the most casily understood
terms, the average black was therelore 56 timcs
morc likely to commit criminal violence against a
white than was awhitetocommit criminal violence
against a black. Similar calculations show that the
black rate for interacial robbery or'lnugging,"was
103 times the white rate. These two rates are illns-
trated in the graph on the next page, and it is im-
portant to undcrstand whatthese figures mean. The
Tultiple o[ 56 does l?,,/ mecn ,ltat blacks conmil
56 timcs as much intefiacial violence as rvhites.
What it means is that ifwhites commit intenacial
violence at a rat€ of 10 crimes pcr 100.000 whites,
thc rale lor blacks is 560 per 100,000, or 56 limes
lhe white rate. This is thc kind ofcalculation that is
representcd in most ofthe graphs iD this repod.

The liglrrcs lrom Table 42 of the NCVS show
oiher facts about inlcnacial violencc. [[ wc once
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again concentmte on the group offigures at the top
of the table we can calculate the total number of
crimcs committed by perpetrators ofeach race, and
ihc perccntage that rs committed against the other
mce. We find that ihe 1,140,670 acts of violence
committed byblacks against whites constitute 56.3
percent ofall violent crimes committed by blacks.
That is to say that when blacks commit violent
crimes they target whites more than half the time
or, put dillerently, tlerc is morc black-on-white than
black-on-black crime. Similar calculations for
whitcs show that ofthe 5,114,692 acts ofcriminal
violence committed by whites, only 2.6 perccnt
were direcled at blacks. (Although homicide is a
violent crime, the NCVS does not include itbccause
victims cannot be interviewed. The number of in-
terracial murders is small and does noi affect the
percentages and ratios presented here.)

Some may argue that blacks commit violence
against whites because whites are morc likely to
have money and are therefore more promising rob-
bcry targcts. Ilowever, ofthe 1,140,670 black-on-
white acts of viole[ce reported in 1994, only
173,374 were robberies. The remaining 84.8 per-

cent werc aggravated assaults, rapes, andsimple as-

saults, which presumably were not motivated by
profit. Rape, in particular, has nothing to do with
thc prcsumcd wealth of the victim. Morc than
10.000 u \rte r\ omen were rapcd by bldcL men rn
1994, and about 5,400 black u/omen were rapcd by
while men. The black interracial rapc rale was 38
timcs thc whiic rate.

The second page olAppendix A ofthis report is
another page from the NCVS. Table 48 shows in-
terracial crime data for acts ofviolence committed
by multiple oficnders. By doing the same calcula-
tions asbcfore, tve can dcteminehow much group
or "gang" violencc (not in the sense of organized
gangs) is interracial, and how much is committed
by blacks and by whites. Of rhe total of490,266
acts of multiple-offender intenacial violence, no
fewer than 93.9 percent were committed by blacks
against whites. Robbery, lor which iherc is a mon-
ctary motive, accounted for fewerthan one lhird of
these crimes. The rest were gang assaults, includ-
ing rapes, presumably lor motives otherthan profit.

Rates of group violence for each race can be
calculated as before, and the diflerence between the
races is stark. The black rate ofoverall intenacial
gang violence is 101.75 times the white rate: for
robbery it is 277.31 times the white rate. Difl'cr-
ences as great as this are seldom found incompara-
tive studies ofSroup behavior, and they cry out for
study and explanation. It is probably safe to say
that ifthe races were reversed, and gangs ofwhites
werc attacking blacks at merely four or five times
thc rate at which blacks were attacking whites the
country would considcr this a national crisis that
required urgent attention.

Hat€ Crimes in P€rspective

Ever since passage ofthc I-Iate Crimc Statistics
Act of 1990, the FBI has been charged with col-
Iccting national statistics on criminal acts "moti-
vated, in whole or in part, by bias." The law does
not compel local law enforcement agencies to sup-
ply the FBI with this information but most do. In
1997, the most recent year forwhich data are avail-
able, the FBI received hate cdme information from
11,21I local agencies serving more than 83 percent
olthe United States population.,

In that year, titere was a total of9,861 offenses.
of which 6,981 represented bias crimes based on
race or cthnic o gi[. The remainder were for rea-
sons ofreligion, scxual odentation, or disability.

The FBI reports 8,474 suspected oflenders
whose race was known. Olthat nllmber, 5,3214 were
white and 1.629 were black. Their offenses rvhich
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included 
^ll 

catcgories olhxte crime, not_just racial
bias-can. in h]m, be divided into violcnt and non-
violent oflenses, and by calculating the ,"d/e ofof-
fense by race we find that blacks were 1.99 times
more Iikely lhcn $hitc' to commit hale crimes rn

general and 2.24 times more likely to commit vio-
lent h4te crimes.

As forcascs ofracial bias, there were 718 blacks
charged with anti-white (as opposed to anti-homo-
sexual, anti-Semitic, etc.) crimes and 2,336 whites
charged with anti-black hate crimes. Although the

number ofwhite offenders was larget the black /d/e
per 100,000 was twice as high. A larger number of
whites commit these crimes. but blacks are2.0times
more /ikell to cornmit them. This overrepresenlation

ofblacks in hate crimes, notjust in race bias cases

but in all categories, runs counter to the common
impression that whites are the virtually exclusive
perpetrators ofhate crimes and are certainly more
likely to commit them than blacks.

But perhaps ofevcn greater significance is the

relatively small number olbias crimes to begin with.
Of the 6,981 ollenses based on mce or ethnicity,
only 4,105 were violent, involving murder, rape,

robbery, orassault. The rest included such offenses
as vandalism and intimidation. These numbers are

almost insignificant compared to the 1,766,000 in"
terracial crimes olviolence (combining both single-
and multiple'off'ender offenccs) rcportcd in the
NCVS,

Needless to say, part of this huge disparity in
numbers is explained by the f'act that the NCVS
covers all crimes whether repofled to police or not
rvhereas fora crime to be included in the FBI's hate

crime statisiics it must first be reported to police
and {hen officially classilied as a hate crime. No
doubt there is some numberofcrimes never rcportcd
to thc police that authorities would consjder hate
crimes ifthey knerv about them.

llowever, how impodant is ihe distinction be-
tween inte(acial crimes that are officially desig-
nated as hate crimes and those that are not? For a

crime to be considered a hate crime, theperpetrator
must makehis motive clear, usually by using racial
sluls.lt is not had to imaginc that ofthe 1,766,000
interracial crimes committcd in I994. some-pcr-
haps evena grc.rt many wcrc 'lnotivated. in whole

or in pad, by bias" but the perpetrators did nol ex'
prcss their motives.

Given the realities ofrace in the United States,
would it be uffeasonable for a person attacked by
someote ofa differcnt race to wonderwhcther mce
had something to do with the attack, ev€n ifhis as-
sailant said nothing? Such suspicions arc evenmore
likely in lhe case oflhe 4q0.260 acls oIBrorp vio-
lence that crcssed racial lines in 1994. What is the
psychological effect on avictim setupon by a gang
ofpeople ofa differentrace?A white woman gang-
rapedby blacks or a black man comered and beaten
by whites can hardly help but think he was singled
out at least in part bccause oFrace, even ifthc at-
tackers used no mcial slurs.

Many states have passed laws that increase pen-
alties for people convicted of hate crimes. These
laws recognize the harm done to society when
people are attacked because ofrace or other char-
acteristics. Howevcr, one might ask which does
more damage to society: the few thousand violent
acts officially labeled as hate crimes or the vastly
more numerous interracial crimes ofviolence that
go virtually unnoticed?

Hate Crimes Committed by Hirpanicr

The government s trcatmenr ol hate cnmcs is
misleading in another. ever more obvlou. wa). rn
lhal lhe FBI repons hate cflmes aE.ri,rrr Ilispanics
but not 6l Ilispanics. Appendix B is the r*BI's "llatc
Crime Incident Report," which is used to record
bias crimes- Alihough Hispanics are clearly indi-
catedas a victim category in the "Bias Motivation"
section, they arcnot a per?etrator category in "Sus-
pected Race ofOflender."The FBI therefore forces
local law enforcemeni agencies to categorize most
Hispanic oflenders as "white" (see "Measllring His-
panic Crime Rates," bclow) and the figurcs lor 1997
rcflcctthis. The total numberofhate crimes forthat
year 9,861 includes 636 crimes of anti-Uispanic
bias, but not one of the 8,474 known offenders is
"Hispanic" because the FBI's data collection
mcthod does not pemit such a designation.

If a Mexican is assaulted lor rcasons ofethnic-
ity he is offlcially recorded as Ilispanic. uowever.
hc bciomc. 

" \itc rllrc comrnrr\ n lralc cnmc xga il r.l
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a black. Even more absurdly, if a Mexican com-
mits a hatc crimc against a whitc, both thc victim
and the perpetrator are repoted as white. And, in
faci, the 1997 FBI figures duly record 2l4 "white"
offenders who committcd anti-white hate crimes.r
The offenders werc probably Hispanic, but ifthat
is the case the report should say so- [I some ofihe
"whi(es" who are reported to have committed crimes

against blacks are also Hispanic, thc report should
indicate that. too.

An examination of specific crimes shows that
official rcports can be misleading. Murder is the
most serious and shocking ofall hate crimes, and

thc FBI lists five cases of racially-motivated mur-
der for 1997 three "anti-black" and two "anti-
white." The FBI report does not provide details
about the perpetrators or lhe circumstances ofihe
killings, but the local police depaftments that rc-
portcd thc crimes to the FBI have this infomation.

Two ofthe anti-black killings took place in the
same town, a larg€ly Hispanic suburb ofLos An-
geles called llawaiian Gardcns. Hawaiian Gardens
has a history of black-Hispanic tension that is so

bad many blacks have becn forced to Icave. In one

of the murde$, a 24-year-old black man was beaien
io death by a mob of l0 to 14 Hispanics who took
turns smashing his head with a baseball bat. In the
olher, a Hispanic gang member challenged a 29'
year-old black man's right to be in the neighbor-
hood. A few minutes later he retumed and shoi the

man in the chesl.lnboth cases. the victims and kill-
crsdrd not l,rou eacholherand lhe morr\atron ap-
pears to have been purely racial.aThese crimes are

typical ofwhat we think ofas hate-crimc murders,

and because no Hispanics are ideniified as perpe-

trators in the FBI report, it is safe to assume the
killcrs were classified fts white .

The third anti-black killing took place in Ar1-

chorage, Alaska. According to press repofts, awhite
man, 33-year-old Brctt Maness, killed his neigh-
bor, a 32-year-old black man Delbert White, after a
briclslrutgle. Mr N4aness. who was growing mrri-
juana in his apaftment and kept an arsenalofweap-
ons, had been shooiing a pellet gun ai Mr White's
house, and the black man had come over to com-
plain. Interestingly, a jury io nd that Mr. Maness
killed Mr. white in selfdefense, but convicted him

of weapo s and drugs charges. The incident was
considered a hate crime because Mr Muess had
brandishcd weapons and shouted mcial slurs at Mr.
White in lhe past.5 A police spokesman adds that
racist literaturc was found in Mr Maness' apart-
ment after the shooting.

The remaining two killings were classified as
anti-white, but only one fits ihe usual conception
ofsuch cnmes. Four whire men $ere wrlking on a
street in Palm Beach, Florida, whcn a car came to a
stop not far lromthem. Two black men got outwith
their hands behind their backs and one said "What
are youcrackers looking at?" One ofthewhitemen
replied, "Not you, nigger," whereupon one of the
blacksbroughta gun from behind his back and fired
sevcral times, killing one white and wounding an-
other. Attackers and victims did not know each
other, and the criminal motivation appea$ to have
been purely racial.6Thc other anti-white killing iD-
volved a Texas businessman lrom India, SriPunjabi,
who shot his Mcxican daughter-inlaw because his
son had divorced al1 Indian wile to marry her. Mr.
Punjabi was incensed that his son should marry
anyone who was not Indian.T (Presumably, this
crime should have been classified as antiHispanic
rather than anti-white.)

These five racially-motivated murders reported
lor lqqTdonoifillhepopularlmageofhrlccrimes.
namely, of whites brutalizing non-whites. In fact,
only one perpetrator was "whitc" in the usually ac-
cepted sense. Whatwas thc na(ure ofihe thousands
ol other officially-rcporred hate crimes? Without
examining all 9,861 ofthem it is impossibie to say.

Tt is clear howe\ er. rhat lhe fBI repon givcs a

false impression. It inflates the number ofhate
crimes committed by "whites" by calling Hispan-
ic) white. Al r\e same lime ir givcq thc imnression
that Hispanics never commit hate crimes. The rea-
son for gathering thcse data is to a[ive at a better
understanding of the extent of racial friction and
violence in the United States.lFstalistics are to have
any meaning they must reflect American reality,
namcly, ihai most Hispanics think ofthemselves as

a separate group, distinct from non-H ispanic whites,
and are perceived by others as a dillbrcni group. It
is impossible to understand or allevjate group fric-
tion wiihout rccognizing this. If thc FBI wants to
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collect meaningftll data, it must recognize Hispan-
ics as a perpetralor category as well as a victim caF
cgory.

The Color ofCrime

Different racial groups in ihe United States com-
mit crimes at different rates. MostAmericans have

a sense that non-white neighborhoods are more
dangerous than white ncighborhoods and they are

corect. However, it is very unusual to find reliable
informaiion on just how much more dangerous
some groups are than others.

The Unifor Oinre Reports (UCR), published
annually by the FBI, is the standard reference work
for crime and crime rates in the United States. The
UCR is a nationwide compilation of criminal of-
fenses and arrcst data, reported voluntarily by local
law enforcement agencies. [n the most recentUCR,
which covers 1997, the FBI received reports lrom
17,000 1aw enforcement agencies, covering 95 per-
cent of the country's population. The UCR is un-
q estionably the most comprehensive and authori-
tatrve rcport on crimes brought to the attention of
Ilrepolrce News slories aboulflslng or [alllng crime
rlles rrc Jlmost ahvay\ bd.cd on thc UCR.

In irying to determine crime rates for diflerent
racial groups, it is important to understand the dif-
lerences betrveen the UCR andlhe NdtionalCrime
yictimization Suney (NCVS) refened to above. The
NCVS contains only one kind of information:
crimes Americans saytheyhave sufacred. Thc UCR
rncludes {wo drlferenL kind5 of nrrmbers' crime'
repoded to the police and arrests of perpetrators.

Even for the same year and lor the same crime. these

three setsofnumbers are different. The largestnum-
bers are in lhe NCVS. berxuse ihey include crimes
not reportcd to the police. Somewhat smaller are
thc UCR figures on offenscs reported to authori-
ties, and smaller stili are afiest figures, which rcp-
rcsent oflenses for rvhich a suspect is arrested.

For example, in the 1997 NCVS Americans say
lhey suflered a total of 1,883,000 cases ofaggra-
vated assault,g but according to the UCR, only
1.022.000 were reported to the police. During that
same year, therc were only 535,000 anests tbr ag-
gravated assault.! Raciel data enter the UCR fig-

ures only when an a(est is made, so it can be ar-
gued that racial comparisons should not be based
on UCR data. Different racial groups may report
crime to the police at differe[t rates, some groups
may be more successful at escaping anest, and the
police may discrrmin.rte belween racial groups rn
their arrest eflods. Howevet there is a great advan-
tage in using UCR daia because its racial catego-
ries are more detailed. Unlike the NCVS, which
reports only on "black," "white," and "othel" the
UCR compiles arest data on "black," "white,"
"American Indiar/Eskimo," and "Asiar/Pacifi c Is-
lander." These are the only national crime data that
make these disiinctions. Also. as we will see later.
UCR arrest data can be compared ro other data in
$ays lhal make rl possible lo treat Hispantcs.rs a

separate ethnic category.
Another good reason to use UCR data is that

although the racial proportions vary somewhat be-
tween the NCVS survey data (race olperpetrator
as rcpofted by victims) and the UCR anestdata(race
ofpcrsons anested), they are not that different- For
example, according to the UCR, 57 percent of
people a(ested for rcbbery in 1997 were black, as
were 37 percent of those anested for aggravated
assault.'o According to NCVS data on single-of-
fender crtmes, 51 percent of robbers were repofied
by their victims to be black as were 30 percent of
those who committed aggravated assault (once
again, using 1994 data).r' Since there is a greater
overepresentation by blacks in NCVS-reported
Diitiple-offender crimes, combining the two seis
offiguresbrings the racial proportions in the NCVS
figures extremely close to the racial proportions in
UCR arest figures.r, Put differently, police are ar-
resting criminals ofdiffercnt races in very close to
the s!me proporlions ts Americans .ay lhey are vic-
timized by people ofthose mces.

81 this mcasure. sho rs commilring crrmc rn

America? The graph on the next page shows arrest
rates (calculated, as before, fls the number ol ar-
rests per 100,000 population) as ,r,r/lrples of the
white arrest rate loi various crimes. The white rate
is always set to one, so ifthe black rate is three, for
example, it means that blacks are anested at thee
times the while rate. Once again, it does not mean
lllat thrce tinles as many blacks as whites were ar,
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rested; it means that if 100 ofevery 100,000 whites
wcre arrested for a crime, 300 of every 100,000
hlrcks were arrested for the same crime.

The data show a very consistent pattem: Blacks
are arrested at dramatically higher rates than other
racial groups. American Indians and Eskimos (here-

inafter "Indians") are arrested at slightly higher mtes
thanwhites, and Asians are anested at consistently
low?r "ale\. The popular conceplron of crime rn

America is coffect; mtes are much higher among
blacks than among whites or other groups.

It is for this reason that the single best jndepen-

dent indicator of a jurisdiction's c me rate is the
percentage ofitspopulation that is black. The scat-
ter chart to the right plots homicide rate and black
percentagc ofpopulation lor all the states and lor
the Distict ofColumbia (which is the outlyingdata
point at the upp€r right).'r The tendency is clear:
The higher the percentage ofblacks, the greaterthe
number ofmurders.

It is worth noting that murder rates are a differ-
ent kind ofdata from both NCVS repofts andUCR
arrest data. They are not based on victim reports
nor can they be distorted by differences in arest
rates by racial grcup that could reflect possible po-
lice bias. Pure homicide rates tell us nothing about
the race ofeither the killer or the victim. They are

simplyancxprcssionofthe levelofhomicidal vio-
lence in a community, and that level increases as

the perceniage olblacks increases.
Ncvertheless. to retum to the view that alrest data

reflectpolice bias ratherthan genuine group differ-
ences in crime mtes, police actuallyhave very little
discrcrion in whom lhcy arrcsl for viole.lr crimec.

% Block
Except fot murder victims, mostpeople can tellthe
police the race ofan assailant. Ifa victim says he
was mugged by a whiteman, the police cannot very
well arrest a black man even if they want to.

For this rcason, many people accept that police
have little discretion in whom to arest for violent
c me, but still believe drug laws are enlorced un-
fairly against minorities. Drug offenses are beyond
the scope ofthis rcport but here, too, there is inde-
pendent evidence that anest mtes reflect differences
in criminal behavior not selective law enforcement-
The U.S. Department of Health and Human Ser-
vices keeps rccords by race ofdrug-related emer-
gency room admissions. It reports that blacks are
admitted at 6.67 times the non-Hispanic white rate
For heroin and molphine, and no less tlan 10.49
rimes the non-Hispanrc whitc rate lor cocaine.
(Rates for Hispanics are 2.82 and 2.35 times the
white rates: information is not reported on Ameri-
can Indians or Asians).ra There is only one plau-
sible explanation for these mtes: Blacks are much
more likely to be using drugs in the fi$t place.

Finally, if mcist white police were unfairly ar-
resting non-whites we would expect anestrates lor
Asians to be higher than for those for whites. In-
stead, they are lower loralmost everykind ofcrime.

Measuring Hispanic Crime Rates

Any study olgroup crime rules in n mcncc iq

complicated by the inconsistent treatmenl olHis-
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panics by different govemment agencies. For ex-
ample, the Census Bureau's official estimate for the
1997 population ofthe United Stat€s divides all268
million Americans into four racial groups: white,
black, Indian and Eskimo, and Asian and Pacific
Islander. Thebureau then explains that amongthese
208 million people lhere rrc 29 million Hi:panics
who "can be ofany race." However, it also counts

non-Hispanic \lhiles, on-Iltupdnic blacks, Indians,
etc. Thus we find that although according to the
strictly racial classification, there are 221 million
whites in the United States, there arc only 195 mil-
hon non-Hispd ic whites. When American Hispa[-
ics, apprcximately halfofwhom are Mexican, are
apportioned io the four racial categoies, the Cen-
sus Burcau considers 9l percent to be white, six
perceni black, one perccnt American Indian, and
two percent Asian.

The treatment of Hispanics can make for odd
results. Forexample, accordingtothe l990census,
the 3,485,000 people ofLos Angeles were 52.9 per-

cent white, 13.9 percent black, 0.4 percent Ameri-
can Indian, and 22.9 pelcent Asian which adds up
to 100 percent. This makes the city appear to be

majority white. However, Los Angeles was also
39.3 percent Hispanic, and if we subtract the 9l
percent of them who wcre classed as whiies, the
non-Hispanic white population suddenly drops to
only 16.6 percent.

What does this mean for cime statistics? Be-
cause Ihe UCR figures do not trcat Hisprnics as a

separate category almost all the Hispanics anested
in the Unitcd States go il1to olficial records as

"white." This is contrary to the usual undcrstand-
ing ofthe word, which is not normally thought to
include most Mexicans and Latinos.

Ifviolent crime mtes for Hispanics are substan-
tially djfferent from those ofnon-Hispanic whites,
putting Hispanics in the "white" category distorts
thc results. This is not as serious as in the case of
hate crimes, in whiohthe crime itselfhas to do with
lhc very personal characteristics that are being omit-
ted from the records, but there is no rcason not to
make ethnic or racial comparisons as accurate as

possible. The UCR tabulates separate data on
American Indians and Eskimos who are less than

one percent of the population-but it ignorcs His-
panics, who are 12 percent of the population.

Some data-gathedng agencies do treat Hispan-
ics and non-Hispanic whites separately. The Cali-
fornia Department ofJustice, which records 

^ll 
ar-

rests within the state, consistently makes this dis-
tinction (though it lumps Asians and American In-
dians into the "other" category). Some ofthese Cali-
iornia figures arc included as Appendix C of this
report. In conjunction with Census Bureau popula-
tion figures forHispanics, non-Hispanic whites, and
non-Hispanic blacks living in Califomia in 1997,
we can calculate the anest rates for the differcnt
groups for different crimes. In the graph below, these
mtes are once again represented as multiples ofthe
white rate. As is the case with national UCR data.
blacks are arrested at much higher rates than whites,
but Hispanics ale also arrested at considerably
higher rates.

California Arrests by Race

12

" N,4urder Rape Assault Robbery

The dilfercnt rates at which Hispanics and non-
Hispanic whites are held in prisons and jails are
another indicator of the differences in crime rates
between the two groups. Although the UCR does
not ireat Hispanics as a separate category lorarrest
purposes. some govcmment rcporis on lhe prison
population do consider them scpamtely. For ex-
ample, the Department of Justice has calculated
1996 incarceration rates per 100,000 population for
non-Hispanic whites (193), Ilispanics (688), and
non-Hispanic blacks (1,571).15 Expresscd as mul-
tiplcs of the white rate, the Hispanic rate is 3.56
and the black late is 8.14. These multiples are close

15
Multiples of White Rate
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to those from the Califomia arest data, andjustify
the conclusion that Hispanics are rcughly three
times more likely than non-Hispanic whites to be

affested for vaious crimes.
Ifwe make this assumption, we can use the fol-

lowing fomula to incoryorate this differential into
the UCR racial data on white arrests so as to calcu-
late more accurate arest rates for non-Hispanic
whites:

R(Number of non-Hispanic whites) +
3R(Number ofwhite Hispanics): Actual Numb-.r
ofAnests

Here, R is the arest rate for non-Hispanic whites
and 3R is the arest rate for Hispanics who are cat-
egoriz€d as white when they are arrested. Calcula-
tions ofthis kind show that ifHispanics are broken
out as a sepamte ethnic category with an arrest rate
assumed to be three times the non-Hispanic rate,
the rate fornon-Hispanic whites decreases by 19.5
percent. The graph below shows arrest rates (as mul-
tiples ofthe white arest mte) adjusted for this re-
duction. For lack ofmore precise information, the
multiple for Hispanics is set at tkee times thewhite
rate for a/l crimes even though there is cedain to be

some vadation in the multiples for different types

ofcrimes. The unadjusted arest rate chat is also
reproduced next to it l"or purposes ol compalison.
Because the evidence from national incarceration

Adjusted Arrest Rates
Multiples of White Rate

mtes and Califomia arrest rates suggests lhat His-
panics commit violent crimes at some multiple of
the white rate,the adjusted graph is probably a more
accurate indicator of group di fferences. Both graphs
arc onthe same scale and show the extent to which
sepamting out Hispanics reduces arest rates for
non-Hispanic whites.

It should be noted here that the NCVS survey
data on interracial crime refefed to at the begin-
ning of this report also includes Hispanics in the
"white"category It is therefore impossible to know
how many ofthe "whites" who committed violent
crimes against blacks were actually Hispanic or how
many of the "whites" against whom blacks com-
mrlted violenl crimes were Hropanic. lfHlspanics
commit violent crimes against blacks at a higher
rate than whites andjudging from their higher ar-
rest and incarceration rates for other offenses this
seems likely the NCVS report also inflates the
crime rates of non-Hispanic whites.

Men versus Women

Many people resist the idea that different mcial
groups can have signihcantly different rates oavio-
lent crime. Howevet there are several group dif-
ferences in c me rates that virlually everyone un-
derstands and takes for granted. Men in their 20s,
for example, are much more prone to violence than
men in their 50s, and when they are arested more

Unadjusted Arrest Rates
Multiples of White Rate

ffin"ian lwr,ite ffitnoian

Qe"i"n !wr,ir" ffitnoian ffinispanic !su"r
'12

10

lrurder Rape Robbery Assaull CarTheft
Adjusted by separating out Hispanics

Black

Murder Rape Robbery
Hispanics included

Assault CarTheft
with whites
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Male Arrest Rates
l',4ultiples of Female Rales

lrcquently for it, no one doubts that it is because
theycommitmorc crime. Likewise, virtually no one
disputes the reason for higher arrest mtes for men
than for womenr Men commit more crime than
women. This is the case for racial gmups as well:
Asians arc arested at lower rates than whites be-
cause lhey commit fewer crimes; blacks and His-
panics are arrested at highermtes because they com-
mit more crimes.

When it comes to violent crime, blacks are ap-
proximately as muchmore likely to be arrested than
whites, as men are more likely to be anested than
women. The multiples ofblackv. white amest rates
are very close to the multiples of male v. female
arrest rates, suggesting that blacks are as much more
dangerous than whites as men are more dangerous
than women.

The first graph on this page shows a[est rates
for men as multiples ofanest mtes for women for
the same cdmes.16 The differentials are roughly
similarto those between blacks andwhites. The next
two gftphs compare arrest rates for murder and rob-
bery and demonstrate that the black/white anest
multiple is almost as great as the male/female mltl-
rrple. The Iast graph makes the same compari.on
for afiest rates for all violent crimes. (Thcse fig-
ures have llof been adjusted for the fact that His-
panics are included with whites. As we have seen,
this adjustment lowers the white anest rate by nearly
20 percent, and would make the black/white mul-
tiples 8,"ealel than the male/female multiples.)

Arrests for Murder

Blacks v Whites

Men vWomen

Arrests forAll Violent Crimes

Blacks v. Whites

Nclv C.niury Foundation

Muder Robbery }6sau[ Aurcla.y LarceiyCarTheit Acon ALvoenco

Arrests for Robberv
Expressed as l\ilultiples ' lVultiples

Blacks v. Whites

,l0-

I\,,len v. Women



What does this mean? Although most people
have no idea what lhe arrest rate muitiplcs may bc,
they have an intuitive understaDding that men are

more violcnt and dangerous than women. lfsome-
one in unlamiliar circumstances is approachedby a

group ofstrange men hc leels morc uneasy than if
he is approached by an otherwise similar group of
strange women. No one would suggest thal this
uneasiness is "prcjudice." It is common sense, bom
out by the objective rcality that men are more dan-
gerous than women.

In fact, it isjust as reasonablc to fecl more un-
casy when approached by blacks than by otherwise
similar rvhites; the difference indangeras rcflcctcd
by arrest rates is vitually thc same- It is rational to
fearblacks more than whites,just as it is rational to

lear men more than women. Whatcver additional
precautions a person would fccl are justified bc-
cause a potential assailant was male rather than fe-
male are, ftom a statistical point ofview, equally
justified ifa potential assailant is black rather than

white.
Likcwise, thcre is now much controversy aboLrt

so-cailed "racial profiling," by the police, that is,
thc practice of questioning blacks in disproportion-
atc numbcrs in the expectation that they are more
likely than people of other races to be criminals.
This is just as rational and productive as "age" or
"sex profiling." Police wouldbc wasting theiriime
ifthey stopped and questioned as many old Iadics
as lhey do young men. It is the job ofthe police to
(atch criminals. and lhey know lrom expenence
who is likely to be an offender. Americans who do
not question the wisdom of police oflicers who
notice a possible suspect's age or sex should notbe
surpriscd to lcam that officers also notice race-

Conclusions

Two things can be said about most ofthe infor-
malion in this repori: It is easily discovcrcdbut little
known. Everyyear, the FBI issues its repod onhate
crimes, and distributes thousands ofcopies to schol-
ars and the edia. Why does no onc find it odd that
hundreds ofwhites arc repoftedly commiiting hate
crimes against whites? And why does no one ques-

tion the wisdom olcalling someone white when he

is a perpetrator but Flispanic when he is a victim?
(An FBI spokcanan refused to discuss the reasons
lor this by telephone and insisted on an exchange
ofletters. His reply is provided below.rT)

For some years thcre has been an extended na-
tional discussion about the prevalence ofblack-on-
black crime and for good reason. Blacks suflcr from
violent cdme at rates considerably greater than do
Ame cans of other races. And yet, amid this na-
tional outcry over the extent of black-on-black
crime, there appcars to be Iittle concem about the
fact lhalLhcrc is actually more black-on-wr?ire crime.
Nor does there secm to be much interest in the fact
that blacks are 50 to 200 times more likely than
whites to commit inte[acial crimes ofviolence.

Everyone knows that young people arc more
dangerous than old people and that men are more
dangcrous than women. We adjusl our behavror ac-
cordingly and do not apologize for doing so. Why
must wc thcn pretend that blacks are no more dan-
gerous than whites or Asians? And, ofcourse, it is
no morc than prctense. Everyoneknows thatblacks
are dangerous, and evcryone blackorwhite takes
greater precautions in black nei ghborhoods or even
avoids such neighborhoods entirely.

The answerto these questions Iies in the current
intellectual climatc. Americans are extremely hesi-
tant to "perpetuaie stereotypes," and generally takc
care not to draw or publicize conclusions that may
rcflect badly on mcial minorities. This is understand-
ablc, but has reached the poini that certain subjects
can no longcr bc invesrigated wirhoul bnngrng
down charges of"racism."Needless to say, research
thatreflects badly on the majority population is not
constrained by the same fea$. However, our will-
ingness to ignore sensibilities should not be selec-
tive. Violenr crime and inleracra I r iolence arc im-
portant, agonizing concerns in this country and we
cannot begin to formulate solutions unless we un-
derstand the problems.
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@

Appendix A, page 1

Alrempr€Mhrcalened violence
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Percent distributlon ol multlple-olfender victimizatlons,
by type of crime, age of vlctims and perceived agg o, otfenders
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Percenl distribullon of mulliple-otfender victimizations
by type otcdme, race of victims and perceived race ot offenders
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Appendix B

TIATE CRIME TNCIDENT REPORT
lnnBlI] 'AdJu$henrE ORI

rn"ia"mno. fT-J--f-f-f-f-T--fl-f-T-l pnse E orE orsam€ rncid.nr

*rU-fl-rl*rff]-[E
ezD-ftrI] *s fE-trfTl
#38-fTntr6m-m

07 Motor vehicle Theft
08 Ar$n
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l&rrl,o\ (Ch.ck Me fo. Afr.N. #1 )
0l
02
03
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01
08
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i0
ll
12
t3

E Atr/Bus / 
.train Tem'nJl
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E Depannenr/Dismtr srore
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0 Fi.fi / w";d.
E! cov.mmenr / Public Build'ns
! creery / supemdr.r
LJ HEhwav /Rod / Allev / SheL

I4 U HoEl / Molel /erc.
15 E Jail / Prison

18 q PdirnB Lrr / Caoee
l9 LJ RenralSroEse Fac'liry
20 Ll Rerdence / Home

22 E school / colkse
2l USc ice / Car S6don
24 

-E 
SpddlryStoE(Tv, Fur,.rc.)

2l tt Olh.r / I rnkndun

tl E And - Whne
12E And - Black
l3O Anri- Aftri.a Indid/

Alaskan Native
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15 E Anri - Multi -Raci.l
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32E Anti-HbDan'c
llE Anri- orh; Ehntrry /

NationalOrigin
Specify-
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23 E Anri- Proresmnr
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#2 T_T_l
#3 fT_l
#48
#s [:E#6fE

4l E Anri . Male Homo*xual (Cay)
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5 Rcligious orgtu rzarion tr
tr
tr
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2 E Bl,.*
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FBI. Htr, Ctitne Resour.e Book. lqa0. p. 74.
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