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Abstract 

Differences by Victim Race and Ethnicity in Race and Ethnicity Motivated Violent Bias Crimes: 

A National Study 

Robert A. Tessler 

Chair of the Supervisory Committee: 

Ali Rowhani-Rahbar 

Department of Epidemiology 

Background. Over 80% of bias motivated violent victimization is motivated by race or ethnicity 

and over 50% of bias victimization occurs in Non-Hispanic Whites (NHW). Our aim was to 

determine the risk and health impacts of race/ethnicity motivated violent victimization by victim 

race/ethnicity.   

Methods. We examined data from the National Crime Victimization Survey (2003-2015) to 

estimate violent victimization risk by victim race/ethnicity and type of bias motivation 

(race/ethnicity or other). We examined incident and offender characteristics for race/ethnicity 

motivated victimization by victim race/ethnicity.  

Results. The risk of race/ethnicity motivated violent victimization was greater for Non-Hispanic 

Blacks (NHB) and Hispanics than for NHWs (IRR=1.4; 95% CI: 1.0-2.0, and IRR=1.6; 95% CI: 

1.2-2.1). Violent incidents for NHB victims more frequently resulted in injury or medical care. 

Nearly 40% of NHB victims reported difficulties at school or work related to the incident where 

only 21.5% of NHWs and 11.7% of Hispanic victims reported similar problems. Roughly 37% 

of NHB victims identified a NHW offender and 45% of NHW victims identified a NHB 

offender.  Hispanic victims identified NHB or NHW offenders in over 70% of incidents. 



Conclusions. Although literature suggests that NHWs account for the majority of bias 

victimizations, the risk of non-fatal violent victimization motivated by race/ethnicity is greater 

for Non-Hispanic Blacks and Hispanics.  Crimes perpetrated against NHBs are likely more 

severe and victim/offender racial incongruity is common. Findings provide empiric evidence on 

race/ethnicity-related structural disadvantage with adverse health consequences. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



INTRODUCTION 

The United States Department of Justice prosecutes hate crimes defined as, “…acts of physical 

harm and specific criminal threats motivated by animus based on race, color, national origin, 

religion, gender, sexual orientation, gender identity, or disability.”1 Despite an overall trend 

towards decreasing violent victimizations between 2004 and 2015 in the United States, the rate 

of hate or bias motivated victimization has remained largely stagnant.2,3 In data from the 

National Crime Victimization Survey (NCVS) between 2011 and 2015, 80% of all bias crimes 

were race or ethnicity motivated and nearly 90% of all bias crimes involved violence.2 Violent 

victimization and chronic community violence are known public health concerns related to 

physical injury, emotional trauma, and poor health outcomes that ripple throughout networks and 

communities.4–6 

 

Bias motivated violent victimization may be more severe compared to victimizations of 

comparable non-bias motivated violent crimes.7,8 A review of hate crime victimizations from 

Boston area police records has demonstrated evidence of brutality, emotional injury, and 

psychological trauma associated with these crimes.7  Prior analyses suggest that the risk of injury 

may differ based on the specific bias motivation.7  Specifically, one reported has suggested that 

Anti-White  violent crimes are associated with a higher risk of severe injury compared to non-

bias violent crimes.7 Also, in NCVS data from 2011-2015 Non-Hispanic Whites accounted for 

over half of all bias violent victimizations.2 This may be counter to commonly held perceptions 

on bias victimization. With regard to race and ethnicity motivated bias violent crimes, little is 

known about the risk of victimization across different racial and ethnic groups and if differences 



exist in the severity or consequences of these crimes for different demographic (Non-Hispanic 

Black, Hispanic compared to Non-Hispanic White) populations. 

   

We analyzed national data to characterize the risk of non-fatal race/ethnicity motivated violent 

crimes among Non-Hispanic Black and Hispanic individuals compared to Non-Hispanic Whites. 

Despite the previously mentioned report, given potential sample differences and methodologic 

limitations from prior work, we hypothesized that Non-Hispanic Black and Hispanic individuals 

are at greater risk for race/ethnicity motivated violent crime and that those crimes are more 

severe compared to Non-Hispanic Whites.   

 

METHODS 

Data Source  

The Bureau of Justice Statistics’ (BJS) NCVS collects annual data on personal and household 

victimization using a nationally representative sample of United States residential addresses.  

The survey was first administered in 1973 (named the National Crime Survey) and maintains 

four principle objectives: 1) collect thorough information on victims of crime and the 

consequences they suffer, 2) provide estimates of the numbers and types of crime, 3) establish 

uniform measures for selected crime types, and 4) compare victimization trends over time.9 In 

addition to collecting detailed information about the characteristics of sampled household 

members, all persons age 12 or older in sampled households are asked detailed, incident-level 



questions about experiences with personal and property crimes both reported and not reported to 

police.9  BJS offers a concatenated file that includes the years 1992 to 2015 as a free download.10    

 

Measures 

The NCVS contains several variables on bias motivation.  Prior reports published by the 

Department of Justice (DOJ) and BJS define hate or bias crime as an incident perceived by the 

victim as bias-motivated and confirmed by the presence of hate language or hate symbols, or the 

event was established separately by the police as a hate crime.2 Categories for potential bias 

motivation are protected under the federal crime statutes. 11The NCVS includes information on 

the specific perceived bias motivation such as race, ethnicity, gender, sexuality, religion, 

disability, an associated person (e.g. the characteristic of a friend, family member, or colleague), 

or a perceived characteristic of the victim whether or not they actually possess that feature.  We 

define two distinct variables of perceived bias motivation: 1) race or ethnicity motivated, or 2) 

any other perceived bias motivation (i.e. all other possibilities).  We included all perceived bias 

motivated crimes and did not exclude based on the absence of hate language, symbols, or police 

confirmation.  Incidents not categorized in either bias victimization group comprised the group 

of non-bias victimizations.  The NCVS alters the survey periodically; questions on specific bias 

motivation were introduced in 2003 and have remained consistent through the available data 

from 2015. For this analysis, we considered the years 2003 to 2015 only.   

   

The exposure variable of victim race/ethnicity was created using two separate variables for race 

and ethnicity and coded to reflect three mutually exclusive groups: Non-Hispanic White (NHW), 



Non-Hispanic Black (NHB), and Hispanic.  American Indian/Alaska Native, Asian, 

Hawaiian/Pacific Islander, and all multi-racial combinations were not included due to limited 

power to detect differences in these groups.  The NCVS provides victim education by number of 

years and specific degrees attained.  In balancing granularity of data with practicality of use, we 

categorized educational attainment as elementary school only, high school (no graduation), high 

school graduation, some college, associated degree or bachelor’s degree, or an advanced degree.  

We did not re-categorize marital status or region and the values reflect the raw NCVS responses 

for those questions.  

 

We used standard DOJ definitions of violent crime, serious violent crime, and simple assault 

(Table 1).3   We included only violent victimizations (both serious violent crime and simple 

assault) and excluded property crime.  Weapons are defined as firearms, knives, sharp objects, or 

blunt objects, or other. Firearm presence during the incident was a composite variable that 

included handguns, other guns, or unknown gun types.  Injuries are coded separately in NCVS as 

sexual assault or attempted sexual assault injuries, knife or stab wounds, gunshot or bullet 

wounds, broken bones or teeth, internal injuries, knocked unconscious, bruises or cuts, or other.  

Medical care includes self-care, home-based care, and professional care from first-responders or 

hospital based medical providers.  Incident characteristics including the number and race of 

offenders and the activity at the time of the incident are self-reported by victims.  Victims also 

self-reported whether victimization led to subsequent life difficulties.  

 

Statistical Analysis 



We calculated survey weighted proportions of respondent characteristics based on the NCVS 

universe for the years 2003-2015  across the three race/ethnicity groups.12   Average annual 

incidence rates were calculated for each victimization category and for each race/ethnicity group 

using frequency and survey weights as described in the NCVS User Guide for Direct Variance 

Estimation.12  We calculated incidence rate ratios (IRR) for each victimization outcome using a 

survey weighted Poisson regression and a multi-level categorical variable for victim 

race/ethnicity as the exposure with NHW as the reference group. We estimated incidence rate 

differences (IRD) using the average marginal effect based on Poisson model results.  We 

calculated estimates using three different statistical models.  Model 1 included the race/ethnicity 

groups only (unadjusted). Given the differences in age distribution between the three 

race/ethnicity groups, we also calculated estimates after controlling for age (Model 2).  

Education, marital status, and region may occur on the causal pathway after race/ethnicity and 

before victimization potentially acting as mediators in the relationship.13  Controlling for these 

variables may attenuate any association between race/ethnicity and outcomes; however, these are 

often included in models  to assess whether differences in such socioeconomic measures may 

account for any observed disparities by race/ethnicity.14–16 As such, we calculated estimates 

(Model 3) that included education, marital status, and region.  We also calculated weighted 

proportions of incident characteristics among all race/ethnicity motivated violent bias crimes 

across the three race/ethnicity groups.  Finally, we estimated yearly incidence rates for each 

crime type and each race/ethnicity group using two-year rolling averages and fit with natural 

cubic splines. Natural cubic splines were chosen to minimize the impact of any single yearly 

estimate given the limited number of observations for each year-group-victimization type 

combination and to avoid the assumption of linearity in the trends by year.17 



 

RESULTS 

For the years 2003 to 2015, the NCVS sample included 2,080,786 individuals age 12 years or 

older with a weighted distribution of 72.3% (95%CI 71.4 -73.3) NHW, 12.6% (95%CI 11.9 -

13.3) NHB, and 15.1% (95%CI 14.3-15.9) Hispanic origin.  In this NCVS universe, a smaller 

proportion of NHB were male, married, and a greater proportion lived in the Southern United 

States compared to NHW.  Non-Hispanic Black and Hispanic populations were younger and 

smaller proportions had advanced education compared to the population of NHW (Table 2). 

 

The overall average annual rate of non-fatal violent victimization for all three race/ethnicity 

groups was 2525.3 per 100,000 (95%CI 2422.9-2627.6).  Non-Hispanic Blacks had the highest 

average annual rate of non-fatal violent victimization in all three categories: 2768.8 per 100,000 

for non-bias violent crime, 92.8 per 100,000 for perceived non-race and non-ethnicity bias 

motivated violent crime, and 143.8 per 100,000 for perceived race/ethnicity motivated bias 

violent crime (Table 3).  The unadjusted rate of non-bias violent victimization was higher for 

NHB compared to NHW (IRR 1.2, 95%CI 1.1 -1.3); however, with adjustment for age as a 

continuous variable, this difference in rate did not persist. Hispanics had a lower risk of non-bias 

violent victimization compared to NHW in age-adjusted models (IRR 0.7, 95%CI 0.6-0.7).   

 

The crude rate of race or ethnicity bias motivated violent victimization was higher for both NHB 

and Hispanics compared to NHW (IRR 1.4 95%CI 1.0-2.0, and IRR 1.6 95%CI 1.2-2.1).  In age-



adjusted models, the estimate was attenuated for both NHB and Hispanics. The model that 

additionally accounted for education, marital status, and region provided similar estimates to the 

model adjusting only for age (Table 3). There were an estimated additional 46.7 (95%CI 1.4-

92.1) and 60.3 (20.3-100.4) race/ethnicity motivated bias events per 100,000 person-years for 

NHB and Hispanics, respectively. There was no difference in rate of victimization between 

groups for non-race/ethnicity bias motivated violent victimization (Table 3).   Figure 1 shows 

changes over time by victimization type and race/ethnicity of the victim.   

  

Among race/ethnicity motivated violent victimization, weapon and firearm involvement did not 

differ between exposure categories (Table 4).  Violent incidents more frequently resulted in 

injury or ended in some sort of medical care for NHB victims.  Nearly 40% of NHB victims 

reported difficulties at school or work related to the incident where this was true in only 21.5% 

of NHW and 11.7% of Hispanic victims.  Between 10% and 25% of victims across all three 

groups reported that the incident contributed to difficulties with friends or family, with the 

highest proportions for NHB and NHW victims, and less commonly for Hispanic victims (Table 

4). The majority of incidents for all three groups involved a single offender.  Single offenders 

were most commonly of a different race or ethnicity than the victim.  For NHB victims, 37.2% 

identified a NHW offender, and for NHW victims 45.0% identified a NHB offender.  Hispanics 

were more commonly victimized while in transit to work or school 29.1% (95%CI 16.0 -47.0) 

compared to NHB victims and NHW victims (14.5% and 14.4, respectively).   

 

DISCUSSION 



To our knowledge, this is the first detailed investigation of perceived race/ethnicity motivated 

violent victimization suggesting differences in risk based on victim race/ethnicity.  After age-

adjustment, we demonstrate a 30% higher risk of race/ethnicity bias motivated violent 

victimization for Non-Hispanic Blacks and Hispanics, compared to Non-Hispanic Whites.   

Despite NHWs accounting for the majority of bias violent crime according NCVS, the 

unadjusted risk for race/ethnicity motivated violent bias crime is 40% higher for NHBs and 60% 

higher for Hispanics. In models adjusting for age, marital status, education, and region the risk 

estimate for NHBs did not change from the model adjusting only for age, however, for Hispanics 

the elevated risk did not persist compared to NHWs.  This may suggest that elevated risk of 

victimization for Hispanics may be weaved into downstream factors such as education, marital 

status, and region to a greater extent than for NHBs.  In addition to the risk of race/ethnicity 

motivated bias victimization for NHBs and Hispanics, these data suggest a more frequent serious 

violent crime, including those entailing  weapon and firearm involvement, more injuries, and 

higher proportions receiving medical care. These data also demonstrate that the downstream 

impact on work, school, and social life is substantial with the highest proportion of difficulties 

reported from NHBs.    

 

Our results align with but build upon prior published statistics from BJS.2,3  Prior BJS reports 

have not included annual incidence rates for specific bias motivations. According to BJS, the 

average annual rate of violent bias crime  victimization in the years 2004 through 2015 was 90 

per 100,000.2  We report for NHWs (over 70% of the sample) that the average annual rate of 

violent bias crime victimization was 97.1 per 100,000 for race/ethnicity motivated and 80.1 per 

100,000 for other bias motivation (Table 2).  Knowing the overall BJS rate is a weighted average 



of rates by specific motivation (80% are race/ethnicity motivated), our results separated by 

motivation are congruent with the published overall annual rate of 90 per 100,000.    

 

Pezzella and Fetzer analyzed the 2010 National Incident Based Reporting System (NIBRS) to 

evaluate the risk of severe injury among bias and non-bias violent crime.7  The authors compare 

specific biases (Anti-White, Anti-Black, Anti-Lesbian, etc.) to non-bias crimes and report the 

risk of serious injury. In their analysis, only Anti-White and Anti-Lesbian attacks resulted in 

higher odds of serious injury (OR 2.5 and 2.7, respectively) and Anti-Black attacks had lower 

odds of serious injury compared to non-bias crimes (OR 0.5). These findings contrast somewhat 

with our results where we found more injuries in race/ethnicity motivated bias crimes among 

NHBs than in NHWs and Hispanics.  The discrepancy in findings is likely related to different 

data samples and different definitions used for bias crime. The NIBRS includes only bias crimes 

reported to the police while the NCVS includes unreported crimes. Additionally, the NIRBS is 

not a nationally representative sample and most major cities are not included.2,18  

 

The disaggregation of hate crimes into specific bias motivation has led to important public health 

discoveries. Prior analyses into anti-lesbian, gay, bisexual, and transgender (anti-LGBT) bias 

motivated victimization demonstrated concerning associations between exposure to bias 

motivated assault and risk of suicide and substance abuse.19–21  Further, the intersection of sexual 

orientation, race, and gender, among other identity defining characteristics may be have 

important public health consequences when considering the effects of, and resilience from, bias 

victimization.21,22 Detailed and sophisticated analytic approaches are necessary to better 



understand these relationships and the public health implications knowing that specific bias 

motivated victimizations may have variable risks and consequences in different scenarios and for 

different groups.  

 

These data demonstrate that victims report a perpetrator from another race/ethnicity group in a 

majority of cases.  Although this finding is expected given the nature of the topic, in the context 

of other results the implications may be broader.  Specifically, although documented 

race/ethnicity bias victimization is relatively rare, hate crime is known to create personal and 

community instability, diminish inclusion and trust between groups, and can potentially 

exacerbate uneven power dynamics at a society level.7  Taking together the higher overall risk of 

victimization among NHBs and Hispanics, the greater burden of severity for NHBs, and the 

race/ethnicity profile of offenders suggests an environment of structural disadvantage of certain 

groups compared to others.  For these reasons, taking a public health approach to understanding 

race/ethnicity motivated violent victimization is an appropriate step to capture how inequity is 

manifest in health outcomes amidst the complex interactions between social structures, 

individual risks, identity, and legal frameworks.   

 

These data have limitations.  The NCVS is a large, multiyear dataset and the data are subject to 

both sampling and non-sampling survey error.23  Also, the information contained in the NCVS is 

entirely self-report.  While this is an important feature when considering issues around potential 

underreporting of events to law enforcement, the information provided to this national survey is 

not verified by outside sources.    Also, given the nature of the data collection mechanism, these 



are exclusively non-fatal events. With the knowledge that bias crimes may in fact be more 

severe, limiting our outcome to non-fatal victimization would bias our results towards the null if 

at all.  In consideration of the association between victim race/ethnicity and risk of race/ethnicity 

motivated violent victimization, to interpret the estimates in Model 3 as the direct effect of 

race/ethnicity several assumptions would have to be met, many of which are difficult to test in 

these data.13 Additional analyses to elaborate the complex interactions between race/ethnicity, 

socioeconomic status, and risk of race/ethnicity motivated violent victimization would ultimately 

be informative. 

 

CONCLUSIONS 

Although Non-Hispanic Whites account for the majority of bias victimizations, the risk of non-

fatal violent victimization motivated by race/ethnicity is higher for Non-Hispanic Blacks and 

Hispanics compared to Non-Hispanic Whites.  Also, the crimes perpetrated against Non-

Hispanic Blacks are more severe in the immediate and post-victimization period.  There is 

incongruity between victim and offender race/ethnicity in most cases, which, when considering 

the differential risk and severity of these crimes suggests an environment of structural 

disadvantage of certain groups compared to others. Programs seeking to attenuate racial or ethnic 

tensions are likely to create public health benefits, especially for communities of color.  
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TABLES  

Table 1. Violent Crime, Serious Violent 

Crime, and Simple Assault 

Violent Crimes 

Completed rape 

Attempted rape 

Sexual attack with serious assault 

Sexual attack with minor assault 

Completed robbery with injury from serious 

assault 

Completed robbery with injury from minor 

assault 

07 Completed robbery without injury from 

minor assault 

Attempted robbery with injury from serious 

assault 

Attempted robbery with injury from minor 

assault 

Attempted robbery without injury 

Completed aggravated assault with injury 

Attempted aggravated assault with weapon 

Threatened assault with weapon 

Simple assault completed with injury 

Sexual assault without injury 

Unwanted sexual contact without force 

Assault without weapon without injury 

Verbal threat of rape 

Verbal threat of sexual assault 

Verbal threat of assault 

Serious Violent Crime  = Pink 

Simple Assault = Blue 

 

 

 

 

 



Table 2. Characteristics  for Non-Hispanic Blacks, Non-Hispanic Whites, and Hispanic Origin in NCVS 

(weighted proportions), 2003-2015 

Variable 

Non-Hispanic 

White 

(N=1,535,155)  

Non-Hispanic 

Black 

(N=238,003)  

Hispanic 

(N=307,628) 

%  95% CI %  95% CI %  95% CI 

Male 49.0 [48.9, 49.2] 45.5 [45.0, 45.9] 50.0 [49.6, 50.4] 

Age, median (IQR)       
12 to 19 11.2 [11.0, 11.4] 16.5 [16.1, 17.0] 19.1 [18.7, 19.5] 

20 to 29 14.5 [14.1, 14.8] 18.2 [17.8, 18.7] 23.2 [22.8, 23.7] 

30 to 39 14.6 [14.4, 14.8] 16.9 [16.5, 17.2] 20.3 [19.9, 20.7] 

40 to 49 17.1 [17.0, 17.3] 17.3 [16.9, 17.7] 16.5 [16.2, 16.8] 

50 to 59 17.4 [17.1, 17.6] 14.9 [14.6, 15.3] 10.5 [10.3, 10.8] 

60 to 69 12.6 [12.3, 12.8] 9.0 [8.7, 9.3] 5.9 [5.7, 6.2] 

70+ 12.8 [12.5, 13.1] 7.2 [6.8, 7.5] 4.4 [4.2, 4.6] 

Educational Attainment 

Elementary School Only 6.9 [6.8, 7.1] 10.2 [9.9, 10.6] 23.5 [22.9, 24.2] 

High School (No Graduation) 11.0 [10.7, 11.2] 18.6 [18.0, 19.2] 21.7 [21.3, 22.2] 

High School (Graduation or equivalent) 27.4 [27.0, 27.9] 29.7 [29.1, 30.4] 25.0 [24.5, 25.6] 

Some College, Associates, or Bachelor Degree 45.4 [44.9, 45.9] 36.9 [36.1, 37.7] 26.9 [26.3, 27.4] 

Advanced Degree 9.3 [9.1, 9.5] 4.6 [4.4, 4.9] 2.9 [2.7, 3.1] 

Marital Status 

Married  53.6 [53.3, 54.0] 31.0 [30.4, 31.6] 44.9 [44.4, 45.5] 

Widowed 6.4 [6.2, 6.5] 5.8 [5.6, 6.1] 2.8 [2.6, 2.9] 

Divorced 10.2 [10.0, 10.3] 10.2 [9.9, 10.5] 6.5 [6.3, 6.8] 

Separated  1.4 [1.3, 1.4] 4.0 [3.8, 4.2] 3.1 [3.0, 3.2] 

Never Married 28.5 [28.1, 28.8] 49.0 [48.5, 49.6] 42.7 [42.2, 43.1] 

Region 
      

Northeast 19.6 [18.8, 20.4] 16.0 [14.9, 17.1] 13.9 [12.8, 15.1] 

Midwest 27.0 [25.9, 28.2] 19.5 [18.1, 20.8] 10.2 [8.8, 11.7] 

South 33.6 [32.4, 34.8] 55.4 [53.1, 57.8] 36.4 [33.7, 39.2] 

West 19.8 [18.5, 21.0] 9.2 [8.4, 10.0] 39.6 [37.0, 42.2] 

 

 

 

 



Table 3. Perceived Bias in Non-Fatal Violent Crime By Victim Race/Ethnicity,  Incidence Rate and  (average annual incidence per 100,000 US Population age 12 or 

older), Incidence Rate Ratios (IRR), and Incidence Rate Difference (IRD) 2003-2015 

 

Model 1 Model 2  Model 3  

Rate* (95% CI) 
IRR 

(95%CI) 
IRD (95%CI) 

IRR 

(95%CI) 
IRD (95%CI) 

IRR 

(95%CI) 
IRD (95%CI) 

 
Bias Motivated: Race or Ethnicity 

Non-Hispanic White 97.1 [79.1, 115.1] Ref Ref Ref 

Non-Hispanic Black 143.8 [102.1, 185.5] 1.4 [1.0, 2.0] 46.7 [1.4, 92.1] 1.3 [0.9, 1.8] 31.1 [-11.4, 73.6] 1.3 [0.9, 1.8] 29.8 [-14.9, 74.5] 

Hispanic Origin 157.4 [123.4, 191.4] 1.6 [1.2, 2.1] 60.3 [20.3, 100.4] 1.3 [1.0, 1.7] 31.5 [-3.4, 66.4] 1.1 [0.8, 1.5] 17.0 [-18.9, 53.0] 

Bias Motivated: Other Bias**  

Non-Hispanic White 80.1 [61.9, 98.4] Ref Ref Ref 

Non-Hispanic Black 92.8 [56.0, 129.6] 1.1 [0.7, 1.7] 12.6 [-27.4, 52.7] 0.9 [0.6, 1.4] -1.0 [-39.4, 37.4] 0.9 [0.5, 1.4] -5.2 [-45.6, 35.1] 

Hispanic Origin 73.7 [39.0, 108.3] 0.9 [0.5, 1.4] -6.4 [-45.3, 32.4] 0.7 [0.4, 1.1] -25.2 [-60.7, 10.3] 0.6 [0.4, 1.0] -31.0 [-65.3, 3.3] 

Non-Bias Victimization 

Non-Hispanic White 2269.7 [2162.9, 2376.5] Ref Ref Ref 

Non-Hispanic Black 2768.8 [2526.1, 3011.5] 1.2 [1.1, 1.3] 499.1 [244.3, 753.8] 1.0 [0.9, 1.1] 92.5 [-143.4, 328.4] 1.0 [0.9, 1.1] -13.7 [-247.8, 220.4] 

Hispanic Origin 1987.3 [1840.0, 2134.5] 0.9 [0.8, 1.0] -282.4 [-453.5, -111.3] 0.7 [0.6, 0.7] -803.5 [-958.0, -649.1] 0.7 [0.6, 0.7] -865.6 [-1031.0, -700.1] 

*average annual incidence per 100,000 US Population age 12 or older 

**Includes religion, disability, gender, sexual orientation, associated person, and perceived characteristics 

Model 1 = Crude (No adjustment)  

Model 2 = Adjusted for age as a continuous variable  

Model 3 = Adjusted for age as a continuous variable,  educational attainment, household income, and marital status 

 

 



Table 4. Characteristics of Race/Ethnicity Motivated Bias Crimes by Race/Ethnicity, 2003-2015 

Variable 

Non-Hispanic White  Non-Hispanic Black  Hispanic 

%  95% CI %  95% CI %  95% CI 

Type of Crime 
      

Simple Assault 
68.88 [60.5, 76.2] 61.06 [47.7, 72.9] 66.27 [55.4, 75.7] 

Serious Violent Crime 
31.12 [23.8, 39.5] 38.94 [27.1, 52.3] 33.73 [24.3, 44.6] 

Incident Characteristics       

Involved a Weapon 
21.6 [15.7, 28.8] 28.3 [19.2, 39.5] 24.4 [16.0, 35,3] 

Involved a Firearm 
5.9 [3.9, 8.8] 7.8 [4.2, 14.3] 9.2 [5.2, 15.7] 

Single Offender*** 
53.7 [46.5, 60.8] 63.5 [50.5, 74.8] 61.7 [49.0, 72.9] 

Mutliple Offenders*** 
42.6 [35.6, 49.9] 35.7 [24.5,.48.6] 36.9 [26.2, 49.2] 

Single Offender-White*** 10.8 [5.6, 19.8] 37.2 [18.7, 60.4] 33.6 [16.0, 57.4] 

Single Offender-Black or African American**** 45.0 [29.7, 61.3] 7.4 [2.2, 22.2] 39.9 [19.5, 64.5] 

Single Offender - Hispanic or Latino**** 3.5 [1.5, 7.6] 15.5 [5.3, 37.5] 5.5 [1.9, 15.1] 

Activity at time of Incident 

Working 
22.8 [12.9, 37.1] 12.9 [6.6, 23.9] 9.7 [4.7, 19.1] 

On Way to/from Work/School 
14.4 [8.8, 22.8] 14.5 [7.8, 25.5] 29.1 [16.0, 47.0] 

Shopping/Errands 
7.6 [4.5, 12.6] 8.2 [2.2, 26.1] 8.3 [3.8, 17.3] 

School 
13.3 [5.8, 27.7] 12.2 [5.3, 25.5] 21.4 [8.1, 45.8] 

Home 
21.9 [13.0, 34.5] 30.2 [16.0, 49.4] 20.9 [9.3, 40.6] 

Leisure-Not at Home 
20.0 [13.8, 28.0] 22.0 [12.5, 35.8] 10.5 [5.7, 18.8] 

Harms 

Suffered an Injury 
20.7 [13.7, 30.1] 31.6 [20.9, 44.7] 19.2 [12.6, 28.1] 

Being A Victim Led to Problems at School or Work** 
22.3 [13.5, 34.5] 39.6 [25.3, 56.0] 11.7 [6.3, 20.7] 

Being A Victim Led to Problems with Family or Friends** 
21.5 [12.8, 33.9] 23.2 [11.5, 41.2] 13.8 [7.8, 23.3] 

Victim Response 

Received Medical Care* for Injuries 
7.4 [5.2, 10.4] 14.5 [7.8, 25.4] 10.6 [5.4, 19.6] 

Received Medical Care at a Clinic, Emergency Room, or Hospital 4.8 [3.2, 7.1] 5.9 [2.8, 12.0] 4.1 [2.0, 8.2] 

Reported Incident to Police 43.9 [35.4, 52.8 47.4 [34.4, 60.8] 46.3 [34.4, 58.7] 

*Includes Self-Treatment 

**Variable only available after 2008, 3rd quarter. Estimates are from 2008.3 to 2015 

***Proportions may not =100% due to respondent's not knowing or an uninterpretable entry. See NVCS Codebook for details on Residue entries 

****Due to coding changes in offender race/ethnicity in the NCVS, estimates for are based on the years 2012-2015 

 

 

 



FIGURE LEGEND 

Figure 1. Crime Type by Victim Race/Ethnicity by Year (fit with natural cubic spline) 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 


