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Objective —provide the Legisiature with background information on training and
legisiation regarding peace officer’s in California.

POST's progress on implementing hate crimes laws, including but not limited to
those enacted by SB 1234 (2004) (in part):

Under existing law, the Commissien on Peace Otticer Standards and Training is required
w establish and keep updated a continuing education classroom training course relating to law
enforcement interaction with developmentally disabled and mentally i1l persons. The course is
reguired to contain core instruction in specificd areus,

This bilt would change the term “developmentally disabled and mentally ill persons™ to
“mentally disabled persons.”™ This bill would include in the course instruction by July [, 2006,
instruction on the fact that the crime was committed in whole or 11 part because of an actual or
perceived disability of the victim is a hate crime. The bill would require the commission, using
available funding, to develop by July 1. 2005, a 2-hour telecourse to be imade available 1o all law
enforcement agencies in California on crimes against homeless persons and on how to deal
eftectively and humanely with homeless persons, ineluding homeless persons with disabilities.
The telecourse would be required to include intormaton on multi-mission erimipal extremism, as
detined.

lixisting law requires the commission to develop guidelines and a course of instruction
and training for law enforcement officers who are employed as peace officers. or who are not yet
employed as a peace ofTicer but are enrolied in a training academy for law enforcement ofticers.
addressing hate crimes. Existing law requires the course to include instruction in specified areas.

This bill would, in addition. by July 1. 2007, require the course 1o have istruction in
inulti-mission criminal extrernism, the special problems inherent in soine categories of hate
crimes. preparation for, and response to. possible future anti-Arab Middle Eastern and anti-lslamic
hale crime-waves, and any other luture hate crime-waves that the Attorney General determines are
likely. This bill would require that the conunission include in the guidelines a framework and
possible content of general order or other formal policy on hate crimes that all state law
enforcement acencies shall adopt and local law enforcement agencies would be encouraged to
adopt. as specified.

According to a recent DOJ report, the number of hate crimes has increased from
2015 to 2016, Most incidents were related to race, ethnicity, national origin or
sexual orientation. “There is an alarming frend that we are seeing nationwide
and as lawmakers, we believe that evaluating current policies could help identify
areas where additional clarification in the law is necessary.”



Summary
POST —

1. Determine whether hate crime policy framework, guidelines, and training are
adequate and comply with current laws and regulations,

2. Including recognizing and responding to hate crimes based on the victim’s
gender, disability, nationality, race or ethnicity, religion, and sexual orientation.

3. Further, evaluate POST's ability to measure and improve the effectiveness of its
training regarding hate crimes.

Response

In compliance with SB 1234 (Kuehl, 2004), POST staff has provided the following
deliverables:

+ Updated Learning Domain 37 — People with Disabilities, in conjunction with SB
11 & 29 (Beall, 2015) for the Regular Basic Course (academy).

+ Updated Learning Domain 42 — Cultural Diversity/Discrimination, for the Regular
Basic Course (academy).

+ Published and disseminated Guidelines for developing policies on how local
agencies will train law enforcement officers on investigating hate crimes.

+ Developed and disseminated a two-hour telecourse on Hate Crimes; a revised
version is due to be published in October.

Additionally, POST staff has produced the following DVD training opportunities:

» Bias Based Policing (a revision of the 2009 course Racial Profiling), to help
officers recognize biased based policing and to understand all people have
biases, and how to control them.

» Tactical Communications, urging the use of verbal communications to generate
voluntary compliance in most instances.

+ Engaging the Muslim Community, to enlighten officers with knowledge about the
religion of Islam, people of the Muslim faith, and Muslim communities.

Additional Academy Training

s Learning domain 15 — Laws of Arrest (Fourth Amendment)
+ Learning Domain 16 — Search and Seizure (Fourth Amendment)

Procedural Justice

¢ |In 2015, POST collaborated with Department of Justice to develop a Procedural
Justice/lmplicit Bias course for law enforcement executives, The course later



expanded into a Train-the-Trainer course and 8-hour course of line staff, The
course is based philosophically on the President's 21-Century Policing Task
force Report,

e POST is infusing the four tenets of Procedural Justice (Voice, Neutrality,
Respectfulness and Trustworthiness) into the Regular Basic Course, Supervisory
and management courses, and the Supervisory Leadership Course. Similar to
the infusion of Community Orientated Policing in the 1990s, officers will be
exposed to the concepts of Procedural Justice numerous times throughout their
careers.

By the numbers since 2007:

¢ 58,624 attendees of Learning Domain (LD} 42 in the academy
o Same number of attendees completed LD 3 — Policing the Community &
LD 37 — People with Disabilities.
o 664 attendees have completed assorted Hate Crimes courses
o 4,726 attendees have completed the 2-hour Hate Crimes DVD training
+ 30,388 attendees have completed the Racial Profiling courses
o 2,772 attendees have completed the Procedural Justice/Implicit Bias courses

Total attendees: 97,174

Framework

+ Hate Crime specific and related training takes place at several different levels;
o In the Regular Basic Course, LD 42, LD 37, and LD 3 at a minimum
exposes the recruit to recognizing diversity; prejudice, discrimination and
racial profiling; the importance of positive law enforcement contacts with
the public; hate crimes; sexual harassment; and more.

o With the infusion of the tenets of Procedural Justice in the Regular Basic
Course, supervisory and management courses, California peace officers
will experience on-going education to the issues of hate crimes.

o Pursuant to PC 13519.4, peace officers attend legislative mandated
refresher training on Racial and Cultural Diversity every five years.

» California peace officers are trained to respond to meet with the victim of a crime,
regardless their gender, race, ethnicity, disability, or sexual orientation.
o Question — how do we measure/quantify the effectiveness of our training?
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Report highlights stotewide crime dota an hate crimes
Total number af hate crimes, victims, and suspects ail increosed in 2016

SACRAMENTO - Attorney General Xavier Becerra today released the 2016 edition of the California Department of Justice {DOf} Hate
Crime in California report. The Hate Crime in California report provides statistics on hate crimes that occurred statewide during 2016,
including the number of hate ¢rime events and both the number of victims and suspects of thase crimes. The DO), all law enforcement
agencies, district attorneys, and elected city attorney's offices in California, developed local data collection programs and submitted hate
crime statistics for this edition of Hate Crime in California. The DOJ also provides trend information on the number and types of hate

crimes over the past ten years.

“When someone commits a crime motivated by hate, itis not just an attack on one innocent person, but an attack on the entire State
and our communities,” said Attorney General Becerra. “We can see from today's report that words matter, and discriminatory rhetoric
does nat make us stronger but divides us and puts the safety of our communities at risk. This is why condemning hate crimes,
discrimination, and racism is critical to ensuring all Californians live without fear of being targeted because of their race, ethnicity,
religion, disability, gender or sexual orientation. As California’s Attorney General, | am committed to working with local law enforcement
agencies, schools and local communities to enforce California's anti-hate crime statutes to the fullest extent of the [aw. I strongly

encourage anyone who believes they are a victim of a hate crime to report it to local law enforcement immediately "

The increase in hate crimes in California comes at a time when the nation is confronting an unsettling increase in hate crimes. The latest
reports from the Federal Bureau of Investigation demonstrate an increase in the number of hate crimes nationwide, including crimes
motivated by biases towards racial and ethnic minorities, Muslims, perscns with disabilities, women, immigrants, and the LGBT
community, Last week it was reported that from 2011-2015, more than haif of violent hate crime victimizations were not reported to

police.

Hate Crime in California 2016 reports statistics on hate crimes that occurred in California during 2018, including the following key

findings:

https:fioag.ca.govinews/press-releases/attorney-general-xavier-becerra-releases-2016-hate-crime-california-report 1/2
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¢ Overthe last ten years, the total number of hate ¢rime events has decreased 34.7% from 1,426 in 2007 to 93111 2016.

* Hate crime events increased 11.2% from 837 in 2015 t0 931 in 2016,

= Hate crime events involving a racial basis increased 21.3% from 428 in 2015 to 519 in 2016.

* FHate crime events with a race/ethnicity/national origin bias are consistently the most common type of hate crime over the past
ten years {2007-2016). Hate crimes with a sexual orientation bias are the second most common type of hate crime over the same
period.

* Hate crimes with an anti-biack or African American bias motivation continue to be the most common hate crime, accounting for
21.3% {3,262) of all hate crime events since 2007.

* Hate crimes with a sexual orientation bias are the second most common type of hate crime over the last ten years, accounting for
22.2 percent of hate crimes report in 2016,

¢ Hate ¢crimes with an anti-gay {male) bias increased 40.7% from 108 in 2015 to 152 is 2016.

« Hate crimes with an anti-Jewish motivation continue te be the most common within the religion bias category, accounting for

11.1% (1,158) of all hate events reported since 2007,

Attorney General Becerra encourages researchers, academics and interested parties to further analyze the data. The information from

the Hate Crime in California report can be accessed via the Attarney General's Openjustice website,

Since its launch in September 2015, Openlustice, a first-of-its-kind criminal justice open data initiative that releases unprecedented
data, established California as a leader among US states in criminal justice transparency, Additicnally, the Openjustice Data Act of 2016
{Assembly Bill 2524), effective jJanuary 1, 2017, codified the Openjustice Web portal as the means for displaying all data contained in
annual crime reports, thereby making Openlustice a key government resource for Californians. By driving research, reporting, and
conversation, Openustice can help Californians better understand how the criminal justice systemn shapes various aspects of their lives,

from safety, housing, education, health, and family, to economic opportunity.

A copy of the report can be found online: https://openjustice.doj.ca.gov/resources/publications

#H#H#
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Hate Crime Events Increase In California

Hate Crime in California, 2016 reports statistics on hate crimes that occurred in California during 2016.
These statistics include the number of hate crime events, hate crime offenses, victims of hate crimes,
and suspects of hate crimes. This report also provides statistics from district and elected city attorneys
on the number of hate crime cases referred to prosecutors, the number of cases filed in court, and

the disposition of those cases. Finally, this report puts these statistics in a historical perspective by
providing trend information on the number and types of hate crimes over the past ten years. All law
enforcement agencies, district attorneys, and elected city attorney’s offices in California, in cooperation
with the Departrment of Justice, have developed local data collection programs and submitted hate
crime statistics for this 2016 edition of Hate Crime in California.

The total number of hate crime events', offenses?, victims, and suspects all increased in 2016. The
foliowing statements highlight the major trends in Hate Crime in California for 2016.

Crime Data
Hate crime events increased 11.2 percent from 837 in 2015 to 931 in 2016. (Table 11)

Hate crime events involving a racial bias increased 21.3 percent from 428 in 201510 519in 2016.

{Table 11)

« Anti-white bias events went from 34 in 2015 to 56 in 2016,

. Anti-black or African American bias events went from 231 in 2015 to 251 in 2016, an increase of 8.7
percent.

- Anti-multiple races bias events went from 17 in 2015 to 34 in 2016

Hate crime events involving a sexual orientation bias increased 10.1 percent from 188 in 2015 t0 207 in
2016, (Table 11)

- Anti-gay {male) bias events increased from 108 in 2015 to 152 in 2016, an increase of 40.7 percent.
Hate crime offenses increased 12.6 percent from 1,057 in 2015 to 1,190 in 2016. (Table 12}

. Violent crime offenses increased 5.5 percent from 727 in 2015 to 767 in 2016. (Table 13)

- Property crime offenses increased 26.4 percent from 330in 2015 to 417 in 2016. (Table 13)

The number of victims of reported hate crimes increased 9.4 percent from 1,041 in 201510 1,139in
2016. (Table 15)

The number of suspects of reported hate crimes increased 16.8 percent from 838 in 2015 t0 979 in
2016. (Table 15}

Prosecutarial Data

Of the 307 hate crimes that were referred for prosecution, 220 cases were filed by district attorneys
and elected city attorneys for prosecution. Of the 220 cases that were filed for prosecution, 173 were
filed as hate crimes and 47 were filed as non-bias motivated crimes. (Table 7A)

Of the 118 cases with a disposition available for this report:

+ 43.2 percent (51} were hate crime convictions;

+ 38.1 percent {45) were other convictions; and

- 18.6 percent (22} were not convicted. (Table 7B)

Hate Crime In California 1



Trend Data

The total number of hate crime events has decreased 34.7 percent from 1,426 in 2007 to 931 in 2016.
{Table 11}

+ Violent crime offenses have decreased 38.7 percent from 1,252 in 2007 to 767 in 2016. (Table 13}

- Property crime offenses have decreased 38.6 percent from 679 in 2007 to 417 in 2016. (Table 13)
Hate crimes with a race/ethnicity/national origin bias are cansistently the most common type of hate
crime over the past ten years (2007-2016). (Table 11}

+ The race/ethnicity/national origin bias type accounted for 55.7 percent of all hate crime events
reported in 2016.

+ Within this category, hate crimes with an anti-black or African American bias motivation continue
to be the most common hate crime, accounting for 31.3 percent of all hate crime events since 2007
(3,262 of 10,409). {Table 11)

Hate crimes with a sexual orientation bias are the second most commen type of hate crime over the

past 10 years (2007-2016). {Table 11}

+ The sexual orientation bias type accounted for 22.2 percent of hate crimes reported in 2016.

+ Within this category, hate crimes with an anti-gay (male) motivation have been the most common
bias sub-types, accounting for 11.3 percent of all hate crime events since 2007 (1,176 of 10,409).

Hate crimes with a religion bias are the third most common type of hate crime over the past ten years

{2007-2016). {Table 11}

. The religion bias type accounted for 18.4 percent of all hate crimes reported in 2016.

+ Within this category, hate crimes with an anti-Jewish motivation continue to be the most common,

accounting for 11.1 percent of all hate events reported since 2007 {1,158 of 10,409).

Over the last ten years, filed hate crime complaints have decreased 47.6 percent from 330 in 2007 to
173in 2016, (Table 10)

' The term event is defined as an occurrence when a hate crime is involved. (In this report, the information about the event is a crime report
or solrce document that meets the critena for a hate crime.) There may be one or more suspects involved, one or more victims targeted,

ano one or mare offenses involved for each evem,

t The term offense is dehned as criminal acts that are recorded as follows: murder, rape, robbery, aggravated assault, burglary, larceny-theft,
motor vehicle theft, arson, sinple assault, intimidation, and destructionfvandalism as defined in the Uniform Crime Reporting {UCR) and
the mational Hate Crimes Statistics Report.

2 Hote Crime In California



List of Data Tables

CRIME DATA, 2016

Table 1 Hate Crimes, 2016
Events, Offenses, Victims, and Suspects by Bias Motivation ..o 3

Table 2 Hate Crimes, 2016
Offenses by TYPe Of CIME it e srenssastns e risesos s sresirerossesasssrassnere O

Table 3 Hate Crimes, 2016
Events, Offenses, Victims, and Suspects by LOCAtION v eeeennssvienns 7

Table 4 Hate Crimes, 2016
Victim Type by Bias MOTVREION w.ooii i rssnsres e st snsses e sonssoc s O

Table 5 Hate Crimes, 2016
VUM TYPE DY LOCAION oottt tb et et sreb s bt b sm s st i O

Table 6 Hate Crimes, 2016
Events, Offenses, Victims, and Suspects by County and Jurisdiction ..o 10
PROSECUTORIAL DATA, 2016

Table 7A Surmmary of Cases Referred to Prosecutors
by Law Enforcement Agencies and Type of FIlINGS ..ot ssinsnn 18

Table 7B Summary of Hate Crirmne Case DiSPOSItIONS vt et sssss s ssssessserirsnine 10

Table 8 Cases Referred by Law Enforcement Agencies and Type of Filings
as Reported by County District Attorneys and Elected City Attorneys. ... 17

Table 9 Hate Crime Case Dispositions as Reported by
County District Attorneys and Elected City AtOIMEYS ..o 19

Table 10 Hate Crime Cases, 2007-2016

Complaints Filed and Total Convictions as Reported by
County District Attorneys and Elected City AtLOIMEYS. .. neiirsssresisiscnnnes 2 1

Hate Crime In Californiac 3



TREND DATA, 2007-2016

Table 11

Table 12

Table 13

Table 14

Table 15

Table 16 .

Table 17

Table 18

Table 19

Table 20

Tabtle 21

Table 22

Table 23

Table 24

APPENDICES

Appendix 1

Hate Crimes, 2007-2016
Events by Bias Motivalion ...,

Hate Crimes, 2007-2016

Offenses by Bias MOtIVAtioN ... sives s e oo

Hate Crimes, 2007-2016

Offenses DY TYPE OF CHIME st ser et et 4 e sttt s

Hate Crimes, 2007-2016

OffENSES BY LOCATION ..ottt sesensas s eseset s s oo et bt

Hate Crimes, 2007-2016

Events, Offanses, VICHIMS, AN SUSPOCTS .o s eee st st s eesescsssssemns et s enee e

Hate Crimes, 2007-2016

Single-Bias Events by Bias MOtIVATION ...t st

Hate Crimes, 2007-2016

Single-Bias Events by Race/Ethnicity/National Origin ... oo

Hate Crimes, 2007-2016

Single-Bias Evants DY REIIGION ...t e oemeresisoecs s s trares s sesnssss s saonss s

Hate Crimes, 2007-2016

Single-Bias Events by Sexual Orentation ... oo oo isseiassressrsr e sasssenes

Hate Crimes, 2007-2016

Single-Bias EVENTS DY GENEBT ...t e snss e rearss s b anebirases s s

Hate Crimes, 2007-2016

SINgle-Bias Gffenses DY CalBgOrY . ot e ssessims e seesesssons s beiors s sesssasrsseesees

Hate Crimes, 2007-2016

Single-Bias Offenses by Type of VIoIent Crime . s s e reess oo

Hate Crimes, 2007-2016

Single-Bias Offenses by Type Of Property CHME e sssse et srssersssnsssses

Hate Crimes, 2007-2016

EVENTS DY LOCATION ettt ettt sr et e e ar e e st b4 e ars Rt e st e e et b e et en a1

Data Characteristics and Known LIMITATIONS cu e scvestese e setsasssres e eeerestssssnsesssnsressranens

APPRendiX 2 GIOSSATY e

4 Hate Crime In California

w22

.23

.24

25

26

26

26

27

27

27

27

28

28

28

29

.. 32



Table 1
HATE CRIMES, 2016
Events, OHenses, Victims, and Suspects by Bias Motivation

Events Offensas viclims Suspects
Bias motvalion Percent Percent Farcent Percent Percent Parcent Percant Parcent
N h
umber of total  of mas Number of total of bas Number of total o tuas Number of lolal  of bias
TOtal it e s e 931 1000 1,190  100.0 1,145 1000 982 1000
Single-bias total ...oooeeeeevccrrecersrieeenee 928 99.7 1184 995 1133 995 979 9907
Racelethnicity/national origin............ 51% 55.7 1000 672 56.5 1000 42 56.1  100.0 558 56.8 100.0
Anti-white 56 6.0 108 75 5.3 12 74 65 1.5 122 124 219
Anti-black or African American ... ......... 251 27.0 48.4 333 280 496 315 275 49.1 255 260 457
Anti-Hispanc or Latino....... 83 8.9 16.0 114 a6 17.0 114 9.5 171 87 8.9 156
Anti-Amencan Indian!

Alaskan nalwe............ e 9 1.0 1.7 10 0.8 1.8 10 0.9 1.6 4 a4 07
Anti=ASIAN e 22 2.4 42 34 28 5.1 K| 27 4.8 21 21 28
Arti-Native Hawaiian or Pacific |stander...... 5 05 1.0 5 0.4 0.7 5 04 0.8 5 ns 0.9
AnbeArab. L e e 19 2.0 37 19 15 2.8 19 7 30 22 22 39
Anti-multiple races (groupl.. 34 37 6.6 40 34 6.0 37 32 5.8 22 2.2 349
Anti-other ethmiciy!

national origin ... ..o 37 40 7.1 38 32 57 38 3.3 5.9 13 1.9 34
Antcitizenstug stalus... L 3 0.3 56 4 0.3 06 3 03 0.5 1 6.1 Gz
Religion. ...oooociiiiiiineees 171 184 1000 23z 19.5 100.0 223 185 1000 80 81 100.0
Anti-dewish a2 8.3 450 137 1.5 591 130 114 483 35 316 43.8
Ant-Cathohe,. 12 1.3 70 13 11 5.6 12 1.0 5.4 ¥ a7 8.8
Anti-Protestant . 2 0.2 12 3 0.3 1.3 2 0z LIRs] 1 0.1 13
Anti-lslamic (Mushm}.,......... 37 41 216 40 34 17.2 an KR 17.9 20 2.0 25.0
Ant=Sikh o 1 7.1 06 1 o1 0.4 1 a1 0.4 2 a2 25
Anti-mulbple religions [groupl..... ... 4 a4 23 4 0.3 1.7 4 0.3 18 0 on a.0
Anti-ather religion.. 33 43 19.3 34 24 14.7 34 in 152 15 1.5 188
Anualtheismiagnesticismiele . a 0n o0 0 0.0 0.0 U 3.0 04 a #RH o0
Sexual arientation 207 222 1000 248 208 1000 242 211 100.0 299 304 100.0
Anti-gay {maley...... 152 16.2 73.4 180 151 726 177 155 731 216 22.0 722
Ant-lesbian .. 18 1.4 8.7 24 2.0 a7 23 20 @5 23 23 7.7
Anti-homosexual. . 32 3.4 15.5 38 1z 15.3 36 3 148 56 5.7 18.7
Anti-helerosexual. . Lol E] 0.4 1.9 5 0.4 20 5 0.4 21 3 0.3 1.0
Antrbesexual L 1 0.1 05 1 0.1 0.4 1 01 0.4 1 0.1 0.3
Physicalimertal disability... 2 0.2 100.0 4 0.2 1000 2 0.2 1000 1 01 100.0
Ant-physical disabibty. ... 2 N2 1000 2 07 1000 2 02 1000 1 01 1000
Ant-mental disablily,... .. .. a 0.0 00 a 0.0 o0 ] 0.0 0.0 0 0.0 0.0
29 31 1000 30 2.5 1000 30 2.6 1000 41 42 1000

Antemale... 1 a1 34 4 02 6.7 2 0.2 6.7 1 .1 24
Ant-female..,. ... 1 1 34 1 01 33 0.1 33 1 6.1 24
Anti-transgender........ 25 27 8R2 25 21 833 25 2.2 B33 38 38 9e7
Anti-gender non-conforming.............. ... 2 02 89 2 0.2 8.7 2 0.2 6.7 1 a1 24
Multiple-bias total......coo i 3 0.3 0.0 ] 0.5 0.0 & 0.5 0.0 3 0.3 0.0

Maotes Porcentages nay ol add 12 subclals of 150 0 because of roundng.
AR Bvent feicales e occurrenne of one or ieorg connnal ofenses corevitlpd agaie st ong or enofe vIcimy By GRe 07 Imorne Suspe sty
For a e comglele delimion o caun enm lease retgr o Appendix 2
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Table 2

HATE CRIMES, 2016
Cffenses by Type of Crime

Offenses
Type of crime Percent of |Percent of
Number

total offense

Total e 1,190 100.0

Single-bias total................. 1,184 99.5
Violent crimes.........c..ee. 767 64.5 100.0
Murder. ... 0 0.0 0.a
Rape.. oo 1 0.1 0.1
Rabbery......cooocevin, 32 2.7 4.2
Aggravated assault.......... 189 159 246
Simple assaulf................ 237 19.9 30.9
Intimidation............ ... 308 259 40.2
Property crimes............... 417 35.0 100.0
Burglary........ccccooireeeennn. 16 1.3 3.8
Larceny-theft................... 7 0.6 17
Mator vehicle theft........ .. 2 c.2 0.5
ArSON........cooovevinin e 19 16 46
Destruction/vandalism..... 373 31.3 894
Multiple-bias total.............. 6 0.5 100.0

Note: Percentages may not add to subtotals or 100.0 because of rounding.

H Hate Crime In Califarnia



Tahle 3
HATE CRIMES, 2016
Evenls, Offenses, Victims. and Suspects by Location

Location Events Offenses Victims Suspecls
Number Percent | Mumber  Parcent | Number Percent | Number Percenl
Total v e 931 300.0 1,190 100.0 1,145 100.0 982 100.0
Single-bias total........cooomeviirniriees 928 99.7 1,184 59.5 1,139 99.5 979 99.7
Abandonedi/condemned structure, .. P 0.2 2 0.2 2 0.2 a 0.0
Airfbus/train terminal . 26 2.8 33 2.8 33 29 27 2.7
Amusement park. . 0 0.0 0 0.0 o] 0.0 0 0.0
Arenalstadiumfairgrounds/coliseum..... 2 0.2 2 0.2 2 0.2 3 0.3
Bankisavings and loan....................... 1 0.1 1 0.1 1 0.1 1 0.1
Barinighl club....o 16 1.7 19 1.6 18 1.6 16 1.6
Camplcampground. ..o - 0 0.0 o 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
Churchisynagogue/ternple.............oe 62 6.7 65 5.5 63 55 20 20
Commercial/office building..__................ 29 31 29 2.4 29 25 33 34
Community center ... 2 0.2 2 0.2 2 02 1 0.1
Construction site....... 2 02 2 0.2 2 0.2 1 0.1
Conventence store. 12 13 12 1.0 12 1.0 10 1.0
Daycare facilily.... ..o, 1 0.1 1 0.1 1 0.1 0 0.0
Deparlment/discount store.............. 3 0.3 3 0.3 3 0.3 3 0.3
Dackfwharlffreight/modal terminal.......... 1 0.1 1 0. 1 01 ] 0.0
Drug store!Dr.'s officethospital.............. 5 0.5 5 a4 5 0.4 A4 (.4
Farm facility. ... ..o 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
Fleldfwoads/Park. ... 8 0.6 7 0.6 7 06 <] Q0.6
Gambling facility/casina/race track., 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
Government/public building 13 1.4 15 1.3 15 13 11 1.1
Grocery!supermarket. ., 10 1.1 15 1.3 15 1.3 13 13
Highway/roadialieyistreet................... 215 231 252 212 246 215 3349 345
Hotelimotel'ete........... 3 03 3 0.3 3 03 2 0.2
Industrial sie...... 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 4.0 0 0.0
JAPRSON. oo 14 1.5 33 2.8 33 2.9 38 4.0
Lakefwaterway:beach. ... ... 1 01 1 0.1 1 01 1 0.1
Liquor store........... . 5 0.5 ] 0.4 4] 0.4 8 0.8
Park/playground..... 29 31 37 3 37 3.2 34 3.5
Parking lolgarage . 61 6.6 70 5.9 68 59 a9 9.1
Rental storage faciily............. TP 1 0.1 1 0.1 1 0.1 0 a0
Residencarhome/driveway..................... 222 238 316 268 284 248 141 14.4
Rest @r2a......overireee e 0 0.0 { 0o 0 0.0 1] 00
Restaurant 14 1.5 15 1.3 15 1.3 18 1.9
School, collegefuniversity...............ooes 53 5.7 59 5.0 59 52 45 486
School, elemenlary/secondary.............. 62 8.7 111 9.3 109 9.5 41 42
Servicelgas slation. ... 7 0.8 B8 07 8 0.7 8 08
Shelter'missian/fhomeless.. 4 0.4 7 0.6 7 0.6 4 0.4
Shopping mall......ooiee 3 0.3 3 0.3 3 0.3 6 08
Specialty store {TV. fur. gte .. .o 5 0.5 7 06 7 0.6 Z 0.2
Trbal s, e 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
OMEerUNKNOWD .. e 36 34 42 35 42 3.7 52 53
Multiple-bias total.......c.ccooiviiiiinninncniinn 3 0.3 6 0.5 ] 0.5 3 0.3

Motes. Percenlages may net add to 100 0 because of rounding,
An gvenl indicales the accurrence of one or more crimnal offenses commilled against ong ar mare vicbms by one o more suspecls.
Far a more complete defimtion of each gnnunal yustics tenm, please refer to Appendiy 2.
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Table 4
HATE CRIMES, 2016
Victim Type by Bias Motivation

Business! Religious
) ) Tolal Inchvidual financial Govarnmenl ° Other
] -
Bias motivatian institution orgamzatan

Number Peroent ) Namber Percert | Number  Fercent | Number Percent | NMumber Peccen' | Number  Percent

ToHAL e et e e | 1,145 1000 955  100.0 33 100.0 58 100.0 42 100.0 17 160.0

Single-bias total 1139 99.5 589 99.4 33 00.0 28 1000 42 100.0 17 100.0

Racefethnicity/national origin................... 6427 56.1 562 56.5 19 57.6 43 74.% & 14,3 12 70.6

Antl-while. . . 74 6.5 67 8.7 3 9.1 4 69 o} o0 0 0.0

Anti-black or Afncan Amencan . 315 275 281 282 8 24.2 20 345 z 48 4 235

Anti-Hispanic orLatino ... ... 110 396G 106 107 0 3.0 3 32 1 2.4 a 0o
Ant-Amernican Indian/

Alaskan native. . ...l e 10 09 8 o8 4] 00 2 34 0 0.0 0 00
Arb-ASIAN. .. s 31 27 25 2.5 2 6.1 3 52 1 2.4 o3 0.
Anti-Mative Hawaiian or Pacific Islander, . 5 04 ] 05 o 0.0 o] 0.0 g 0.0 4] 0.8
Ant-Arab. . e 19 1.7 19 1.9 o] a0 o] 04 4 04 o] 0.0
Anti-mulfiple races (groupd. o 37 32 22 22 4 121 9 15.5 o] 0.0 2 LR:
Ant-other ethnigity!

national origin. . 38 23 27 27 2 6.1 2 34 1 24 G 353
Anti-citizenship s1alus, ... v 3 03 2 0.2 ¥] og 0 2.0 1 24 q 0.0
Religion.... 223 19.5 165 16.6 10 ina 12 20.7 32 76.2 4 235
Ant-Jewish. 130 11.4 105 108 9 27.3 & 138 4 a5 4 235
Anti-Catholic. .. . 12 1.0 3 0.3 4] 0.0 & a.0 G 214 Q o0
Anti-Protestant 2 0.2 2 0.z Q 0.0 0 a0 ¢ 0.0 G 0.0
Anti-lslamc {Muslim].. a0 15 33 3.8 i3 0o 1 1.7 1 2.4 4] GO
Anti=Sikh.. L 1 0. 1 1 G 0.0 0 0o 0 AR Q- 4R
Anti-multiple religions (group).. ... 4 0.3 e 0.2 ol 0.0 2 34 o] 0.0 o 0.0
Anli-other religion...... . 34 a0 14 14 1 jo 1 1.7 18 4249 0 0.0
Anti-atheismiagnosticismretc............. . . o 0.0 0 6.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 s} [ 0 0.0
Sexua! orientation 242 211 231 23.2 3 9.1 3 5.2 4 9.5 1 5.9
AR-GEY (MY oot oo 177 155 | 174 175 0 00 2 3.4 1 2.4 0 0.0
Anti-lesbian..._ ... . 23 2.0 23 23 4] 0.0 4] a.0 0 .0 0 00
Anti-homosexual.. . 36 31 29 29 3 a1 1 1.7 2 4.8 1 5.9
ant -hgterosexual 5 04 4 04 o] 0.0 o} 00 1 24 5} 0.0
Anti-tnsexugl L 1 01 1 G G 0.0 0 0.0 o 00 Q o0
Physical/mental disability.......c.cccoovencrnne 2 0.2 2 0.2 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
Ant-physical disapibity. . 2 0.2 2 0z 0 0.0 il 0.4 0 0.0 0 0.0
Anti-miental disability. 0 0 ] 0.0 o} 0.0 i) 0.0 0 00 0 0.0
Gender [P o 30 26 29 2.9 1 3o ] 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
AMU-MEIR. . e e 2 0.2 2 0z a 0.0 a AN4] 0 0.0 0 0.0
Ant-female .. 1 oA 1 a1 0 0.0 0 0.0 ¥ oK o] o0
Anti-lransgender.....__... . . . 25 22 24 24 1 30 0 0.0 o 0.0 0 0.0
Anti=gender non-canformeing......... ... 2 02 0.2 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 o a0
Multiple-bias total 6 0.5 0.6 4 0.0 Y 0.0 Q 0.0 a 0.0

Meates Fercentages may not i 1o sutintals because of rounding
Cnmas commalad aQa rst property e g . A huginess, gecrament nalduhon. redQuous srgacation. ele ) can arty be counled a3 one »alim, wHeneas @ crma
comrmed agianst an indradudl AT Rave maee E1A% one v ok me el avent
ot A more compkele de’ n bon of each term, pleage refer o Appede 2
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Table 5

HATE CRIMES, 2016
Victim Type by Location
Business! Redict
L ocation Total Individual financial Gowvermnmant ¢ -g@:s Cther
' wnistilution organizaton

Numnber  Porcent | Namber Parcent | Numibet Percest | Sumber Fercent | hamber  Percent | Nomber  Pergent

Total. . i e e 1,145 100.0 995 1000 33 1040.0 58 100.0 42 100.0 17 100.0
Single-hias total . 1,139 99.5 93% 9.4 33 100.0 58 100.0 42 100.0 17 1000
Abandonedicondemned struciure 2 0.2 1 oA 1 34 0 na 0 0. o] 00
Aurbusiean termenal, 33 29 n 3 a 0.0 2 34 0 o.n ji] 0o
Amuosement park. Q 0.4 o] 09 0 0.0 4} 3.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
Arenalstadumifairgraundsicalisewr. .. 2 02z Z 0.z 0 0.0 Q 0.0 o] 0.0 0 0.0
Bank!savings ard wan.... .. 1 a1 1 48 0 01 0 0.4 o 0.0 0 0.0
Bannight clut . . 15 16 18 1.8 Ji] 0.0 a a.n ol 0.0 1] an
Camplcampground,,, ... a] 0.0 0 0o s} 0.0 [} 0.0 o] 0.0 0 3.0
Churchisynagogueitemple .. 63 5.5 21 21 0 0.0 0 aa 42 100.0 0 0.0
Commercialiofice budding.. 29 235 14 14 14 42 4 1 1.7 0 0.4 0 0.0
Community center.. ... 2 0.2 0 0.0 @ 3.0 8] 2.0 al 0.0 2 118
Constructicr site..... ... z 0z : £ 1 30 0 0.0 & 0.0 0 0.0
Canvemence slare.._...... 12 1.0 11 1.1 1 3d 0 0.0 [ no 4] 0.0
Dayoare facilty .. ... ... 1 41 1 - 3 a3 0 an 0 oo 1] an
Departimentidiscount siare. .. ... . 3 0.3 3 0.3 o .0 8] G0 o 00 bl a0
Doek wharkleeghUmodal terminae 1 a1 2 G0 1 a0 ol oo o 00 0 PRy
Dirug storedDr s off cethospital. 5 G4 B 05 a al a ac o iKY 0 .o
Farm lac ity ... .. 4] 00 0 [VEH] ¥ 3.0 [} 2.0 4] 0.0 0 0.0
Field'womds/pars ... . . 7 06 53 b 0 0.0 1 17 4] 0.0 0 o
Gambling faciliy/casing race frack., o 0.0 a oo a R4 a oo 0 0g o] oo
Governmentipublic bulding 15 1.3 n 1.3 ] a.n 3 52 a an 2 1.8
Grocery'supermarkel., ... .. . 15 13 14 14 1 3 4] ollo] o 00 0 o0
Highwayirgad adey/siract. 246 215 242 243 Al 30 3 5.2 ] no o) an
Holel'moleliete. . 3 0.3 3 0.3 i a0 o} 1.0 ] a.n [d] 0o
Industral site... . ... & 0o ¢ 0o 0 00 0 0.0 @ an 0 0.0
JAPrSIN e e 13 2.9 33 33 0 a0 0 0.4 [¥] 0.0 a [ARL
Luketwalerwaybeach. 1 0.1 1 a1 a 0.0 4 a0 0 a.n 0 .0
Liguaor stare, 5 0.4 5 05 0 2.0 ol 2.0 0 0.0 0 0aQ
Park:playground ... 37 3.2 31 31 L] 30 4 6.9 0 0.0 ] 59
Parking lol.garage. . 68 59 i1 5.6 2 6.1 ] 0.0 o RS g 0
Rental storuge fac lily 1 0.1 1 0.1 0 0.0 0 a0 5 0.0 0 4.0
Residence'homeatdriveway ... . ... ... 284 24.8 276 27 3 8.1 1 1.7 0 0.0 4 235
Festarea .. a 0.0 0 0.0 4] 0o a oo o 0.0 0 0o
Restaurant .. o 5 1.3 15 1.5 o a0 4] a0 a 0.0 0 a.0
School. callege/unversity 59 5.2 34 34 z 6.1 17 293 [ 0.0 6 363
School. elementargsecondary., ., ... 108 895 a2 82 1 30 26 448 0 0.0 43 oG
Servicesgas slatwn, ] or & 0.8 & ap a a0 0 0.0 a @0
Sheltermission/homeless.. 7 0.6 7 07 0 0.0 0 Q.0 0 0.0 0 on
Shopping mall.. 3 0.3 3 0.3 ol 0.0 4] 0.0 0 0.0 ] 0o
Specialty slore (TV, fur, etc.). 7 0.6 & 0.6 ki ERY 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.8
Trbal lands...... o e 0 0.0 5} 0.0 i} 0.0 o] ARY] a a0 [ 0.0
Otherfunknawn,, ... 42 37 a7 37 3 o1 0 a.0 0 .0 2 11.8
Multiple-hias total [ 0.5 [ 0.6 ] 0.0 0 0.0 ) 0.0 0 0.4

Mides Perretoges may ol ade o 100 becaase of raul dinng
Coines Camm (ed aganst Prepey e o bas ness rover el itk e el s RrganFahen @10 ean only Be cpunted a5 nne oching whiones 3 ormmne
SO RS AR Ar nd o G Rave moes 1Ea0 She vl per evel
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Table 6
HATE CRIMES, 20186
Events, Offenses, Victims, and Suspects by County and Jurisdiction

County and Jurisdiction Events | Offenses| Victims |Suspects

Single Bias Total.....cocceivvee v 928 1184 1139 979
Alameda County.......ccvovemeeerveeneene s 59 B7 66 a7
Alameda.. e, 3 4 3 2
Alameda BART. 2 2 2 1
Berkeley. ... 13 15 15 g
£ Bay Reg Park Onstrict - Alameda......... 1 1 1 a
Fremont. . 1 1 1 0
Hayward. ... 2 4 4 1
Mewark ... 1 1 1 1
Cakiand...._... q 11 1 g
SanLeandro... ..o 22 22 22 12
UC Berkeley. i 4 5 5 1
Union Cily. 1 1 1 1
Alpine County.... 0 0 0 0
Amador County.. 1 1 1 3
Sheriff's Dept. s 1 1 1 k]
Butte County....oovnnrii e 5 7 6 4
Sheriff's Depl.. e 1 1 1 1
GO e e 3 5 4 2
Paradise. ... 1 1 1 1
Calaveras County......oeciecnin 0 0 0 0
Colusa CoUNty.....oocovev e e et e 0 i} [} 0
Contra Costa County..........oovevivcnnniven e 21 43 29 17
ANtOCH . e 2 22 8 3

2 2 2 2

3 3 3 1

2 2 2 2

1 1 1 0

RIGHIMIOND. ..o 4 4 4 7
San Ramon... 4 4 4 2
wWalnut Creek. . 3 5 5 0
Del Norte County.........ooveveeeerecineenaes 0 0 a 0
El Dorado County.......umveminninncennns 1 1 1 ]
Sheriff's Dept e 1 1 1 0
Fresno County.......oimmmeonmean. 18 19 19 16
Sheriff's Dept... 1 1 1 0
Clovis...... . 1 1 1 0
Coalinga.. 1 1 1 1
FrEsmm. s 13 14 14 13
Kingsburg....... PP UP PPN 1 i 1 0
Parlier., o e 1 1 1 2
Glenn County........cc v 0 0 Q 0

10  Hote Crime In California
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Table 6
HATE CRIMES, 2016
Events, Offenses, Victims, and Suspects by County and Jurisdiction

County and Jurisdiction Events | Offenses| Victims |Suspects
[

Humboldt County........ccoocrsiviecn e
Sheriff's Dept
Arcata...o

-]

Imperial County.......cove v vcreerene s e,
Inyo County. ..o e e

Kern County......ocoociiennicecrmenn e e
Bakersfigld. ...
RIGRCrest e

N
= Sk D O LA —Sm

[
P % I~ T = L B K ey

el = I = B — P o8 I ]
= - O O O D~

Kings County........oovin s
Hanford...............

Lake County ... neenceivner e eecesenns
Sheriff's Dept....
Clearlake. . ...

— = M RN
U R Ry

Lassen County. ...

S
N
L4 - = T e B i = ]

Los Angeles County......cooieiisnnnins 37
Sheriff's Dept.. .. 26
Alhambra.......i e

[P

R N N7 e R =)
]

Baldwin Park..........ooiiie
Bellflower. ... e

—_ RO D

D = — O

Boverly HIllS....... o
Burbank......
Calabasas.,
Cerrilos._.....
Claremont. ... e

[T= R I RN

COMPLOM e
CSU Dominguez Hills..........cooocns
C3U Long Beach

[ S o B S - Gy
0= = O R Ch b D —

JEP P N N

El Segumdo... i
Glendale.............
Hawaiian Gardens.,
HawlhOrne. ..o
Huntington Park...........on

La Mirada 2
La Puente 1
LA Transit Services Bureau. .14
Lakewnond. .o e 4
&
a
7

_— ORI e e B B n D s L) el e

— 2 . kY kR

= P A e e o
.

R D e e O —

- L]
DS
!
S aS
o

[us]

22

11
251 249 270
{continued}

LanCaster. e

w
fia]

Long Beach. . ..o
Los ANGEIES..... e 22
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Tabie 6
HATE CRIMES, 2(H6
Events, Offenses, Victims, and Suspects by County and Jurisdiction

County and Jurisdiction Events |Offenses| Victims |Suspects

Malibu.....oo 2 2 2 4]
Norwalk,, ... 1 2 1 0
Palmdale.............. a 8 8 7
Pasadena 2 2 2 1
POMIONA.....oc e 5 6 6 12
+ 1 1 1

2 2 2 Q

10 10 10 g

3 3 3 21

2 2 2 g

TOMANCE. ..o 1 1 1 1
UC Los Angeles 4 4 4 3
West Covina............ 1 1 i o]
¥est Hollywood 7 10 10 g
Madera County .o o 0 0 0
Marin County......ccooeivice e, 5 6 6 4
Central Marin Police Authority. ... 2 2 2 ¢
2 2 2 0

1 2 2 1

Q D 0 1]

<] ] ] &

2 2 2 3

3 3 3 3

1 1 1 0

2 2 2 a

2 2 i ]

Modot CoUuNtY...o e e 0 0 0 D
Mano County............ . o 1 1 1 1
Mammoth Lakes. ... 1 1 1 1
Monterey County......coemnmn i 3 3 3 2
MOMIEMEY .. 1 1 1 0
Pacific Grave.....cooco e 1 1 1 1
SaAlNAS . et e 1 1 1 1
Napa County........... 1 1 1 1
MNAPA i 1 1 1 1
Nevada COuRtY......ccoocceveeeveererane e e arenss ] 0 0 ¢
Orange COUNtY.....ciivciini i 34 45 42 44
Sheriff's Dept.... P 8 8 1
Anahaeim ... .- 1 2 2 13
BIred. e, 1 1 1 0
Buena Park..... ..o 3 4 4 4
CSUFUNErOn. ..o, 1 2 2 2
Fullerton ..o e 2 2 2 8

{continued)
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Table 8
HATE CRIMES, 2016
Events, Offenses, Victims, and Suspects by County and Jurisdiction

County and Jurisdiction Events [Cffenses| Victims |Suspects

Garden Grove 2 2 2 0
Huntington Beach. 6 6 6 4
Irvine.. . - 2 4 3 1
LaHabra. ... 1 1 1 0
Laguna Beach. . ., 1 1 1 5

1 2 1 1

1 1 1 0

& 7 8 4

4 4 4 3

Placer County.....oooeineiececnvnrnanns R 1 18 17 4
RaseVIlle. ..o 1 18 17 4
Plumas County.......ccoiirrincnniencsninenns 0 ¢ i 0
Riverside COUNTY......ccco e venereecn e 28 32 3 24
Sheriff’s Dept 5 6 5 3
Deserl Hot Springs.. S, 1 1 1 0
Easlvale...... ., 1 1 1 4
Jurupa Valley. . 1 1 1 2
Lake EISNOre......ooooi v, 2 2 2 1
MUFFBTA . . 1 4 2 1
OISO e e e 2 2 2 2
Palm Springs......cocoo oo 3 5 4 4
Perris.......... 1 1 1 0
Riverside. .. g 8 B8 7
Riverside Comm, College..........cc..e. 1 1 0
WC RWerside. ..o eaiineeen 1 1 0
WIlHQIMAr . e 1 1 W]
Sacramento County.......oovovevvsvmineeenns 21 23 23 17
Sheriff's Dept.... 10 10 10 7
Citrus Haights... 2 2 2 3
Bl GrOVE ..o 1 1 1 1
Folsam............ [T TP P OTPPPPRP 1 2 2 0
SACTAMENTO. ..o 6 7 7 5
State Fair Police, .. 1 1 1 9
San Benito County....iveen s 1 3 2 1
HOIlIStEr, e 1 3 2 1
San Bernardino County..........coeaeveeeen. 37 50 48 49
Sheriff's Dept 7 g 9 ]
Adelanto........ 2 2 2 4
3 a9 9 )

1 1 1 0

1 1 1 2

Highland.............oii e 1 2 2 Z
Loma LInda.....ir e 1 1 1 1
RONIElEIr e 2 2 2 1

{continued})
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Tabie 6
HATE CRIMES, 2016
Events, Offenses, Victims, and Suspects by County and Jurisdiction

County and Jurisdiction Events |Offenses| Victims (Suspects
Rancho Cucamonga. ... 4 4 4 1
Redlands.................. 6 6 8 4
Rialta....c.ooccve.e 1 1 1 1
San Bernardino....__._...eee 5 8 g 29
Twentynine Palms ... 1 1 1 1
VICLOTVIIE . .o 2 3 3 2

San Diego County. a4 105 101 100
Sheriff's Dept....... 18 Z29 29 34
Chula Vista. i 5 5 5 2
C3U San Diego. i 3 3 3 2
Encinitas......... 1 i 1 1
Escondido... 1 1 1 1
LaMesSa e 3 4 4 3
Mational City.. 1 1 1 1
OCeanSIde. ..o 7 9 el 10
Poway.. . e 1 ] 1 1
San Diego. e 35 41 37 38
San Diego Harbor. ... 3 4 4 3
San Marcos......ooco e 2 2 2 0
SaANtEe. e, 1 1 1 0
UC San DIego..... oo 3 3 3 4

San Francisco County.....ovivenirneeieiiens 36 45 43 50
San Francisco.......oeoeeeol, 35 44 42 50
UC San Francisco 1 1 1 0

San Joaquin County........ccceevmvcvcnnnnsnins 8 12 12 12
Manteca 5 7 7 2
Slockton 3 5 5 10

San Luis Obispo County...... 3 3 3 1
Cal Poly San Luis Ohispo. 1 1 1 1
San Luis Obispo......i 2 2z 2 V]

San Mateo County......ccooercivienvivennreeeens 16 20 17 9
Sheriff's Depl.... 3 3 3 2
East Palo Alto... 1 1 1 1
Redwood City. .o 4 B 5 3
San Brung. ... 2 2 i 0
San Mateo ..o 2 2 2 1
Soulh San Francisc......c.covvivinirinieee 4 4 4 2

Santa Barbara County.........coveenciiniienan 2 2 2 3
Sheriff's Depl..... s 1 1 1 1
SoIVANG. e 1 1 1 2

Santa Clara County......cooieevveveirirmerinnns 40 97 97 33
Shenff's Dept. 2 2 2 1
Campbell. .. ..o 1 1 1 Q
C3U San JOse. ..o e 5 a 8 5

{continued)
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Table 6
HATE CRIMES, 2016
Events, Offenses, Victims, and Suspects by County and Jurisdiction

County and Jurisdiction Events |Offenses| Victims |Suspects
CUPRHING. ..o 3 3 3 4
Foothill College............ i 2 3 3 1
Mountain View... 1 1 1 2
Palo Alto.......oen, 4 4 4 0
SAN JOSE...icv e 19 26 28 19
Sanla Clara Transit District................... 2 2 2 0
SUNMYVAIE. o i 47 47 1

Santa Cruz County.........ocovcinveciniennine 15 19 18 18
Capitola....oo e 1 1 1 1
Santa Cruz..vo e 12 16 15 11
UC Santa Cruz_..e e, 1 1 1 3
Watsonville.......... i 1 1 3

Shasta County...cccoiiniiin e 12 13 13 12
Sheriff's Dept. e, 2 2 2 1
REGING.. ... 10 11 1 11

Sierra County...oooiir e [1] 0 0 4

Siskiyou County....co e 0 [ 0

S0lano County.........onorcvecereneenssrrie e 8 12 9 7
Sherilfs Dept .o 1 4 1 0
Fairfield.....ooooo.o oo 3 3 3 [+
SUSUN ..o 1 2 2 1
Vacaville. e 1 1 1 0
Va0, e 2 2 2 0

Sonoma County..... 10 14 14 6
Sheriff's Dept.... . 4 6 ) 2
Petaluma.. ..o 1 3 3 1

1 1 1 1
1 1 1 1
1 1 1 1
2 2 2 0

Stanislaus County....... 15 17 17 10
CSU Slanislaus. . 1 1 1 0
Modesto........... 11 13 13 8
TUMGEK. e 3 3 3 2

SULLEr COUMY .t e ee e e s 1 1 1 0
Sheriff's Dept..... 1 1 1 0

Tehama County.......coeicirinneneciinens a 0 0 0

Trinity County...ovveececces e ] 0 ] 1]

Tulare County.....cooe i s 1 1 1 1
Farmersville 1 1 1 1

Tuolumne County.....onnner i 2 3 2 1
Sheriff's Dept.. . 1 2 1 1
SONOTA .. ] 1 1 0

{comtinued)
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Tabie 6
HATE CRIMES, 2016
Events, Offenses, Victims, and Suspects by County and Jurisdiction

Caunty and Jurisdiction Events |OHenses!| Victims |Suspects
Ventura County.......... e 16 22 22 22
Sheritf's Dept. .o v, 2 6 6 5
Camarille...... 1 1 1 1
OxNard. ..., 6 8 5 2
Simivalley.....ooo 2 2 2 2
Thousand Oaks.......ccoiii e, 1 1 1 6
WENTUFE. .. 3 5 5 4
Ventura Commurity College................... 1 1 i 1
Yolo County .. e 9 9 9 g
Davis...., 8 8 g 6
UC Davis......oiii e 1 1 1 3
Yuba County..m i scsnsee e 2 2 2 5
Shenff's Depl ... 2 2 2 5
Multipie Bias Total..coinmii e, 3 6 § 3

Mote  Only thase junsdchans that reported a hale crime are hsted inths tadle.

Table 7A
SUMMARY OF CASES REFERRED TO PROSECUTORS

BY LAW ENFORCEMENT AGENCIES AND TYPE OF FILINGS
For the Period January 1 Through December 31, 2016

Hale crime cases Type of case filing -
Cases Criminal case ) Cases filed as
referred to \ - Cases filed as :
Agency prosecutors rejected filings hate crimes .non-blas‘
maotivated crimes
Number Percent |[Number Percent [Number Percent [[Number Percent |Number Percent
Totalw e 307 100.0 98 31.9 220 71.7 173 78.6 a7 21.4
County District Attorneys.. 272 88.6 77 283 205 75.4 162 79.0 43 210
City AMOrNeys.......coooeee.., 35 114 21 &0.0 15 429 11 73.3 4 26.7
Table 78
SUMMARY OF HATE CRIME CASE DISPOSITIONS
For the Period January 1 Through December 31, 2016
Hate crime ) Hate crime convictions
Agancy cases with Not convicted Al c.:!her Total ““T“F crime Guilty pleaf Tri !
dispositions convictions convictions nolo contendere rial verdict
Number Percant{iNumber Percent|Number Percent(Number Percent]|Number Fercenty Number Percent
Total............... 118 100.¢ 22 18.6 45 38.1 51 43.2 46 90.2 5 9.8
County District Attorneys... 110 93.2 22 20.0 38 45 50 455 45 agn 5 10.0
City Attorneys................ 8 6.8 0 0.0 7 B7.5 4 12.5 1 100.0 0 0.0
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CASES REFERRED BY LAW ENFORCEMENT AGENCIES

Table 8

AND TYPE OF FILINGS AS REPORTED BY
COUNTY DISTRICT ATTORNEYS AND ELECTED CITY ATTORNEYS

For the Period January 1 Through December 31, 2016

Agency

Total hate crime
cases referred

Total cases filed
as hate crimes

Total cases filed as
non-bias motivated

crimes

L= | OO

County District Attorneys..........

AMAdOr. ..o
Butle. ...
Calaveras.....o.o.ooooeeiviiiiieenninn

ColUSa. .ol
Contra Costa...........c..c.coeoe,
Del Norte..........occociiiieieae

LaSSaM. e
Los Angeles..........ooviviee.
Madera. ...

MaripOSa. ...,
Mendocino..........ococeeveiie
Merced..........coooooie

MONG. o

307

272
1

[84]
WD O M [V N e S R W D= O oo O O

Lo v T B e I o PSS = O O D e = w0

173

162
1

- 2O ®m O O w o oWw

D W OO WO -

oo o O oo MmO

-
—_ O =

£ -

47

B
o O . O O00O0 =2 OoOO0COoO0 QOoOOoOo = 22000 O0Oaoo W

oo O o—

<o

{continued)
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Table 8 - continued

CASES REFERRED BY LAW ENFORCEMENT AGENCIES

AND TYPE OF FILINGS AS REFORTED BY

COUNTY DISTRICT ATTORNEYS AND ELECTED CITY ATTORNEYS
For the Pericd January 1 Through December 31, 2016

Agency

Total hate crime
cases referred

Total cases filed
as hate crimes

Total cases filed as
non-bias motivated

crmes

San Bernardino. ...
SanDiego.........coooool
San Francisco.. ...
San Joaguin...........ceeoee e,
San Luis Obispo. .......coocoeeeinl

SanMateo............o e,
Santa Barbara.................occo o
SantaClara...........cc.ccooocceeiien.
SantaCruz. .. ...
Shasta, .. .o,

SONOMA.. .o e
Stanislaus

Sutter.
Tehama.......cooove e,
THARY. e
Tulare, ..o e
Tuolumne. ......occooiiii s

VEentUra.....cooo e
YOO o e

Elected City Attorneys...............

Chula Vista.........oooooies
Comptan
Huntington Beach..............c.c.e...
Long Beach..........cooooeiiiinins
Los ANgeles.....ee e,

Qakland. ..o
Redondo Beach..............c.......
San Bernardino......c....coceievnnn -
San Diego. ..o
San Francisco.. ..o,

San Rafael ...l
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Nole The number of complaints filed by county districl attorneys and elected cily attorneys or the
number of cases that resulted in hate crime conviclions cannot be linked Lo the number of hate
crimes reparted by law enforcement agencies.
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Table §
HATE CRIME CASE DISPOSITIONS

A5 REPORTED BY

COUNTY DISTRICT ATTORNEYS AND ELECTED CITY ATTORNEYS
For the Period January 1 Through December 31, 2016

Agency

Total
dispositions

Kot
convicted

Convigtions

Hate crime convictions

Total
convictions

Total

Guilly pleal
nalo
conlendere

Tral
verdict

All other
convictions

Total.. s

County District Attorneys..
Alameda..e
Alpine...... .
Amadaor...

Calaveras,..

Colusa. ...
Contra Costa.
Deal Norte ... e
£l Dorada...
Frasno. e

Los Angeles...........on
Madera, ..o

Mariposa.. . .
Mendocmo........on

Plumas....

Riverside....
Sacramento... ...
San Bento. e

San Barnarding..... ............
San Diego.........
San Francisco. ..
San Jeaquin, .. .
San Luis Obispo...........

3an Mateo... ...
Santa Barbara....
Santa Clara..........
Santa Cruz.
Shasta..

Siskiyou.,
Solanc.....
SONOMIE .o
Stanislaus, .
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110
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Table 9 - continued
HATE CRIME CASE DISPOSITIONS
AS REPORTED BY
COUNTY DISTRICT ATTORNEYS AND ELECTED CITY ATTORNEYS
For the Period January 1 Through December 31, 2016

Canvictions
Hate crime convictions
Agency dlS[-)rOC:i?iiOI'IS conr:?ctled T{_)ta_l Guilty pleal Trial Al 9ther
conviclions]| Total nalo verdict conviclions
contendere

0 0 0 0 i} 0 0

0 0 fal 1] o 0 0

a 0 Q 0 a 0 a

¢ 0 0 0 Q 0 0

0 0 o 0 0 a 0

1 0 1 1 1 0 [y}

1 uj 1 g 0 1

1 o} 1 1 1 0 0

Elected City Attorneys....... 8 0 8 1 1 0 7
Chula Vista.... ... 0 0 [ 0 0 0 o]
Complon. s o o] o 0 o] o] U]
Huntington Beach 2l ] 0 a 0 o] o
Long Beach..........coco 3 0 3 b} s} 0 3
Los Angeles..........ooe.ee 3 0 3 0 0 0 3
Dakland.........oooociin, 0 0 0 0 0 a 0
Redondo Beach . 0 0 0 0 0 o] ]
San Bernardino. ... 0 o 0 0 0 u] G
San Dwego. . e Z o] Z 1 1 £ 1
Ban Francisco. ... ] 0 ol u] 0 0 0
San Rafael..........ococoeee . 4] 0 8] 0 a a ol

Nee. The number of complaints filed by county district altorneys and cily attorneys or Ike number of cases that resulted in hate
cnmie cotvict ans cannal be linked to the number al hate crimes reported by law enfcrcement agencies.
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Table 10
HATE CRIME CASES, 2007-2016
COMPLAINTS FILED AND TOTAL CONVICTIONS AS REPORTED BY
COUNTY DISTRICT ATTORNEYS AND ELECTED CITY ATTORNEYS

Type of 2007 2008 2009 2010
prosecuting Complainls Total Complaints Total Complaints Tolal Complaints Total
attorney filed convictions filed convictions filed convictions filed convictions
TOtBl.. oo eeor v areneraen 330 213 353 232 283 223 230 151
County District Attorneys.... 04 192 315 203 268 212 219 143
Elecled City Attorneys....... 26 21 33 29 15 11 11 g
Type of 2011 2012 2013 2014°
prosecut.ng Complaints Total Complain's Total Complaints Total Complaints Total
aftorney filed convictions filed conviclions Nled convictions filed convictions
Total. 204 154 158 107 196 144 148 993
County Districl Attorneys. ... 194 145 147 100 184 133 139 92
Elected City Attorneys....... 10 9 11 7 12 11 9 7
2015 2016 Percentage change
Type of . ; Complaints filed Total convictions
prosecuting Complaints Total Complaints Total
attorney filed conviclions filed convictions| 2007-2016  2015-2016 | 2007-2016  2015-2016
Total..oooniiec e 189 119 173 96 47.6 -8.5 -54.9 ~19.3
County District Attorneys. 181 109 162 88 -46.7 -10.5 -54.2 -193
Elected City Attorneys........ ] 10 1 g - - - -

Notes: The number of complants filed by county district atlormeys and elected oty attorneys or the number of cases that
resulted in hate cnme conviclions cannnt be linked to the number of hate crimes reported by law enforcement agancies,

Crash indicates that percent changes are not calculated whaen the base number i less than 50,
*Gienn County Destrict Allarmey did not report dala for 2014,

Hate Crime n California 21
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Tabla 11
HATE CRIMES, 2007-2016
Events by Bias Mafivaton

PR UG 2ty 2010 0 Mz 2013 2014 FHIES 2UTe Percemt charge

E as rut dahan i I

Muriper Ferpent Murnber Feqcen s | *levber “ercent| Nurnber Percenl | Mumber Percent| Number Sescent| Murrber Perceal| Humbes FPerrembborber Porceretj Number Percery 2200“]:;' 22%]1‘:_'

il

Tolal 1426 1000 | 1.337 1000 100 1080 | 1,707 100G | 1060 1000 930 100.0 BE3I 1000 158 100.0 £37 100.0 931 160.9 23T 11.2
Swngle-bias teial 1426 1000 1397 100.0 1,053 995 | 1107 1000 | 1.057 499.7 923 99.3 360 57 T54 994 B3T 1040 a8 947 =34.9 10.4

R tethmiciyinational erigin 932 654 ana 573 626 56,3 613 554 587 55.4 518 868 489 S6.7 412 54.4 418 511 51% 5.7 443 21.3
Antewhite | 73 51 42 3 49 3.5 a7 42 35 ER) 44 13 A8 44 Fg wr 3 41 fig Bu -2313 -
Artrotace or Bfrcar Amancan AGE EL ] 457 I 17g a4y 324 283 13 295 IEh it 2R3 EXN] 258 14 A1 2TH 251 %0 -ah R a7
ArteH spar Coon Ll e 180 112 147 104 21 T4 1% hrs RE A% AR a5 B4 T4 A TG ol oy &3 24 -4 28
Arie-Amencan Irdiae

Alaskar natve 1 ni 1 01 Z Dz o o0 1 [N A 0y 3 o1 2 03 z uz 3 bR - -
Antehsian N ] a7 a7 26 s 25 iz o iy 28 3 2.5 st kR 19 2f 18 =3 22 24 fn 5 -
AnteNaliva Hawanan Gf Pucd L lslander’ - - - - - - . - - - - 1 0.1 5 05 - -
ArdEfrake . a7 25 13 33 13 1.2 17 18 21 0 17 18 A 24 7 16 12 14 14 an -
Anternull ple cazes igroup” 4 ik 47 1.4 34 i 4 a1 37 it & 24 18 F 14 18 17 20 34 37 SAn 3 -
Antroirer dlhmely'

natenal ong nm i) 41 58 40 h4 4.4 El] k3] [H)) £ 4% 48 i} 32 37 449 A kR ar Rl ERTIN]
Antciiensiig status’ - - - [#] 0o o UG 2 [ 1 R 2 w2 2 U] 1 a1 3 w3 -

Religion..___...__. 203 14,2 a:t) Faltl 210 191 198 179 201 120 145 156 12% 1449 127 16.8 194 227 171 18.4 5.8 -10.0

Anie Jawish 134 9.4 184 3 160 145 128 116 132 1749 &1 4.8 T a1 Rl nea a7 116 74 34 LA 8 -thh
AmeCathohs | 10 0.7 12 o9 4 8 10 nh & 0na T & T oa El o7 n 13 12 11 -
AnteFrobosant . il 0.8 & UE i o3 ] UGS 1 OB 2 L 3 0.3 F B3 3 U4 e 0z -
Antelalamiz iblashry 13 tha 11 VR 13 1.2 2 20 17 ) M a.2 21 24 18 Z4 40 4.0 17 3 -
At Sk’ - - - - - - - - 2 Ui i ua 1 0 . -
Arteendliple rel gions greuel L 2] fHa 15 11 3 L) T i ! 7 3 0.3 4 1 z L] 9 1.1 4 04 - -
Argeglher relgon 24 17 a4 An 22 ] 25 73 38 4R 21 2.3 24 28 H 7 29 dh Kk} a5 - -
Anteathesan

agnoshersmesdc L L L. 2 'R} 1 u u 0.0 0 uo 4 v 1 0 4} C u ui 1 at o o -

Sexual ori 261 184 283 203 245 223 279 5.2 244 23.0 233 253 216 250 187 24.7 188 2235 207 222 1. 11
Anlegay male, 132 L) 1 "o 120 1y 107 37 103 97 116 125 10% 144 Té 1mns 104 124 152 165 152 Llor
Antrlestiar . . el 18 22 16 Pall R 31 x7 25 24 24 a0 s 31 7 At 25 I 14 1.8 - -
Anfehigrcsexoal oL L 101 D e T3 EL] B 1008 12.: Rah] 10.5 a8 4.0 7T By 74 0.a 4B u? 3z 34 -3
Antehetarasex.al ? & 3 ni o ac 3 na 2 0.z 1 [} & 0 1 (A 3 04 - o4 -
Ambnmiseul 2 3] z ni 1 ni Kl 0.3 3 0.3 Z 2 3 04 2 3 1 ns 1 01 -

Phy It | disability 3 0.2 4 a3 4 0.4 5 0.5 7 0.7 2 o2 1 a1 4 0.5 4 0.5 z 0.2 - -
Arteihyaical Jizabit,. 2 | 2 0 z .7z 3 0.3 i a3 U Lu 0 0o 2 L3 4 O] 2 [ - -
Arsemantal d sab ity 1 A & a1 2 0.z 2 0z 4 ua z na 1 a1 4 Ul o] an u o

Gender 5 1.8 16 1.1 14 1.3 12 11 18 17 18 1% 25 2.9 24 32 27 32 23 33 - -
Anlrmae.. ... - ¢} 0. a o) 0 a0 o 5 4 o4 2 0.z o an i o a 2.0 1 o1 -
Antelerale R 2 0. 3 2 4 L] 1 o1 3 U] 2 az 0 o 2 0.3 1 3 1 n1 - -
Anlrtransgender 23 16 13 ] 16 {3 1 10 11 10 14 15 24 iH 22 e 24 g il 27 - -
Antkgender non-corformans - - - - - - - - 1 ni1 o 0. 2 3 Z 2 - -

Multiple-bias total® - - - N 1 8.1 o 0.0 b 0.3 z 0.2 3 0.3 4 0.5 L] 0o 3 0.3 - -

Nates Perrer

"Report ng u' et hative Hzww an o By

Forbaaz b saminlals o 1060,
e thal

Gers 1
|ta-h r

el b

Dty o, ngl v | opres sl ko

FarperT a0l ane o I 7ash poalivys by oo paliea bagan i~ 2005

“Fepr T ng tof A SR A et or e g n G514

TRepar mg al Ant-ge alee o oot rg ooAs molveatae begae e 2003
"Reeport g ol nal e P As et st 1 LU0,

Lot af nd £y

Ptk ek LA et D when T lase romiber 17007 or 2018) 15 lews s SO0 ERar roodatd s regnarerd,
rlsl et pegan n 2015
seppatts daa 10 the seqgaraion g’ aehfean Bas Lype from ant-ather el ol coal 20 de bian Ty e
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Table 12

HATE CRIMES, 2007-2016
Offenses by Bias Motivation

20407 200E ZEH 2010 2m: ooz 2017 204 205 2015 Peeranl o ange

BLAS minlla it e 2007 2015

hambes Pervesl|Number Pereent Numiber Parcent|Mumiber Pereent|Mumber Peroesi Mumber Percent| Murber Percent| hamibwe Parcent|Number Feroent |humber Percenl 2,\01';5_ 2‘;’] 1;3-

Total.. 1831 1000 | 1,827 1000 | 1427 1000 | 1425 1000 | 1347 100.0| 1474 1000 | 1072 1000 979 1000 | 1,057 1000 [ 1,190 1000 | -84 12.6
Single-bias 1otal - 1,921 1000 | 1.837 1000 | 1435 99.9 | 1,425 1000} $33¢ 994 1169 99.6 ] 1,066 994 966 98,7 | 1057 1000 1184 29.5 | 387 12.0

Racefethnicilyinational ofigin 1,299 67.3| 1042 6.7 382 604 B18 574 75 575 683 58.2 Bad 58.2 551 6.3 560 530 672 56.5 483 200
Anl-wh ke 10k 53 48 25 B3 37 k] L ki) A A2 k1] 43 4.0 A1 4.1 a7 40 75 G SET 2 -
AnleHack or B can Amencan..... GRO 352 L 323 454 Jau 425 298 a7 295 TiRE KrR] 34 342 31z ERR] hi] 284 433 B0 510 o
Aufe-H span £ ar Lat oo 234 121 195 04 114 8.0 $72 121 1249 LN 3! 11 £ ar 51 Hi 87 10 o 114 fUh 51z Th
Anb-Armer can | an

Alashan rat v 1 G " 01 z [t 4] an * a 2.3 3 0.3 3 o3 2 [ g 0.8 -
Anti-As an . T4 ig a7 26 iz 22 46 28 i 25 29 75 43 a0 26 27 27 28 14 28| 521 -
Arr-Natwe Hawar a~ or Paclic lnlandsr . . - - - - - . - - - . - 1 o1 3 nd - -
Amicfrah’ R 51 26 21 1.1 23 1.6 25 18 ) 2 2% 1.8 25 2.3 16 18 17 1g i 1.6 - -
Amermulple races gruapt L L kAl 37 61 11 A0 25 47 3.3 14 18 kX 26 24 27 2F 3 Fal 20 ) A4 437 -
Anl-oftwer ethroiry

naticral ongn’ B3 44 71 38 106 in 50 35 5 G & 59 54 a0 28 45 4€ 43 4 3B 32 -55 3
Ant-cihZeshir slatus - - - a o} G e 3 nz 1 o1 2 58, 2z nz 1 U1 4 0.3 -

Raligion. 246 127 328 179 235 16.5 228 16.0 27 16,9 166 14,1 1™ 14.4 144 14.7 219 207 232 18,5 A7 5.4
A -Jew sh 171 By 20 1y 17y 125 147 103 142 14 6 R a6 34 4] a7 iy 1503 137 1145 gy b
Am -Cathalie hh! 04 ‘3 or El 06 vl a7 & o4 7 06 T nr 5 33 14 113 13 1.1
Aal-Protestant 12 0f A 14 31 nz ] G4 2 o1 z G2 3 na b4 na 3 nl 3 [ -
Anl-lstamn Mosien 11 07 14 ) 14 10 il 14 25 19 24 20 27 28 7 za A1 4R q a4 - -
Ant-Simh* - - . - - B - - - - 4 04 o nn 1 61 - .
Anb-rltiple relyg nng igroap ] o5 1t V] E 0.3 M1l o7 v ns 3 013 B 015G 2 0k 3 [iR:] 4 a3
Ant-other rehgs . 28 13 TH 4.1 26 18 28 24 44 43 A3 20 el 2.3 24 5 32 an 34 2% - -
Ant-athesm agnosie sim et 4 0z 1 i 0 0.0 U ng 4 cu 1 01 i uo 0 .o 1 0.1 o ut -

Sexual ori { 349 181 345 24.2 308 218 358 251 30 23.0 296 25.2 256 xR 240 24.5 242 229 248 208 -28.9 25
Anfrgay Imalel 1549 62 223 121 152 o7y 133 43 132 ua 140 114 126 RAR:! 1 93 1a% 174 180 15 152 Za 8
Antelesh an Az 22 3 17 37 26 43 30 EN 23 6 a. Kl 25 a4 45 35 13 24 27 - -
Aal-hgmose s aal 143 T4 185 101 18 83 176 124 142 ms 17 ] a2 ;19 102 164 LY 54 ki 32 R | -133
Anb-heterase sl 3 nz 3 ng 0 Qi kS oz 2 o 1 n1 4 04 1 a1 3 a3 o ud -

At seradl 2 [t 2 1 1 01 3 Wé 3 nz 2 L 3 0.3 ¢ iz ] a5 1 0.1 -

Physicalfmental disability 3 0.2 4 0.2 4 4.3 5 o4 T 0.5 2 0.2 E) 0.5 4 0.4 8 0.a i 0.2 - -
Anb-physical disahibty 2z a1 2 1 2 o1 3 uz i 02 V] o ) . z 0. A 0e 2 4] -
At omental satanhy 1 a1 2 (O] 2 0t 2 a1 4 o3 2 0.z o 5 Z2 0z ] oo 4 c.o - -

Gend 34 18 17 0.9 16 11 16 11 20 1.5 2 18 27 25 7 28 28 2.6 30 23 - -
Ant -male b} 0o Q oo ¢ an a o0 4 na 3 03 ¢ o o na 2 an z 02 - -
Anlrfernale 2 o1 3 Uz 5 o4 1 a1 4 03 3 L3 o oo ? az 2 nz 1 41 - -
Anl-transgender L L L iz 17 14 ne 11 08 ) 11 17 ng 1% 14 26 24 25 26 4 2.3 25 21 -
Anl-gendar non-canform ng - - - - - - - - - - 1 o1 [} G 7 o2 2z 0.7 -

Multipia-bias total”, - - - - 2 N | 0 0.0 ] 0.6 5 0.4 3 0.6 13 1.3 Qo ] 0.5 - -

Nates  Perceriages may 2l adan s
Dash iridar

tas 30 100 0 because of roundirg.

"Repatir i 3 -Mat ve: Hawd 3 or Facfc Islarder began n20'5

‘Data does not match vreverasly pubhshan sepers dae o Ihe S8EArALn a* ARt -Ardb Las byoe rom anteolher cn oryndt anal of g b 3% e

Rougring af anti-ce semsh oostatus bias =obahzn began i 2005
“Rpartn of Ai-Sit b weiyalin begar - 2813
‘Repering of anl -gerder non eonforr ny Laax et At bagar in 2013,
"Rueporting of Mulile b as afterses Legan e 2003

5 thal percent chadtoes 370 not calculated wived e base number (2007 ¢ 20°4) 15 055 than S0 o7 that ro data were reparted.
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Table 13
HATE CRIMES, 2007-2016
Oftenses by Type of Crime

2007 2008 2088 2014 201 2612 2013 2014 2015 21k Frersar: changs
Type of unime -
Meoter PercentpNumber Percent] Nawher Soroent| Numaer Percant| Number Percent| Nomber Percart| Numbes Percent | Number Percem| Momber Percent| Number Percent ‘;U;‘fs 22%11%
18931 100.0 | 1,837 4000 | 1427 10001 1,425 100.0 | 1,347 100.0 | 1.474 1000 | 1072 1000 979 100.0) 1057 1000 | 1,990 100.0 | -35.4 12.6
Single-bias total............. 1931 10001 1837 opo| 1425 939 | 1,425 100.0) 1,339 99.4, 1.183 %96 | 1,066 93,4 §66 987 | 1.057 1000 1,184 99.5] -387 12.0
Violent crimes,,. 1,252 648 | 1,173 3.9 90& 6.5 893 62.7 825 1.2 TE1 648 680 £3.4 653 66.7 bris 68,8 767 64,51 -38.% 55
Mureer.... . 2 1 2 [t 2 [F| 1 0.1 1 0ot ¢} o 0 0.0 1 .1 3 03 [ 0.4 - -
Rape. ... ........ ... i 3.4 2 G 4 03 1 o 4] G.0 2 0.z 1 0.1 0 0. 4] a4q 1 a1 - -
Rabbery ... ... 3 38 55 3.0 41 2.9 42 24 44 | 34 2.9 38 35 kA 32 23 z27 3z 27| -5he -
Aggravated assaul... 346 200 281 15.3 216 151 203 142 133 14.3 235 200 153 14.2 185 189 22 200 189 159 -5140 -HLE
Simple assaull. ... 370 16,6 1 186 254 17.8 288 toq 239 177 238 0.4 250 233 201 2005 237 224 237 159 | -254 0.0
IPomdatior. 471 244 492 268 3ag 273 I6Z 254 345 258 251 214 238 222 235 240 2458 233 308 259 | -328 25.2
Proparly ¢rimes......... 679 352 664 361 519 354 532 7.3 514 B2 408 348 386 35.0 ki k] 320 338 M.z 417 350 88 26.4
Buarglary.. . 47 24 14 8 18 1.3 2 15 32 2.4 12 1. 21 2.0 12 1.2 Il 1.0 G 1.3 . -
Larceny-thaft, . .. 4 a2 14 0.8 7 0.5 i 0.4 & 0.4 3 03 6 0.6 7 07 K] 0.3 7 0.6 - -
Motor vanugle theft . . 7 0.4 2 R 1 a1 1 [ 1 [H Z 0.2 2 0.2 ¢ 0.0 o 0.0 2 0.2 - -
AMSON._ e e g 03 12 07 18 13 i HE: g 6 @ 08 T 0.7 5 0.5 5 I 19 1.8 - -
Destruct orevandal sm. G1g RAR:) 622 330 475 333 405 34.7 467 37 382 32.5 350 26 289 295 an 294 T3 213 -29.3 19.%
Multiple-bias tolal'....... - - - - 2 {41 a 0.0 8 1.6 B 0.4 6 0.6 13 1.3 0 0.0 6 0.5 - -
Motes  Sercentages may ral add o suntolals o 1.0 4 besause of round ng.
Dash ird cales tral percect changes am not catculaled when the Sase runbor (2007 or 20181 5 kgss ban 40 o that o data ware foported

Repoting of mult ple-nas o%enses began m 2009
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Table 14
HATE CRIMES, 2007-2016
Offenses by Location

23 2U0R 2009 20110 o 22 2033 2014 20k 2016 Percenthange
L sanean = =
MNumber Percertt boambier Pereenl| Mumber Sercert| Muinzer Pergent|Momber Pereent Nombegs Porpenl| Nusrbar Percenl| Murebier Percent | Mumber Perocit Homber Fercenl )2?.[1'; ‘;::é'
b 1} 1
Totdlo v - 1,931 10004 1837 1000 1,427 1000 1435 1000 [ 1347 1000 | 1474 1000 ( 1,072 14004 978 1004 1057 1000 | 1190 1000 | 384 126
Single-bias 1otal 1.3 1000 | 1837 1000 | 1425 989 [ 1425 100.0 | 1339 994 [ 1,168 956 | 1.066 994 966 98,7 | 1,057 1000 | 1,184 99.5 | 3487 120
Abandoned-candereind st e - - . - - . - - ] i 2 Tz o 0o f nn 1 0o 7 nz
Aritpustran term inai 1o oy 19 1o 10 ur 25 18 U -5 19 33 27 2% iz 13 3z 30 Kk 28 - -
Amuosameant pa< . - - . - - - 1 [} f a0 4] 0.0 1 - n a0 2 ox .
Arena stadoim rgiounes ol seum’ - - - - . - - 3 [ d Ry i an 3 (133 u ot £ nz - -
Hark'savimgs and haan K} nz 2 a1 4 oo n o 4 na 0 o 2 o2 u co 1 i 1 'R} -
Earionghi club 41 21 a8 21 23 16 a1 2.2 7 13 ) s ral ] ] 9 23 22 14 14 - -
Camp camogroand | . - - - - - - - 0 Pt 3 ni 1 o 0 oa 3 ns a [ - -
Church synagogue, lenple vz 3.7 110G gL 45 L] 583 46 i Rl 44 kN 31 18 it av El B.o 43 5.5 B 3
Cormmercial affice s hiing ki a0 34 14 k1 27 ar 20 &4 b3 1% 13 i) T 7 oar 13 12 bk} 2.4 - -
Communty center - - - . - - - - - - - - 4 0.4 7 07 2 w2 - -
Construchon ste... L 3 032 2 s3] 2 " 1 a0 i nz 3 1 2 0.z 1 iR} 4] qn 2 02 - -
Conyenenre store L 7 04 12 ar 12 0e 7 ns 4 1.0 17 14 12 11 10 140 i c.e 12 mn .
Draycars fac by . . - - - . - - . o o 1 o1 1 0.1 1 .1 5 36 1 3.1
Cepatmentid scoant st Uy ns n4 ;3 n4 12 0# o [ 41 0.5 5 na 4 04 7 o7 a 073
Dacwiwharf freght madal terrmnal - - - - - Q ch 1 0.1 0 >a a itn {1 a0 1 H| -
Drug storeDr 's ol pe b 4l 5 U 3 0.3 a1 ] o 4 4 [ ) 0.4 4 PR 4 ihd 9 o8 5 0a -
Fanm faciiy ... - - . . - - - 3 n2 o 0.0 1 01 [+] 00 Pl 0.2 0 ] - .
Field wondsipars... . B3 43 a2 28 Bl a4 ¢ 28 0 -] LR ! b P 21 ) 0.5 ) Us ! Ue | 816 -
Cambnng Tachly €5 ro rave e . - - . - . . 1 o1 ? 17 1 01 0 oG 7 no 0 n.o - -
Governmentpublc bailding 29 “ 5 &0 4 20 T4 17 Tz " uz 15 13 12 1.1 15 15 i 07 1h 1.3 -
Groecory suge markst 14 ua & 04 1 0.3 g b 17 15 1 3.4 12 11 11 11 hr 1.3 15 154 -
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Table 15
HATE CRIMES, 2007-2016
Events, Offenses, Victims, and Suspects

2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 2015 2016
Events...............| 1,428 1.397 1,100 1.107 1,060 930 863 758 837 931
Offenses............. 1.831 1.837 1,427 1,425 1,347 1,174 1.072 8979 1,057 1,150
Victims................. | 1,764 1.698 1,321 1,320 1,232 1,136 1,045 943 1.041 1.145
Suspects.............. 1,827 1473 1,202 1.092 1,010 937 875 798 838 ug2
Table 16
HATE CRIMES, 2007-2016
Single-Bias Events by Bias Motivation
Bias motivation 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 2015 2018
Total e | 1,426 | 1,397 1,099 | 1,107 1,057 928 860 754 837 928
Racefethnicity/national origin.. 832 800 826 £13 S8Y 528 489 412 428 519
Religion..........coovreciiiiii, 203 294 210 198 201 145 129 127 190 171
Sexual orientation................... 263 283 245 279 244 235 2186 187 188 207
Physical/mental disability........ 3 4 4 5 7 2 1 4 4 4
Gender. .. 25 16 14 12 18 18 25 24 27 29
Table 17
HATE CRIMES, 2007-2016
Single-Bias Events by Race/Ethnicity/National Origin

Racefethnicity/nat onal origin 2007 | 2008 | 2009 | 2010 | 2011 2012 | 2013 | 2014 | 2015 | 2016

Total e e 932 800 626 613 587 528 489 412 428 519
Anti-white 73 42 39 47 35 40 38 28 34 56
Anti-black ar African American 498 457 376 324 313 289 285 238 23 251
Anti-Hispanic or Latino. ... e 160 147 81 119 88 &8 64 G0 81 83
Anti-American Indian/Alaskan Native......... 1 1 2 ¢ 1 3 3 2 2 ]
ANLASIEN. e 53 37 27 32 30 23 30 19 19 22
Anti-Native Hawaiian or Pacific lslander', . - - - - - - - - 1 5
Ant-Araby L 37 13 13 17 21 17 21 12 12 19
Anti-multiple races (Qroupl.....nn.. 51 a7 34 34 37 22 18 14 17 34
Anti-other ethnicity/national origin®. ... 59 56 54 40 50 45 28 37 30 37
Anti-citizenshup status”. ..., - - 0 0 2 1 2 2 1 3

'Reporting of ant-Native Hawaiian or Pacific |slander has mativation began in 2015.
“Data does not match previously published reporls due to the separation of anti-Arab bias type from anti-other ethnicily/natianal origin bias type.
‘Reparling of ant-cihizenship status bias motivation began in 2003
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Table 18
HATE CRIMES, 2007-2016
Single-Bias Events by Religion

Religion 2007 | 2008 | 2000 | 2010 | 2011 2012 | 2013 | 2014 | 2015 | 2016

Total e, 203 294 210 198 201 145 129 127 190 171
Anti-dewish. ... 134 184 160 128 132 81 70 a0 97 B2
Anti-Catholic... ... 10 12 2} 10 3] 7 7 5 11 12
Anti-Pratestant,................ 11 8 3 6 1 2 3 2 3 2
Anti-lslamic {(Muslim)................ 13 11 13 22 17 20 21 18 40 37
Anti-SIkh' - - - - - - - 2 0 1
Anti-multiple retigions {(group).. .. 9 15 3 7 7 3 9 2 9 4
Anli-ather religion...................... 24 63 22 25 a8 21 24 18 29 33
Anti-atheism/agnosticism/etc..... 2 1 o 0 0 1 0 g 1 a

‘Reporting of anti-Sikh bias mativation began in 2014,

Table 19
HATE CRIMES, 2007-2016
Single-Bias Events by Sexual Orientation

Sexual orientation 2007 2008 20609 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 2015 2018

Total. oo e 263 263 245 279 244 235 216 187 188 207

Anti-gay (male}................. 132 154 120 107 103 118 106 78 108 152

Anti-leshian......................... 26 22 29 30 25 28 27 27 25 18

Anti-homosexual................___ 101 102 95 138 111 es 7 79 48 32

Anti-heterosexual.................... 2 3 0 3 2 1 3 1 3 4
Anti-isexual.....n 2 2 1 3 3 2 3 2 4

Table 20

HATE CRIMES, 2007-2016
Single-Bias Events by Gender

Gender 2007 | 2008 | 2009 | 201¢ | 2011 2012 ] 2013 | 2014 | 2015 | 2016

25 16 14 12 18 18 25 24 27 29

0 0 0 0 4 2 0 0 0 1

Anti-female............... ... 2 3 4 1 3 2 1
Anti-transgender..................... 23 13 10 11 11 14 24 22 24 25
Anti-gender non-conforming.._. - - - - - - 1 0 2 2

'Reporting of anli-gender non-conform nyg tias motivatkon began in 2013,

Table 21
HATE CRIMES, 2007-20186
Single-Bias Offenses by Category

Category 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 2015 2016
Total.oreeiis 1,931 1,837 | 1.425 | 1,425 | 1,339 | 1.169 | 1,066 966 | 1,057 | 1.184
Violent offenses. ... 1,252 1,173 906 893 825 761 680 653 747 767
Praperty offenses... 679 664 519 532 514 408 386 313 330 417
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Table 22
HATE CRIMES, 2007-2016
Single-Bias Offenses by Type of Violent Crime

Viotent offenses 2007 2008 | 2009 | zZ010 ( 2011 2012 2013 | 2014 2015 | 2016
Total..vveiniiicennnenne | 1,252 1 1,173 806 893 825 761 680 653 727 767
Murder..........ccooeeee 2 2 2 1 1 o 0 1 K} 0
Rape............ o 2 4 1 0 2 i o 0 1
Robbery.........co.oe. 73 55 41 42 44 34 38 31 29 32
Aggravated assauit...... 386 281 216 203 193 235 153 185 212 189
Simple assault............. 320 341 254 284 239 239 250 201 237 237
Infimidation.................. 471 492 389 362 348 251 238 235 246 308
Table 23

HATE CRIMES, 2007-2016
Single-Bias Offenses by Type of Property Crime

Property offenses 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 2015 20186
Total i, 679 664 519 532 514 408 386 313 330 417
Burgary......c..ccooio 47 14 18 22 32 12 21 12 11 16
Larceny-theft ... 4 14 7 & 6 3 6 7 3 7
Motor vehicle theft.......... ki 2 1 1 1 2 2 O 4] 2
ATSON. ., 6 i2 18 8 8 9 7 5 5 19
Destructiontvandalism..... 615 622 475 445 487 382 350 289 311 373
Table 24

HATE CRIMES, 2007-2016
Events by Location

Locations 2007 2008 2009 2010 201 2012 2013 2014 2015 2018

L= 7 | PP 1426 | 1,397 | 1,100 | 1,107 | 1,060 930 863 758 B37 931
Churchisynagogueitemmple.............. 89 107 76 &2 73 43 44 36 59 62
Highwayfroadfalley/streel............... 405 362 277 272 263 254 218 212 225 215
Parking lolgarage........... RO 97 110 69 74 80 56 52 70 51 61
Residence/homeldriveway.............. 408 388 303 320 307 236 222 193 217 222
Schoolicollege . . 150 148 133 133 111 - - - - -
Schoal, collegcfunivcrsﬂy’._.. L - - - - - 42 40 22 26 53
School. elementaryisecondary' ... . - - - - 52 46 47 34 62
All other locations_......ves civnes 259 281 242 246 226 247 241 178 225 256

'Reporting of Schoolicollege separated into School, collegeluniversily and School, elementaryisccondary in 2012,
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Appendix I: Data Characteristics and Known Limitations

Crime Data

Lacal law enforcement agencies are required ta report hate crimes to the Department of Justice (DQJ)
in compliance with California Penal Code Section 13023. California Penal Code Section 422.55 defines
a hate crime as “a criminal act committed, in whole or in part, because of one or more of the following
actual or perceived characteristics of the victim: {1) disability, (2} gender, (3) nationality, {4) race or
ethnicity, (5} religion, (6) sexual orientation, (7} association with a person or group with ane or more of
these actual or perceived characteristics.”

The following information and limitations should be considered when using hate crime data:

1} A hate crime event contains the occurrence of ane or more criminal offenses, committed against
one or more victims, by one or more suspects or perpetrators. Victims can have more than one
offense committed against them.

2) Hate crimes reported by law enforcement agencies are counted in a specific way. In each hate
crime event, the DOJ counts the total number of victims, the tota! number of suspects, and the
total number of criminal offenses in one event. These totals are then classified and counted by type
of bias motivation {anti-black or African American, anti-Hispanic or Latino, anti-Jewish, anti-gay,
etc.), type of crime (murder, aggravated assault, burglary, destruction/vandalism, etc), the location
where the crime took place (residence, street, synagogue, school, etc), and the type of victim
{individual or property}.

3) The DCJ requested that each law enforcement agency establish procedures incorporating a two-
tier review {decision-making) process. The first level is done by the initial officer who responds to
the suspected hate crime incident. At the second level, each report is reviewed by at least one other
officer to confirm that the event was, in fact, a hate crime.

4} Caution should be used when making jurisdictional comparisons. The foliowing factors should
be considered: cultural diversity and population density; size of law enforcement agencies; and
the training received in the identification of hate crimes by law enforcement officers in each
jurisdiction.

5) The following factors may influence the volume of hate crimes reported to the DOJ:

Cultural practices of individuals and their likeliness to report hate crimes to law enforcement
agencies,

Strength and investigative emphasis of law enforcement agencies.
Policies of law enforcement agencies.

+ Community policing policies,
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6) In 2009, the DOJ began collecting information on hate crimes invclving multiple-bias motivations.
Law enforcement agencies were able to report up to five bias motivations for each hate-related
event, as long as there was a unique offense for each bias motivation.

In 2011, the DOJ expanded the acceptable location codes for the California hate crime data
collection system to reflect modifications implemented at the national level,

in 2013, the DOJ expanded the gender bias for the California hate crime data collection system to
include gender non-conforming in order to reflect moedifications implemented at the national level.

In 2014, the DOJ expanded the religion bias for the California hate crime data celiection system to
include Sikh in order to reflect modifications implemented at the national level.

In 2015, the DOJ expanded the race and ethnicity bias for the California hate crime data collection
system to include Native Hawaiian or Pacific Islander in order to reflect modifications implemented
at the naticonal level.

7) There is a significant disparity between the number of individual and entity victims that stems
from the DOJ’s Criminal Justice Statistics Center's use of the Federal Bureau of Investigation’s (FBI's)
UCR program standards. A property crime against an entity (2 business, religious organization,
government institution, etc.) can anly be counted as one victim, whereas a crime committed
against an individual can have more than one victim counted per crime event.

8

In 2013, the FBI’s UCR Program revised the definition of “forcible rape” {the carnal knowledge of a
femmale forcibly and against her will) to “rape” and defined as“penetration, no matter how slight,

of the vagina or anus with any body part or object, or oral penetration by a sex organ of another
person, without the consent of the victim.” The California DOJ implemented this definition change
in January 2014,
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County District Attorney and Elected City Attorney Prosecutorial Dato

The following information and limitations should be considered when interpreting hate crime cases:

1) In order to show the criminal justice system’s response to hate crimes, in 1995 the Attorney General
asked all district attorneys and elected city atterneys to submit summary data of complaints filed
and convictions secured.

2) The 2016 District Attorney's and Elected City Attorney’s Report File of Hate Crime Cases contains
summary data based on cases referred to each district attorney or elected city attorney, and filings
and convictions that occurred from January 1, 2016, through December 31, 2016.

3) When viewing prosecutorial data, it is not possible to relate the number of hate crimes reported hy
law enforcement agencies to the number of hate crirmes prosecuted by district attorneys and city
attorneys. First, crimes often occur in different reporting years than their subsequent prosecutions.
Second, the number of ¢crimes reported by law enforcement is much higher than those calling for
prosecutorial action since the latter requires an arrested defendant who can be prosecuted in a
court of law.

4 All prosecutorial data includes hate crimes committed by both juvenile and adult defendants.

5} Glenn County District Attorney did not report data for 2014.
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Appendix 2: Glossary

Aggravated Assault - An unlawful attack by one person upon ancther for the purposes of inflicting
severe or aggravated bodily injury. This type of assault usually is accompanied by the use of a weapon
or by means likely to produce death or great bodily harm (FBI's UCR definition).

Bias — A preformed negative opinion or attitude toward a group of persons based on their race,
ethnicity, national origin, religicn, gender, sexual orientation, or physical/mental disability.

Bisexual — Of or relating to persons who experience sexual attraction toward and responsiveness to
both males and females; {noun) a bisexual person.

Case - A set of facts about a crime that is referred to a district attorney for filing with a court. The case
may charge one or more persons with the commission of one or more offenses. {For this report, the
case must contain some element of bias.)

Complaints Filed - Any verified written accusation, filed by a district attorney with a criminal court,
that charges ene or more persons with the commission of one or more offenses. (For this report, the
case must contain some element of bias.)

Conviction - A judgment based on the verdict of a jury or a judicial officer or on a guilty plea or a nelo
contendere plea of the defendant.

Disposition — In criminal procedure, the sentencing or other final settlement of a criminal case.

Ethnic Bias - A preformed negative opinion or attitude toward a group of persons of the same race or
national origin who share cormmon or similar traits in Janguage, custom, and tradition,

Event - An occurrence when a hate crime is invalved. (In this report, the informaticn about the event
is a crime report or source document that meets the criteria for a hate crime.) There may be one or
more suspects involved, one or more victims targeted, and one or more offenses involved for each
event.

Gay - Of or relating to males who experience a sexual attraction toward and responsiveness to other
males; (noun) a homosexual male.

Gender Non-Conforming - (adjective} Describes a person who does not conform to the gender-
based expectations of society, e.g., a woman dressed in traditionally male clothing or a man wearing

makeup.

Guilty Plea - A defendant’s formal answer in open court stating that the charge is true and that he or
she is guilty of the crime charged.

Heterosexual — Of or relating to persons who experience sexual attraction toward and responsiveness
to members of the opposite sex; {noun} a heterosexual person.

Homaosexual - Of or relating to persons who experience sexual attraction toward and responsiveness
to members of their own sex; (noun} a homosexual person.
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Known Suspect — Any person alleged to have committed a criminal act or attempted criminal act to
cause physical injury, emational suffering, or property damage. The known suspect category contains
the number of suspects that have been identified and/or alleged to have committed hate crimes as
stated in the crime report. For example, witnesses observe three suspects fleeing the scene of a crime.
The word "known” does not necessarily refer to specific identities.

Lesbian - Of or relating to fermates who experience sexual attraction toward and responsiveness to
other females; (noun) a homosexual female,

Location - The place where the hate crime event occurred. The location categories follow UCR
lacation specifications developed by the FB!. Examples are residence, hotel, bar, church, ete.,

Multi-Racial - A hate crime that involves more than one victim or suspect, and where the victims or
suspects are fram two or more different race groups, such as African American and white or Hispanic
and Asian.

Nolo Contendere - A plea or answer in a criminal action in which the accused does not admit guilt
but agrees to be subject to the same punishment as if he or she were guilty.

Offenses - Criminal acts that are recorded as follows: murder, rape, robbery, aggravated assault,
burglary, larceny-theft, motor vehicle theft, arson, simple assault, intimidation, and destruction/
vandalism as defined in the UCR and the national Hate Crimes Statistics Report,

Physical/Mental Disability Bias - A preformed negative opinion or attitude toward a group
of persons based on physical or mental impediments/challenges, whether such disabilities are
congenital or acquired by heredity, accident, injury, advanced age, or illness.

Property Crimes - Burglary, larceny-theft, motor vehicle theft, arson, and destruction/vandalism are
reported as property crimes.

Racial Bias - A preformed negative opinion or attitude toward a group of persens, such as Asians,
blacks, or whites, based on physical characteristics,

Relationship Between "Complaints Filed” and “Convictions” - The annua! prasecutorial report
collects data on the total number of hate crime cases filed and the total number of hate crime
convictions. There is no direct relationship between “complaints filed” and “convictions” since a case
may be filed in one year and the outcome (trial or pleading) may occur in another.

Religious Bias - A preformed negative opinion or attitude toward a group of persons based on
religious beliefs regarding the origin and purpose of the universe and the existence or nonexistence of
a supreme being, Examples are Catholics, Jews, Protestants, or Atheists,

Sexual-Orientation Bias — A preformed negative opinion or attitude toward a group of persons based
on sexual preferences and/or attractions toward and responsiveness to members of their own or
opposite sexes.

Simple Assault - An unlawful attack by one person upon another that does not involve the use of a

firearm, knife, cutting instrument, or other dangercus weapon and in which there were no serious or
aggravated injuries to the victim (FBI's UCR definition).
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Trial Verdict - The finding or answer of a jury or judge concerning a matter submitted to them for
their judgment.

Uniform Crime Reporting - A federal reporting systermn that provides data on ¢rime based on police
statistics submitted by law enforcement agencies throughout the nation. The DOJ administers and
forwards the data for California tc the federal program.

Victim - An individual, a business or financial institution, a religious organization, government,
or other. For example, if a church or synagogue is vandalized or desecrated, the victim would be a
religious organization.

Viclent Crimes — Murder, rape, robbery, aggravated assault, simple assault, and intimidation are

considered violent crimes in this report. (Robbery is included in crimes against property in the FBI Hate
Crimes Statistics Report.)
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Blasted from all sides, Berkeley police set mostly kudos from

« Feb. 1: A flery protest at UC Berkeley prompted campus police to cancel a
scheduled speech by Yiannopoulos. Protesters included black-clad anarchists
and others who objected to Yiannopoulos as a promoter of a white nationalist-
linked movement and for his ties to Steve Bannon, then a senior adviser to
President Trump. They smashed windows, started fires and threw bricks and
tireworks as they infiltrated the building where he was to speak. One person
was arrested.

» March 4: Ten people were arrested and several were wounded after bloody
fistfights broke out between supporters and opponents of President Trump.
The violence unfolded in Martin Luther King Jr. Civic Center Park, where a
rally was organized by Trump supporters.

« April 15: A pro-Trump rally turned violent when supporters and opponents
of the president again fought at Civic Center Park. Twenty people were
arrested and 11 were injured.

» April 27: Conservative commentator Ann Coulter’s expected appearance at
UC Berkeley prompted dozens of her and President Trump’s supporters, many
in makeshift suits of armor, to gather at Civic Center Park. About 100
counterprotesters showed up, but there was no fighting — and there were no
black-clad anarchists, either.

« Aug. 27: Thousands marched through downtown to protest what was billed
as a right-wing “No to Marxism in Berkeley” rally. A crowd of self-style
antifascists chased the rally-goers away, sometimes with beatings, from Civic
Center Park. Berkeley police requested help from agencies across the East Bay.
Seven people, including a police officer, were injured and 13 people were
arrested.

Seven police departments and the Alameda County Sheriff’s Office provided
data to The Chronicle about their expenses related to the events. The police



departments were from UC Berkeley, Berkeley, Oakland, Hayward, Newark,
San Leandro and Union City. Four agencies that also dispatched officers did
not provide requested data: the California Highway Patrol and Emeryville,
Alameda and Fremont police.

A review of data showed that the April 27 event — which saw the least violence
— cost the most. UC Berkeley shelled out nearly $700,000 for expenscs
including the assistance of East Bay police departments as well as the lodging,
meals and equipment of officers from other UC campuses, including Irvine,
Los Angeles, Riverside and Santa Barbara.

The review also found that the bulk of spending went to overtime pay. Other
costs included equipment, paramedics, building repair and public works
installments such as fences.

Lt. Paul Liskey, emergency manager for the Sheriff’s Office, said the Berkeley
protests have been unpredictable and costly, but the expenses are impossible
to mitigate.

“It’s volatile. It’s mobile,” said Liskey, who coordinates mutual aid, or
interagency law enforcement agreements, for the region. “Traditionally, you'd
have a protest, they'd make a statement, the peacetful people would go home
and the troublemakers would stay and cause destruction. Now, these two
groups show up to fight each other, and we're like the referees. It's very hard
to control that situation. It’s a crazy phenomenon.”






top of paying for overtime, the agencies become exposed to the possibility of
equipment destruction or lawsuits stemming from use of force, he said.

When it comes to budgeting, though, the demonstrations on the UC Berkeley
campus have proved to be an exception.

Since mutual aid is an emergency mechanism triggered when the resources of
more than half a police department are exhausted, there can be a significant
lag time before backup officers arrive, said Sgt. Sabrina Reich, spokeswoman
for the campus police department. In the wake of the Feb. 1 violence outside
the building where Yiannopoulos was supposed to speak, the campus began
hammering out contracts with other police agencies ahead of time.

That’s why the university police ran up the big bill on April 27.

The nonevent that day cost the campus roughly $415,000 in outside law
enforcement — though invoicing hasn’t been completed — plus $70,000 for
other UC campus police and $96,000 for their equipment and lodging. Private
security cost $4,000, and UC Berkeley’s own police required $65,000 in
overtime. Building cleanup, staff overtime and paramedics’ services cost
another $14,800.

Matthai Chakko, a spokesman for the city, said the protests have made an
impact on the city’s budget, but how allocations will be adjusted is not yet
clear.

“It’s a significant cost,” he said. “This is money that could be spent on things
residents really want. We’d rather not be going through this, but we have a
duty to protect people.”

In a letter to the UC Berkeley campus, Provost Paul Alivisatos said there will
again be an “increased and highly visible police presence” Thursday during



Shapiro’s talk. Six campus buildings will be closed so that police can establish
a perimeter around the hall where he is set to speak, Alivisatos said.

Campus and police officials declined to discuss preparations or costs
associated with future events, citing security threats.

Ed Obayashi, a Plumas County deputy sheriff and lawyer who has trained
Alameda County law enforcement on the use of force, said that deploying large
numbers of police officers is as much about psychology as it is practical public
safety.

“When protesters see a show of overwhelming force — a sea of blue or green or
black, especially in military gear — there’s a certain deterrent factor. It means,

L]

‘We mean business,” Obayashi said. “Psychologically, canines are a huge
deterrent, too. The mere presence of a canine is worth about a dozen officers.

No one wants to get bit by a German shepherd.”

The purpose of a big law enforcement presence — and the costs associated
with it — is about preparing for the worst possibilities, Liskey said.

“We are just one incident away from having a catastrophic event,” he said.
“Whether it’s a vehicle into a crowd, whether it’s a shooting, we're at that
threshold where if this goes bad, it'll go really bad. And you can’t prevent it,
but you can react to it and react quickly with force.”

Kimberly Veklerov is a San Francisco Chronicle staff writer.
Email: kveklerov@sfchronicle.com Twitter: @kveklerov
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