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Letter of Transmittal

Indiana Advisory Committee to the
U.8. Commission on Civil Rights

mmcmw.mmmmo. 1991, to cbtain various
perspectives and facts on hate erime in Indiena. As a result of that mesting, The Increase
#M&mhm“ﬂﬂdhwmmm'du:dﬁum
was that there was an absence of data on the number of hate crimes in Indiana.

mmm“mwmuh@m-mﬂmm
nmmum»mmmhm,mmmw
was used as a guide for the monitoring, which encompessed the entire Stute. Several
and that interaction is reflectad in higher levels of hats crime monitorad in these aress.

The monitoring doss not: presume to account for all hate crime in Indiana, but it is
an initial survey of such incidents and doss give preliminary results on victimization
patterns, the locations of such crimes, and the types of crimes committed. The Commit-
mmhcm'mhditd‘uhinhm‘uﬁdﬁlﬁ;ud

Respectfully,

a7 151
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ﬁmidaﬁmamuapermorpw

that are motivated, in whole or in part,
by the offender’s bias against a race, religion,
ethnic/national origin group, or sexual orien-
tation.' In August 1991 the Indiana Advisory
Committee to the United States Commission
on Civil Rights (USCCR) held a community
forum on hate crime activity in the State. A

summary report
of Hate Crime in Indiana, was published in
August 1992,

The Committee concluded that the level of
hate crime in Indiana hsd increased in recent
years. However, it also cbserved:

in the near future by either the State police or most
local law enforcement agencies. This lack of infor-
mation restricts study of the issue and also gives
the perception that there is no . . . hate erime
problem in the State ?

tablished that, beginning in 1990 and continu-
ing for the next 4 calendar years, the Attorney
General of the United States would collect
data on hate crimes.* The Attorney General
delegated this task to the Federal Burean of
Investigation (FBI) through its uniform erime
report section. Currently in Indiana, 334 law

enforcement agencies collect data for the
FBI'suniformcrimarq:on,mfe'agmciu

Inlsslonlymhwanﬁruumtmcyin
Indiana reported to the Department of Justice
under the HCSA.* In 1992 five law enforce-

South Bend, and Vi iso, re-
pomdmhrﬂnHCSA.Thonﬁnumm
reported 19 hate erimes ®
Research on Hate Crime

1 Ummwdmmm«kmnmhcmmpm
2 mmm»&uam-mmmm—mmamm

1992, p. 19.
3 28USC. § 534 note (Supp. IV 1993).

4 Cnﬂ.hh.mhmmﬁqwudi“nhdhc&hlﬂl.“iu-b
urb of Indisaspolis located ia Hamilton County in central Indiana.

5  Federal Buresn of Investigation, Uniform Crime Report, 1993.



economic losses. People of different races,
colors, and religions are convenient targets for
this blame because of their minority status
andheuuutheymdlmngmlhabhﬁnmﬂu
majority.

Dr. Chischian . .. noted that thers is a tandency for
racial tensions to increass during periods of eco-
nomie downswing. An economic system that is not
able to create jobs and provide for the basic needs
of the people causes unemployed and insscure
workers to vie for the few vacancies available and
to vent their anger on the most availabie scapegoat,
R : ]

Two studies on the nature of hate crime

gan tracking hate crimes in the city in 1986.
During the 6-year period, 1986 to 1991, 1,371
incidents were recorded. In 1992 the commis-
sion sanetioned a study of the hate crime date
collected in that 6-year period. Although there
were increasing numbers of hats crimes, the
stady failed to conclude that there was an
increase in hate crime despite dsteriorating
mmuﬂmmm
demographics, i.e., racial and ethnic groups
moving into homogenecus neighborhoods,
were linked to hate crime,

The analysis in this report shows that the most
volatile combination for producing hete crimes is a
smell amount of population change involving new
racial and ethric groups. . . . Hate crimes ate most
likely to occur in azveas where . . . the residents are
afrsid that racial/ethnic change will bring ix large
numbers of low-income houassholds, ing to a
chain of negative resuits for the community.

TABLE 1 O T

Hate Came Otfence Codes Rupone

No. Pet°
Murder 12 0.3
Furcible rape 7 0.1
Robbery 119 2.5
Aggravated assault 773 183
Burglary 56 1.2
Larceny-theft 22 0.5
Motor vehicle theft 0 0.0
Arson 55 1.2
Simple assault 796 16.7
Intimidation 1,614 33.9
Destruction of property/
vandalism 1,301 27.4
Total offenses 4,755 100.0
® Because of rounding. percantages de not add to
toeal.

Source: U.S. Depertment of Justice, Federal
Suresu of investigation, Hate Crime Statiatics,
Januery 1993.

cinnati by Housing Opportunities Made Equal
(HOME). Based upon reports it received be-
tween May 1990 and May 1993, HOME, like
the Chicago Commission on Human Rels-
tions, found that minorities moving into pre-
dominantly white lower class areas were most
likely to be the victims of hate crime.®

FBi Data
In January 1993 the FBI released hate

¢  Iowa Adviscry Committes to the U.S. Commission on Civil Rights, A Time T Heal: Race Relations In Dubugee,

Ieswa, May 1998, p. 8.

7 Metro Chicago Information Center, A leport to the Chicago Commissios o Humma Relations, When Worids Collide:
Culture Canlict and Reported Hete Crimes in Chicago, (June 1993), pp. 6 and 14, (hereafter referred to as the

Chicago Sendy).

8 Mwmmmm-&mm May 1990-May 1903, (spring, 1983),
unpublished, (hereafter referred to as the Cincinnsti Study).



cent reported hate crime occurrences; the
remainder reported no such offenses came to
their attention. Table 1 shows the hate crime
offenses reported and table 2 lists the hiss
motivations.

___
Bee-ARcthmiion No. Pet®
Race 2,963 623
Angwhite 888 18.7
Antiblack 1,689 355
Anti-Americsn Indian,

Alaskan Native 1" 0.2
Anti-Agian/Pacific islander 287 8.0
Antimultiracial group as 1.9
Ethnicity 450 95
Anti-Hispanic 242 5.1
Anti-other ethnicity,

national origin 208 4.4
Raeflglon 917 19.3
Anti-Jewigh 792 18.7
Anti-Catholic 23 05
Anti-Protestant 28 0.5
Anti-igismic (Moslem) 10 0.2
Anti-other roligion 51 1.1
Antimulticeligious group 11 0.2
Anti-gtheism,

agnosticism, etc. 4 0.1
Sexual orentstion 425 8.9
Antihomosexual 421 8.9
Antiheterosexual 3 0.1
Antibisexual : 1 0.0
Total 4,785 100.0

* Becuuse of rounding, percentages mey not add

to tetale.

Source: U.S. Department of Justice, Federal
Buresu of nvestigation, Hoto Critme $atioties,

Jenuery 1893,




Methodology and Data
nanatzampttolumtheamountd'hm
crime occurring in Indiana, the Indiana
Advisory Committee to the USCCR joined

with the Indiana Consortium of State and

Local Human Rights Agencies to monitor hate

crime incidents in the State. The Consortium

of State and Local Human Rights Agencies is
an 18-member body composed of the directors
of the local human rights agencies in Indiana.!

munities for hate crime on July 1, 1992

Monthly reports of hate crime incidents were

submitted by the directors to the Midwest

Regional Office (MMWRO) of the USCCR. These

ports listing instances of hats crimes catagor-

ized by date, location, type of incident, bias
motivation, victim category, and suspectsd
offenders’ m’mmw
consortium members continued through

December 1992, After December, only the

Bloomington, Muncie, Michigan City, and

South Bend offices continued to submit re-

ports. The reporting for these four offices

ended on June 30, 1993.

In addition to the monitoring by local con-
sortium members, the Advisory Commiites
enhmdmomrmpupportfmmmm
tal agencies in cities without a consortium
member.® Incidents wers reported to the
MWRO where they were verified through pe-
lice reports or other official information.

The number of hats crime incidents moni-

tored during the period, July 1, 1992, to

2.__};ia't»;'-:i;:'(;r-ihjé"fMoni’torir}ga in Indiana

December 31, 1992, are not considered ex-
haustive, either in counties with hate crime
activity or in the amount of hate erime
throughout the Stats. Of the 92 counties in
Indiana, just 16 have local human rights agen-
cies. The counties with a local human rights
agency are noted in table 3. Of the 16 counties
with a local human rights agency, 13 reported
hate erime activity.

The first set of data analyzed is monitored
hats crime in Indiana for the last 6 months of
lmmmmrhummemhu:mn-

county, incident, location, victimization, and
offender. An analysis of this data is condueted
mtumd‘hm«huhumm
of hate crime, type of hate crime and biss
motivation, and location of hate crime. The
information is then compared on a statewide
basis with the national hate crime data eol-
lected by the FBI under the HCSA during
1991. The second set of statistics is monitoring
data from the South Bend Human Rights Of-
ﬁaAmmﬁm«:ﬂam
St. Joseph County is conducted i
demographic variables into the analysis.
During the 6-month period, July 1, 1992, to
December 31, 1992, 143 incidents of hats
erime were monitored in 19 counties. Figure 1
shows hats crimes monitored by county. Hate
crime activity was monitored in every part of
the State. All reports, however, were in urban
localities. No reports of hate crime were re-
ceived from rural sections. (See appendix for
a map of the urban areas of the State.) The

1 These ugencies arv local governmimt entities that investigate allegations of discrimination in employment and
public accommodation on account of race, color, sex, religion, ethaicity, and disability.

2 The hate crime incident reports usud in the deta collection were pattarsed on a similar form in the FBT's hats crime

data collection manaal

3 Cities monitormd by the Advisory Committes inciuded Crawfordeville, Lafayette, Madison, Poriags, Terre Haute,
and Vincrnnes,



Note: Numbers in parenthesis indicate hste crimes Source: MWRO i dsta for the peried July

monitoring
mwnmwmmmm 1, 1992, to Decomber 31, 1992.
the @-month period, January 1, 1993-June 30, 1993.




Michigan City

West Lafayetts®

July 1, 1992, to Decamber 31, 1992.

large number of reports in St. Joseph, Marion,
and Monroe Counties are considered the
result of intensive monitoring by the South
Bend, Indianapolis, and Bloomington human
nghtlm'l‘luuh:ghernumbsndomt
reflect higher hate crime activity in those
counties.

Hate Crime Bias Motivation

Racially, African Americans, who are 7.8
percent of Indiana’s population, were the most
dents of hats crime, 46.1 percent, were moni-
greatast victim group. Nearly one-fourth of
the monitored hate crimes were perpetrated
against whites. The proportion of hate crimes
aguinst this group is small, however, as whites
are 90.6 percent of the State’s population.

Twenty-five incidents, 17.5 percent, of
reported hate crimes in Indiana during the
mhuﬂim“ulhoahghly
hlrtd m of hate crime in the suu
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Catsgory No. Pet.
Murder 1 0.7
Rape 2 1.4
Aggrav. assault 18 12.6
Theft 1 0.7
Simple assauit 41 28.7
Intimidation 58 40.8
Vandaliam 22 15.3

Source: MWRO monitoring data for the period
July 1, 1992, to Decemnber 31, 1992.

Types of Hate Crime and Blas
Motivation

Table 6 reveals the types of hate crime
perpetrated against the different victim
groups during the period, July 1, 1992 to
December 31, 1992. Blacks were the target of
the largest amount of reported hate crime and
were more likely to be intimidated than

Hate Come by Victim and Offense,

dieations from the data that many hate crime
assaults begin as acts of intimidation. Fur-
ther, there is evidence from the data that
throul,parﬁmhrlyathommdruidm,
are very traumatic for the victims.

One-third of the reported hate crime
against blacks was physical assault. African
Americans suffered numerous acts of van-
dalimmdduu'ucﬁonufprwﬂalfofall
reported vandalism was directed at the homes
and the property of blacks.

Amrdingtoﬂ:edln,gayandluhimvie-
ﬁm:d’hlhuimwmmoﬂlihlyto-mr
physical assauilt, and half of these were ag
fered vandalism and intimidation, but in
maﬂferpmporﬁomthanothartypu of hate
crime.

group most likely to experience some form
of physical violence. Three-fourths of the mon-
lyviohnt..lhﬁmidtﬁm-mnwdforonlym

July T, 1992 December 31, 1992

Simple
Offense/victim Homicide Rape Assault Theft assasuit Intimidstion Vandalism
White 1 1 3 1 19 8 1
Black 0 0 8 0 18 32 1"
Jew 0 0 0 0 1 2 2
Asian 0 0 0 0 0 1 0
Hispanic 0 0 1 0 1 6 4
Ethnic 0 0 0 0 0 0 1
Religion 0 0 0 0 0 (0] 1
Homosexual 0 1 6 0 5 11 2

Source: MWRO monitaring data for the period,
July 1, 1992, to December 31, 1992,




percent of the hate crime against whites, and
the amount of vandalism against this group
was neghigibl

The tracked hate crime during the period
July 1, 1992, to December 31, 1992, against
Hispanics, Jews, and Asians was mostly in-
timidation and vandalism. There were two
17 percent of all hate crime monitored against
this group.

Location of Hate Crime

Table 7 lists the locations of the monitored
hate crime. The home was the most common
site for a hate crime. Thirty-six percent of all
reported hate crime occurred at the residence
of the victim. Most of the reported hate erime
committed on public highways is linked to a
residential site. Virtually all of these locations
were reported as occurring on a residertial
road. Since the incident did not actually occur
on private property, i.e., the home of the vie-
tim, the site is technically a pubks highway.
However, where the precise public highway
location could be ascertained, three-fourths of
the incidents were in front of the residence of
of all reported hate crime occurs at the home
of the victim.

The next two most prevalent sites for hate
crime were public highways and schools.
Churches, stores, bars, parking lots, restan-
rants, offices, lakes, and other places, e.g.,
such as fields, were the other locations where
hate crime was monitored. None of these sites,
though, was widespread as a site for hate
crime. Table 7 shows the location of the
tracked hate crimes.

with FEl Data
The hate crime monitored during the 6-
month period, July 1, 1992, to December 31,
1992, is similar to the national data in the
the FBI's 1991 national reports showed racial
bias motivated six of 10 offenses reported;

TABLE 7

Locavon of Hate Came, July 1,

1992 December
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Nmonhﬁmmmmm
by MWRO for the peried, July 1, 1992 1o
December 31, 1983.

religious bias, two of 10; and ethnic and sexual
crientation bias, each one of 10.

vated nearly 7 of 10 offenses and sexual orien-
tation motivated almost 2 of 10 hate erimes.
Figure 2 depicts the similarity between the
two sets of data.

Asians and Jews, groups i
smaller in Indiana than nationwide,
much lower rates of hate crime in the State
than in the Nation. In Indiana anti-Semitic
offenses were 3.5 percent of the total. Asians,
who are less than 1 percent of Indiana’s pop-
ulation, suffered only one reported incident of
a hats crime against them. Figure 2 depicts a
comparison of FBI national data from 1991
HCSA statistics with the Indiana data by biss
tivats

There is a strong similarity between the
two sets of data in the types of offenses. For
both sets, intimidation was the most common
hate crime. Nationwide, intimidation was 34
pezcent of the tracked hato crime while in



biqure 2

Companson of Bl and Induina Data by Biss Motivation

peroent

8

Race Ethnic Religion Sexzua
orientation

{ SIS MaTION SEEE INDIANA|

Source: FBI, 1991 Hate Crime Statistics, January

1993 and MWRO monitering data for the period July
1, 1992, to December 31, 1992,

Indiana it sccounted for 40 percent of the
monitored incidents.
) Thmnunﬂnrufounnfunulatnnndarllpq
burglary, larceny, auto theft, and arson were
amounts of crime in both sets of
. data Cau!:nut these six crime categories
accounted for just 6 percent of all tracked hate
crime in the FBI's 1991 national data set. In
Indiana only three of these offenses were re-
corded as hate crimes. One murder, two rapes,
and one theft were reported as hate erimes
mmi!hqyezumrnndymﬂ;zs pereent of the

Indiana data shows & higher rats of simple

assault. Teble 8 gives the numerical compar-
iscns of the two sets of data.

Annual Data
Four eunlnmhunnuiﬂeun those kﬁ:@liln

during the period January 1, 1958 to June 30,
1993, making the data from these offices a
1-yesr meagure. This is in contrast to the
6-month monitoring and reporting of the other
consortium members. i

The amount of hate crime monitored by
these four offices in the first 6 months, June
30, 1992, to December 31, 1992, of the project




TABLE 8

Rates of Hate Came by Qlfcne tor
the Naton and Indiana

Nationai  indisna
Dfense it 11 FEbe
Murder 0.3 0.7
Rape 0.1 1.4
Robbery 2.5 0.0
Aggravated asssult 16.3 12.6
Burgiary 1.2 0.0
Larceny/theft 0.5 0.7
Auto theft 0.0 0.0
Arson 1.2 0.0
Simple assauit 16.7 28.7
Intimidation,
harassment 33.9 40.6
Destruction of property,
vandalism 27.4 15.3

Source: U.S. Depertment of Justice, FBI, 1991
Hate Crime Statistics Uanuery 1993), and MWRO
monitoring data for the period July 1, 1992, to
December 31, 1892.

TABLE 9
Hate C

is similar to the amount of hate crime thay
monitored in the second 6 months, January 1,
1992, to June 30, 1993. In the first 6 months
of the monitoring project, the Bloomington,
Muncie, Michigan City, and South Bend of
fices reported 18, 3, 2, and 23 instances ofhate
crime, respectively. During the second 6
months of the project, these offices

15, 3, 2, and 37 instances of hate crime (see
table 9).

The similarity between the two sets of num-
bers suggests that if all consortium members
had continued to report hate crime activity in
1993, the annual data would not deviate sub-
stantially from the 6-month data set reported
previously

The Bloomington and South Bend offices
had the active cooperation of the local police
departments in their monitoring efforts. Both
of these police depertments, the South Bend
department, were among the five law enforce-
ment agencies in Indiana in 1992 that re-
ported hate crime statistics to the FBI under

St. Joseph County: A Case

In the 6-month period, July 1, 1992, to
December 31, 1992, the South Bend Human
Rights Commission monitored 23 incidents of
hate crime in St. Joseph County. In the period,
January 1, 1993, to June 30, 1993, the South
Bend sgency recorded 37 hate crimes. This
total of 60 monitored incidents of hate crime
was the result of the willingness of the South
Bend police department and the mayor of
South Bend to cooperate with the local human
rights office to obtain a complete data set. It
does not indicate that St. Joseph County has
higher numbers of hate crime than other
counties in the State *

4 To sapport this point, Kikhart County sbuts 9¢. Joseph County directly to the east and has o demographic profile
similar in meay respecis to St Joweph County. The Elkhart humen rights office, knwever, withon, the active
croperntion of loal officials repartnd only two incideats of hats crime during ths moaitoring project.

10



Mmmmomwmgmqaﬂomfw
a more detailed analysis of hate crime, not
only in terms of victimization and type of
crime, but also in terms of demographic vari-
mn.mmnmmomﬂ
denoted all hate crime incidents by type, loca-
tion, victimization, and census tract. Census
tract variables, i.e., racial composition of the
neighborhood, migration patterns, soeio-

occupied housing, were then obtained and
used to analyze their effects on levels of hate
crime.
MIQQOunmrapmfadthemuhﬁnnin
St.JosephCau.n@uS?Apemtwhﬂn(xm-
Hispanie), 9.7 percent black (non-Hispanie),
2.0 percent Hispanie, 0.7 percent Asian, and
0.2 percent Native American ® Thirty-eight of
the 60 reported hate crimes during the moni-
toring year were motivated by bias against
one of the five racial/ethnic groups classified
by the census. Proportions of hate crimes
against these groups were: whites, 20.5 per-
cmt;Aﬁ-iunAmiun,MlmAn‘ans,
2.6 percent; Hispanics, 12.8 percent: Native
Americans, 0 percent (see table 10).

TABLE 10
Hate Cames s

Percant of Parcent of
Ruce/ethnicily populstion wirtiEs
White 87.4 20.5
African Amer. 9.7 64.1
Hispanic 2.0 12.8
Asian 0.7 2.6
Native Amer. 0.2 0.0
Total 100.00 100.00

percentage of hate crimes and the actnal num-
ber of incidents. Moreover, hate crimes
Joseph County tended to be violent; this in-

dalism. Almost half of all the incidents
mm&mwmmm.
inelud-dvidmubmwhmphm
mma.mmmmm
reported national data and the Indians data
The FBI reported that 62 percent of hate
crime incidents involved violerice to person or
property while 58 percent of the hate crimes
mﬁuudinlndicminwhdviﬂmatnw
son or property. The lower ratio of violence in
St. Joseph County suggests that hate crime

5 mmﬂmma&mmk-hw‘ 216,984; blacks (non-Hispanic) 24,190;
Mmmmmmmumm



Assmit Thet Vendaliam Harsssment Total 8

ANt-Semit
Anti-sexual orientation
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Source: MWRO monitoring date.

intimidation may be much higher nationally  (FS), north (N), and far north (FN) (see tables
than shown by FBI statistics. 12 and 13).”

Simple correlation statistics were em-
Anslysis by Census Tract ¢ Ployedto examine the association of the demo-
St. Joseph County has 50 consus tracts.®  graghic varisbles with hats crime.® In every
Tracts that were contiguous and similar in grouping, hate crime was negatively corre-
racial composition, median income, and latad i
eight section tracts: west (W), far west (FW),  ghip. Table 14 shows the correlations for the
east (E), far east (FE), south (S), far south

6  Several census tracts are subdivided by the censes.

7 nmmmmm&*mm“mmuﬁmuwm
tion of the hats crime data. The cenmis tracts comprising the vight seeiion trasts are-

west: 19, 20, 21, 22, 23, 24, 25, and 26;

far west: 108, 108, 111, 120, 121, and 122;

east: 8, 9, 10, 11, 12, 13, 14, 15, and 18;

far east: 101, 102, 108, 104, 108, 108, 107, and 115;
south: 17, 27, 38, 29, 30, 31, 22, 33, 3¢, and 35;

far south: 116, 117, 118, 119, 123, ead 134;

north: 1,2,3,4,5,6,7, and 18; asd

far north: 110, 112, 113, and 114,

(S0 appondix for o map of consws irazs and the eight section (rects dividing 82 Joseph Covmty) Thbls 19 Fsta the
wigtht distrietn spd their population, pircencage of white resideyts, chaope in =i residerte faren P 1 esmman,
mndian hresshold fneoeme, and pevorsiage of howaiag that is ovaer-ceeaFer. Tnbls 19 chomnlotoerimnin Mo eighe
mctions by toeal hoto cvinen, hete crime sgninat minoritins, ete erimw aguineg Afeiean (imericssa, lts evime
ogrinst whiten, sud hats eriinn agnimg gays and leshisns,

5 Comrelation o s stetistic messuriaf the devistion of sn obssratioa from its moun comtrofiin fior th) units of #m
T mareninent. A positive correlmtion listweos two variables imypbies tht theve i o tomd sy {137 e vazkeblen to
tawe togutime, e, o higher vales nf oms i essociated with & Migher vabm of the ot




Parcent Changn in Madkar; Parcant
Fopulwtien whiihy white populsion  ‘ncoms ronesemars
w 18.1 51.6 =25 17.0 85.9
FW 23.3 95.3 -1.8 30.2 84.1
S 27.5 71.7 -12.2 25.0 73.9
FS 36.2 97.6 -1.2 34.8 79.7
E 26.4 82.3 -12.2 29.4 68.7
FE 41.7 96.2 -0.4 24.6 59.2
N 23.1 70.6 -8.0 22.2 57.7
N 33.2 91.9 -5.0 41.4 80.9

TABLE 13
Hate Came in the Eight Section Tradts. St

TABLE 14
Correlations of H.

Population -0.38 -0.36 -0.35 -0.71 -0.01
Percent white -0.67 -0.59 -0.63 -0.75 - =0.27
Change in white -0.18 -0.24 -0.26 -0.22 -0.09
Median incomo -0.43 -0.25 -0.36 -0.54 -0.37
Own home 0.33 -0.17 -0.28 -0.24 -0.54




five variables and the five hate crime group- variables constant. The considersd neighbor-
The results were expectad for median in- R
come and home ownership. Neighborhoods * population (pop),

related with hi crime; areas of the popale-
mmmﬁumm tion that is whits (wh),

with higher levels of crime. Changing * changing racialisthnic pattern of the

racial neighborhoods was slso correlsted with neighborhood, ie., the differences in whits

hate crime. Since all the changes in whits popalation in tho 1980 eme oo eoevpared
mhmmnm&ew:;h h&.lﬂu:s(dvh).

"mm wm ® m hnﬁn' o ied

greater decreases in the white prpulstion had (hsng), and

changing ial areas. was positively and aeaoeigted
i Amodel of wasdevelopedtotest  with higher mi migration into the ares
I &oeﬁ&d’&lmww and negatively associatad with the proportion

relationships .
i and levels of hate crime were derived from a sociatad with higher levels of trtsl] hats erivne,
gression. It isolates the relationship between against minorities. The results in table 15
intideits of hate ik et minovities Tn

hey = 34.75 + 0.10 pop - 0.45 wh - 0.71 dwh + 0.63 inc - 0.15 hsg .
ine} (-5.45) (-5.34) (3.06) (ns)

R*=0.91 g=2.6 F=3.83 . §

MNots: Categories of hate crime in this analysis the fraction of the verisnce of the depemient
indude entibleviy, anti-Mispenic, anti-Asinn, and sat- varighie, i.g., hate crime, explsined by the
nct statistically significent ot the =0.05 lavel. A% is Sourca: Midwestern Regional Offics, USCCR.

] w“hdhmmmhmﬂhh-m
covarisnce metriz was employed in tis regressions. :




M(llwﬁusmm(mm hww:ﬁmmhmﬁgm
t mminch,lnd(a)&nmlﬁngmddmix thoﬂm:ﬁmﬂymdmﬂnhom
dmmhmh etmmwmm"
e e i i e o, 2 it iy
itive infl o nalin with hites and Sinerits
higharhmelinnilmtdur.'l‘hinﬁnlﬁn‘ Stunumuionanllylisfwhm
mﬂmminw-ﬁnc&aviﬁﬁe crinmlﬂinumnndlubhmlhomdm
in racially & ighborhoods - :
d:umjoymhndoflﬂummtln rlﬁdeﬂmpodﬁu,mdmhﬁmumuﬂ
othwhmd,thinmiﬂtm‘qhthm nonsignificant predictors of hats crime moti-
areas, ¢.g, shopping malls, in higher income d&%ﬁ(ﬂh)ﬁwh
schborhood h :

When hate crime against African deleted a¢ varishles finclings suggest
Anuiuumnpa-dmﬁ-w thuhhmmlyhnmﬂn
mﬂhiuﬁuﬂdhhl’ﬂﬁﬁmﬂy& mlwhhﬁmd&viﬁmhm
mmmmmm miﬁnmw‘tﬁcm
negative changes in the proportion of white (See table 18.)

hey = 13.334-0.02”-0.05“-0.126’*&4-0.07&&-0.13!'!'
{na) ins) (ns) (ns) (ns)

R*=0.36 $*=3.18 F=0.22
ﬁ
Source: Midwestrn Nogiens) Ofies, UCER.
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percent reporting compliance from the more
than 16,000 law enforcement agencies who
crime report.

In Indiana anly one law enforeoment
cy complied with hats erime reporting re-
quirements in 1991. In 1992 five law enforee-
ment agencies in the State reported, but the
agnneiss s cities,
Ind‘nmpoli.,!'utﬁm,mdsm
not.

Two of the five municipalities in Indiana
thsdiﬁb.?nhnaldhmﬁmouﬁvﬁ;in
Mmhmmwmm
ummmemmm
mema&mmw
police department reported hate crime ac-

i
s
i
H
il
Eet

1
|
{
E




related to high levels ofhate crime. This study
supports those findings.

It appears that more than half of the re-
corded hate crime during this project tran-
spired at or around the victim’s residence.
Statewide data collected in this project show
35 percent of the monitored hate erime inci-
dents occurred at the home of the vietim.
Another 24 percent of hate crime was found to
occur on the public highways. A followup
analysis of that data indicated that most of
these incidents were on residential streets
near or in front of the vietims’ residences.

Further, there is evidence that hate erime
manmghhorhoodphnnmmAm
relationship was found in the St. Joseph
County data between hate crime and chang-
tranquility of a citizen’s home because of

racial and ethnic animus is a particularly
chilling prospect for our society.

4. African Americans snd gays and les-
bians bear the brunt of hate crime ac-
tivity. The viclence, threats, and intimidation
of African Americans in Indiana are profound-
ly out of line with this group’s proportion of
the State’s population. Blacks are less than 10
percent of the State’s population, yet the data
MMbhmdMWuhn
hate crime. And these hate crimes are not
confined to any one part of the Stats, anti-
Mvﬁammmmm
of Indiane.

The homoseznal community in Indiana
also appears to be especially targetad for hate
erime. The reported hate crimes in this Stats
on the basis of sexnal orientation wers almost
20 peresnt of all monitored hats crime.
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