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Bias Crime Summary

There were 110 bias crime incidents reported by Connecticut police in Calendar Year 2017
compared to the 105 reported in CY 2016. This is an almost 5% increase over the previous year
but less than half of last year’s 13% increase.

Nationally during CY 2017, 17%" more bias crimes (hate crimes) were reported in the previous
year. However, it is vitally important to note that, nationwide, the number of agencies
reporting hate crime also increased. It is beyond the scope of this report to calculate a
meaningful national change in the hate crime number due to the increase in reporting agencies.

e Most victims were individuals. Businesses, government, and religious organizations
were also victims.

e In 66 of the 110 bias crime incidents reported, there was no information about the
offender.

e Race/Ethnicity/Ancestry accounts for 62% of the bias motivations. The most
frequently occurring Race/Ethnicity/Ancestry is Anti-Black.

e Vandalism is the most frequently reported bias crime offense. There were 39
reports of Vandalism. It is a non-violent crime.

e Bias crime incidents against Property (56) outnumber bias crime incidents against
Persons (53) or Society (1).

e When a bias crime occurs in the home or other building, the victim and offender
often know each other. When it occurs on a highway or street, the victim and the
offender are usually strangers.

e Additional Information on Connecticut Hate Crime Laws and hate crime related
charges in the Connecticut Criminal Court system are included as appendices.

! https//ucr.fbi.gov/hate-crime/2017



Connecticut 2017 Bias Report

This report is a summary of bias crime committed and reported to police in Connecticut during
CY 2017.

DEFINTION

The definition of bias crime is “A committed criminal offense that is motivated in whole or in
part by the offender’s bias against a race, religion, disability, sexual orientation, ethnicity,
gender, or gender identity, also known as a hate crime.” Even if the offender was mistaken in
his or her perception that the victim was a member of the group he or she was acting against,
the offense is still a bias crime because bias against the group motivated the offender.?

The report includes hate crimes submitted by state and local police departments in Connecticut
to the DESPP by March of 2017. All Connecticut police departments report as mandated
according to Connecticut General Statutes 29-7m (b). The police departments collect this data
in conjunction with the Federal Uniform Crime Reporting Program.

The Connecticut legislature updated hate crime reporting laws in early 2017. The impetus for
these changes was in part the result of several high profile hate incidents around the world, the
country and in Connecticut. The Office of Legislative Research (OLR) wrote a report on
Connecticut Hate Crime Laws. It is included as an Appendix to this report.

ORGANIZATION OF REPORT
Trend information appears first (p.4).

The next section looks at the demographics of victims and offenders. An analysis of bias
motivations follows the demographics (p.5).

Offense analysis begins on page 9.

There is a chart describing the number of bias crimes by month. Next, there is an analysis of
the type of location where bias crimes occur (p. 11).

The final section presents information on the geography of Connecticut bias crimes. There is a
table indicating the types of biases noted in each town where a crime was reported (p. 12).

Finally, there is an Appendix containing information on Connecticut Hate Crime Law and the
number of hate crime related charges in the Criminal Court system.

2 CJIS UCR Program Hate Crime Data Collection and Training Manual 2/27/2015 p.9.
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TREND

The graph below depicts reported bias crime for the last ten years.
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During 2017, one incident reported two separate biases, bringing the total reported biases to

111.

The table below shows the same incident data, along with the statewide population and the

rate of bias crime. The Connecticut population is relatively stable, so most fluctuations in the

rate are due to changes in the reported number of bias crime. The rate is the number of

offenses per 100,000 people.

2008 173 3,502,305 4.94
2009 168 3,501,242 4.78
2010 125 3,518,272 3.50
2011 147 3,574,086 4.10
2012 166 3,580,696 4.62
2013 140 3,590,333 3.90
2014 123 3,594,649 343
2015 93 3,588,123 2.59
2016 105 3,579,839 2.93
2017 110 3,584,817 3.07




DEMOGRAPHICS

VICTIMS
Type of Victim by Incident
1 1
B Business
B Government
B Individuals
B Other
M Religious
M Society
OFFENDERS
Offender information is completely unknown in 66 of the 110 reported incidents.
Race of Offender
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When race information is available, Whites commit more offenses than do all of the other races
combined (Asian, Black and Multi-Racial).

Bias Motivations
There are six categories of bias motivation: Race/Ethnicity/Ancestry, Religion, Sexual
Orientation, Disability, Gender, and Gender Identity.
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There were no reports of Disability or Gender bias in Connecticut this year.

Bias Motivations
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It is possible to report multiple biases in a single incident. It is also possible to report more than
one offense in an incident. An example of multiple biases would be a crime committed against
a person both because he or she is Black, a Race/Ethnicity/Ancestry bias, and because he or she
is Homosexual, a sexual orientation bias. This year, there was one incident with two reported
biases.



The next sections present information about the bias by race of the offender where known.

Race/Ethnicity/Ancestry Bias

Asian 1 1
Black 2 1 3 2 1 9
Multi-Racial 1 1
Unknown 5 17 1 6 5 4 1 39
White 1 13 1 1 16
Total 8 33 1 9 3 z 1 2 66

The category of Race/Ethnicity/Ancestry accounts for over one-half of the bias motivations
reported. Anti-Black is once again the most commonly reported bias motivation.

In 2015, the FBI added Anti-Arab, a type of Race/Ethnicity/Ancestry bias. There were two such
incidents reported in Connecticut in 2017.

Religious Bias

The category of Religious bias is the next most frequently reported. The most commonly
reported Religious bias in Connecticut is Anti-Jewish. There is very little information to describe
the offenders who commit a crime with an Anti-Jewish bias. Anti-Muslim is a Religious bias.
People who practice the Muslim religion may be of Arab ancestry, but many are from Asia and
other parts of the world. The level of Anti-Muslim bias has remained between zero and two per
year over the last five years.
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Sexual Orientation Bias
The most common sexual orientation bias is Anti-Gay (male). Historically, this has been the
most common sexual orientation bias reported.

Asian 0
Black 2 1 3
Multi- 0
Racial

Unknown 6 1 1 1 2 11
White 4 2 1 7
Total 12 4 1 2 2 21

Disability Bias

There were no reported incidents of Disability bias during 2017.

OFFENSES

Most offenses are non-violent. Vandalism occurs most frequently. There were 39 incidents of
vandalism. There were 32 incidents of intimidation. Both of these are non-violent offenses.
These two offenses account for over two-thirds of reported bias crimes.

Vandalism is a crime against property. The definition of destruction/damage/vandalism of
property is “to willfully or maliciously destroy damage, deface, or otherwise injure real or
personal property without the consent of the owner or the person having custody or control of
it.” In destruction/damage/vandalism of property incidents the offender(s) commits the crime
because of his/her bias against the victim’s race, religion, ethnicity, disability, sexual
orientation, gender or gender identity.

Vandalism with an Anti-Jewish bias is the most commonly reported offense/bias combination
(13 out of 111). The next most common offense/bias combinations are Vandalism with an Anti-
Black bias and intimidation with an Anti-Black bias (12 out of 111).

Intimidation is a Crime Against Person. The definition is “to unlawfully place another person in
reasonable fear of bodily harm through the use of threatening words and or other conduct but
without displaying a weapon or subjecting the victim to actual physical attack. “ This offense
includes stalking. In addition, the offender can make the threats associated with intimidation in
person, over the telephone, electronically, or in writing



Bias Crime Incidents

Drug 1
Burglary 1
Fraud 2
MYV Theft 2
Robbery 2
Aggravated Assault 3

Larceny 10

18

Simple Assault
Intimidation 32
Vandlism 39
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For Crimes Against Persons, the number of victims is reported. There were 68 individual victims
of Crimes Against Persons.

Incidents by Number of Victims for Crimes Against Persons

Robbery 2 2
Aggravated Assault 3 3
Simple Assault 16 1 1 23
Intimidation 26 4 1 1 40




TIME OF YEAR

There were incidents reported in every month. February and December had five incidents, the
lowest of any month, while October had 14 incidents, the highest of any month.

Bias Crime Incidents by Month
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Nine of the 14 October incidents were clustered in the last week of the month.
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LOCATION

The chart below displays the type of locations where bias crimes occur.

Bias Crime Locations
0 5 10 15 20 25 30

1

Bank

Bar/Night Club
Church/Synagogue
Comm. Office
Construction
Conv. Store
Dept/Disc Store
Drug Store/Dr Office
Govt/Pub Bldg
Grocery/Supermkt
Highway/Rd/Alley
Hotel/Motel

Jail/Prison

Parking Lot/Garage
Residence/Home
Restaurant
School/College
Specialty Store
Other/Unknown
Amusement
ATM

Casino
Park/Playground
Shelter

The bias crime incidents involving crimes against persons with NIBRS data show that when an
incident occurred in a residence or home, generally the participants knew each other. By
contrast, NIBRS data for incidents that took place on a road or highway involved strangers.

11



Town

Bias Motivations by Town and Category
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Totals reflect the count from all agencies with any jurisdiction in the town.
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OFFICE OF

LEGISLATIVE
RESEARCH

Objective Research for Connecticut's Legislature R esearc h Re p 0O rt

Connecticut Hate Crimes Laws

By: Michelle Kirby, Senior Legislative Attorney
December 14, 2017 | 2017-R-0196

Issue

Summarize Connecticut’s hate crimes laws, including changes made by PA 17-111. (This report
updates OLR Report 2008-R-0276.)

Summary

Connecticut has several statutes that deal with hate crimes. The | pA 17.777. An Act
statutes protect a range of people, enhance penalties for bias Concerning Hate
crimes, and allow injured parties to sue for money damages. Crimes

This act, which became
The primary criminal statutes are the “intimidation based on effective October 1, 2017,

) i ) ] made several changes to the
bigotry or bias” crimes. These statutes provide three degrees of state's hate crime laws,
penalties. They address certain actions that intimidate or harass | [ncluding modifying the
another person because of his or her actual or perceived race elements of some of these

P P ! crimes, broadening the
religion, ethnicity, disability, sexual orientation, or gender identity | protected classes, and
or expression. The other criminal statutes that address hate enhancing certain penalties.

crimes include:

=

deprivation of rights, desecration of property, and cross burning;

N

. deprivation of a person’s civil rights by someone wearing a mask or hood;
3. ridicule on account of race, creed, or color;
4. deprivation of a person’s equal rights and privileges by force or threat; and

5. certain threatening crimes.

www.cga.ct.gov/olr Connecticut General Assembly (860) 240-8400
OLRequest@cga.ct.gov Office of Legislative Research Room 5300
v | Stephanie A. D’Ambrose, Director Legislative Office Building



http://www.cga.ct.gov/olr
mailto:OLRequest@cga.ct.gov
http://olreporter.blogspot.com/
https://twitter.com/CT_OLR
https://www.cga.ct.gov/asp/cgabillstatus/cgabillstatus.asp?selBillType=Public+Act&which_year=2017&bill_num=111
https://www.cga.ct.gov/asp/cgabillstatus/cgabillstatus.asp?selBillType=Public+Act&which_year=2017&bill_num=111
http://cga.ct.gov/2008/rpt/2008-R-0276.htm

This report also describes other provisions on hate crimes, including persistent offender status;
anti-bias or diversity awareness programs as conditions of accelerated rehabilitation, probation,
and conditional discharge; the state-wide hate crimes advisory council; and police training.

Intimidation Based on Bigotry or Bias Crimes

The crimes of 1st, 2nd and 3rd degree intimidation based on bigotry or bias address certain actions
that intimidate or harass another person because of his or her actual or perceived race, religion,
ethnicity, disability, sexual orientation, or gender identity or expression. PA 17-111 §§ 5-7, added
“sex” to this list. It also (1) expanded the conduct covered by the 1st and 2nd degree crimes and (2)
increased certain penalties for the 1st, 2nd, and 3 degree crimes.

“Gender identity or expression” is defined as a person’s gender-related identity, appearance, or
behavior, whether or not it is different from what is traditionally associated with the person’s
assigned sex at birth (CGS § 53a-181i(2)).

“Disability” is defined as:

1. a mental disability—one or more mental disorders as defined in the American Psychiatric
Association’s “Diagnostic and Statistical Manual of Mental Disorders”;

2. a physical disability—a chronic physical handicap, infirmity, or impairment, whether
congenital or from bodily injury, organic process or change, or iliness, including blindness,
epilepsy, deafness, hearing impairment, or reliance on a wheelchair or other remedial
appliance or device; or

3. mental retardation—significantly sub-average general intellectual functioning existing
concurrently with deficits in adaptive behavior and manifested during the developmental
period (CGS § 53a-181i(1)).

First-Degree Intimidation

A person commits the 1st degree crime of intimidation based on bigotry or bias if he or she,
maliciously and with specific intent to intimidate or harass someone because of any of the
attributes listed above, whether actual or perceived, caused physical injury (serious or non-serious)
to that person or a third person (CGS § 53a-181j, as amended by PA 17-111 § 5).

2017-R-0196 December 14, 2017 Page 2 of 9
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Second-Degree Intimidation

A person commits the 2nd degree crime of intimidation if he or she acts maliciously and with
specific intent to intimidate or harass another individual or a group of people because of any of the
attributes listed above, whether actual or perceived, by:

1. making physical contact with the victim;
2. damaging, destroying, or defacing property; or

3. threatening to do either of these things, and the victim has reasonable cause to believe he
or she will carry out the threat (CGS § 53a-181k, as amended by PA 17-111 § 5).

Third-Degree Intimidation

A person commits the 3rd degree crime if he or she intends to intimidate or harass someone or a
group of people because of any of the attributes listed above, whether actual or perceived, and he
or she (1) damages, destroys, or defaces any property or (2) threatens to do so by word or act or
advocates or urges another person to do so and gives the victim reasonable cause to believe the
act will occur (CGS § 53a-1811).

Increased Penalties

PA17-111, 8§ 5-7, enhanced the penalty for 1st, 2nd and 31 degree intimidation based on bigotry
or bias by imposing a minimum fine depending on the degree of the crime, as shown in Table 1. It
also increased, from a class A misdemeanor to a class E felony, the penalty for the 3" degree
crime.

Table 1: Intimidation Based on Bigotry or Bias

Crime Classification Classification Minimum Fine
under Prior Law under PA 17-111 under PA 17-111*
Class C felony
1st degree (one to 10 years in prison, Unchanged $3,000

a fine of up to $10,000, or both)
Class D felony

2n degree (up to five years in prison, Unchanged $1,000

a fine of up to $5,000, or both)

Class A misdemeanor

31 degree (up to one year in prison, prison, a fine of up to
a fine of up to $2,000, or both) $3,500, or both)

*Unless the court states on the record its reasons for canceling or reducing the minimum fine.

Class E felony

(up to three years in $1.000
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Record and Classification of Crimes Motivated by Bigotry or Bias

Town police departments, resident state troopers, and constables who perform law enforcement
duties must monitor, record, and classify these crimes. They must report the data to the State
Police which must also monitor, record, and classify them (CGS § 29-7m).

Action for Damages

A person injured by conduct that falls under these crimes can sue for damages for his or her injury.
The court must award triple damages if the injured person prevails and may award other relief and
reasonable attorney’s fees. The injured party must file the lawsuit within three years of the acts
complained of (CGS § 52-571c).

Deprivation of Rights, Desecration of Property, and Cross
Burning

It is a crime to:
1. deprive someone of any legally guaranteed right because of his religion, national origin,

alienage, color, race, sex, sexual orientation, blindness, physical disability, or veteran-status
(CGS § 46a-58, as amended by PA 17-127 § 2);

2. intentionally desecrate any public property, monument, or structure; religious object, symbol,
or house of worship; cemetery; or private structure;

3. place a burning cross or simulation of one on public property, or on private property without
the owner’s written consent (PA 17-111 § 1, makes this a crime only if the person acted
with the intent to intimidate or harass someone or a group of people); or

4. placing a noose or simulation of one on public property, or on private property without the
owner’s written consent, and with the intent to harass someone because of his or her
religion, national origin, alienage, color, race, sex, sexual orientation, blindness, or physical
disability (PA 17-111 § 1, adds “gender identity or expression” and “mental disability” to the
list of protected classes).

Penalty

The offenses described above are class A misdemeanors, but it is a class D felony if there is more
than $1,000 of property damage (CGS § 46a-58). PA 17-111 § 1, enhanced this penalty by
imposing a minimum fine of $1,000 whether the crime is a misdemeanor or a felony.
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PA 17-111 further enhanced the penalty for intentional desecration of a house of religious worship,
as shown in Table 2.

Table 2: Intentional Desecration of a House of Religious Worship

Property Damage Classification Minimum Fine
Resulting from the Crime under the Act
Class D felony
$10,000 or less (up to five years in prison, $1,000
a fine of up to $5,000, or both)
Class C felony
More than $10,000 (one to 10 years in prison, $3,000
a fine of up to $10,000, or both)

The act prohibits the court from canceling or reducing the minimum fines unless it states on the
record its reasons for doing so. The act also specifically allows the court to order the offender to
pay financial restitution to the victim.

Conditions of Probation and Conditional Discharge

By law, a court, as a condition of probation or conditional discharge, may require an offender to
participate in certain programs if he or she is convicted of (1) intimidation based on bigotry or bias,
(2) deprivation of rights or property (including through cross burning or placing a noose on
property), or (3) deprivation of a person’s civil rights by a person wearing a mask or hood (CGS §
53a-30).

PA 17-111 § 2, allows the court to require the offender to participate in (1) an anti-bias or diversity
awareness program or (2) a community service program designed to remedy the damage caused by
the commission of a bias crime or otherwise related to the defendant’s violation.

Deprivation of a Person’s Civil Rights By Person Wearing a
Mask or a Hood

For crimes involving depriving someone of his constitutional rights, desecrating property, or burning
a cross under certain circumstances, it is a class D felony if the person (1) commits the crime while
wearing a mask, hood, or other device desighed to conceal his identity and (2) intends to deprive
another person of any legally guaranteed right because of his religion, national origin, alienage,
color, race, sex, gender identity or expression, sexual orientation, blindness, physical disability, or
veteran-status (CGS § 53-37a & CGS § 46a-58).
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Ridicule on Account of Race, Creed, or Color

A person commits this crime if he or she ridicules or holds up to contempt any person or class of
people on account of creed, religion, color, denomination, nationality, or race. This is a class D

misdemeanor (CGS § 53-37).

Deprivation of a Person’s Equal Rights and Privileges by
Force or Threat

A person commits this crime if he or she uses force or threats with the intent to deprive a person or
class of people of the equal protection or privileges and immunities of the laws of this state or the
United States. The prohibition applies to people acting alone or in conspiracy with others.

This applies when a person:

1. intentionally places or attempts to place another person in fear of imminent serious physical
injury, through physical threat;

2. threatens to commit a violent crime with the intent to terrorize another;
3. threatens to commit a violent crime in reckless disregard of the risk of causing terror; or

4. does any of the above and the person threatened is in a building or on the grounds of a
public or nonpublic preschool, school, or higher education institution during school or
instructional hours or when the building or grounds are being used for school- or institution
sponsored activities (CGS § 53a-62).

This is a class A misdemeanor but it is a class C felony if bodily injury occurs. The crime is a class B
felony if death results, punishable by one to 20 years in prison, a fine of up to $15,000, or both
(CGS § 53-37hb).
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Threatening Crimes

First-Degree Threatening

By law, 1st degree threatening includes threats to commit a violent crime or a crime using a
hazardous substance with intent to cause, or with reckless disregard of the risk of (1) causing
evacuation of a building, place of assembly, or public transportation facility; (2) causing serious
public inconvenience; or (3) for hazardous substance crimes, terrifying a person (CGS § 53a-61aa).

PA 17-111 § 3, increases, from a class D felony to a class C felony, the penalty for such 1st degree
threatening if the threat was made with intent to cause the evacuation of the building or grounds of
a house of religious worship, religiously-affiliated community center, or day care center during
operating hours or when the buildings or grounds are being used to (1) provide religious or
community services or (2) conduct activities sponsored by the house of worship, community center,
or day care. (Under the law, 1st degree threatening is a class C felony if the threat was made with
the intent to cause the evacuation of a preschool, school, or higher education institution.)

A “religiously-affiliated community center” is real property (1) used for providing recreational, social,
or educational services and (2) owned or leased by a nonprofit organization that holds the property
out as being affiliated with an organized religion (PA 17-111 § 3).

Second-Degree Threatening

By law, 2nd degree threatening consists of (1) intentionally causing, or attempting to cause,
someone to fear imminent serious physical injury by physical threat or (2) threatening to commit a
violent crime with intent to terrorize someone or in reckless disregard of the risk of doing so (CGS §
53a-62).

PA 17-111 § 4, increases, from a class A misdemeanor to a class D felony, the penalty for this
crime if the threatened person was in the building or on the grounds of a house of religious
worship, religiously-affiliated community center, or day care center during operating hours or when
the buildings or grounds are being used to (1) provide religious or community services or (2)
conduct activities sponsored by the house of worship, community center, or day care center.
(Under the law, 2nd degree threatening is already a class D felony if the threatened person was in
the building or on the grounds of a preschool, school, or higher education institution.)

2017-R-0196 December 14, 2017 Page 7 of 9


https://www.cga.ct.gov/current/pub/chap_952.htm#sec_53a-61aa
https://www.cga.ct.gov/asp/cgabillstatus/cgabillstatus.asp?selBillType=Public+Act&which_year=2017&bill_num=111
https://www.cga.ct.gov/asp/cgabillstatus/cgabillstatus.asp?selBillType=Public+Act&which_year=2017&bill_num=111
https://www.cga.ct.gov/current/pub/chap_952.htm#sec_53a-62
https://www.cga.ct.gov/current/pub/chap_952.htm#sec_53a-62
https://www.cga.ct.gov/asp/cgabillstatus/cgabillstatus.asp?selBillType=Public+Act&which_year=2017&bill_num=111

Persistent Offenders of Crimes Involving Bigotry or Bias

A persistent offender is a person convicted of any of the following crimes after having been
previously convicted of one of them:

1. intimidation based on bigotry or bias;
2. deprivation of rights, desecration of property, or cross burning; or
3. deprivation of rights by a person wearing a mask or hood.

The court must sentence a persistent offender to the next highest class of sentence (e.g., if he or
she is convicted of a class A misdemeanor he can be sentenced as though he or she committed a
class D felony)(CGS § 53a-40a).

Other Hate Crimes Provisions

Accelerated Rehabilitation and Hate Crimes Diversion Program

A court can require an offender to participate in a hate crimes diversion program as a condition of
probation under accelerated rehabilitation (AR). This applies to people charged with (1) deprivation
of rights, desecration of property, and cross burning; (2) deprivation of a person’s civil rights by a
person wearing a mask or hood; and (3) intimidation based on bigotry or bias (CGS § 54-56e).

Anti-bias or Diversity Awareness Program as Condition of Probation
or Conditional Discharge

A court, as a condition of probation or conditional discharge, may require an offender convicted of
the following crimes to participate in an anti-bias or diversity awareness program: (1) bigotry or bias
crimes; (2) deprivation of rights, desecration of property, or cross burning; or (3) deprivation of a
person’s civil rights by a person wearing a mask or hood (CGS § 53a-30(a)(15), as amended by PA
17-111 § 2).

State-Wide Hate Crimes Advisory Council

PA17-111 88 8 & 9, eliminated the Hate Crimes Advisory Committee and replaces it with a new
State-Wide Hate Crimes Advisory Council. It puts the council within the Office of the Chief State’s
Attorney for administrative purposes only.

The council, like the committee it replaced, must meet at least semiannually to encourage and
coordinate programs to increase community awareness, reporting, and combating of hate crimes.
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Members and Appointments. The council members include the following individuals, or their
designees, the:

1. chief state's attorney and chief public defender;
2. emergency services and public protection commissioner;

3. Connecticut Bar Association, George W. Crawford Black Bar Association, South Asian Bar
Association of Connecticut, Connecticut Asian Pacific American Bar Association, and
Connecticut Hispanic Bar Association presidents; and

4. Connecticut Police Chiefs Association president.

Additionally, the governor must appoint up to 30 representatives of organizations committed to
decreasing hate crimes, improving diversity awareness, or representing the interests of groups
within the state protected by Connecticut’s intimidation statutes. He must also appoint two council
members as chairpersons.

Recommendations and Reporting. The act requires the council to make recommendations
for legislation concerning hate crimes, such as:

1. restitution for victims of such crimes;

2. community service desighed to remedy damage caused by, or related to the commission of
such crimes; and

3. additional alternative sentencing programs for first-time offenders and juvenile offenders.

The council must report its recommendations to the Judiciary and Public Safety committees
annually starting by October 1, 2018 (CGS § 51-279d, as amended by PA 17-111 §§ 8 & 9).

Police Training

Basic or review training programs conducted or administered by the State Police, Police Officer
Standards and Training Council, or municipal police departments must include training on crimes
motivated by bigotry and bias (CGS § 7-294n).

MK:cmg
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Appendix 2

Hate Crime Related Charges Brought in Connecticut Criminal Court system

Hate Crime Related Charges
100
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80 86
60 4
55
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28 26
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Statute Offense 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 2015 2016 2017
53a-181j  INTIMIDATION 1 8 11 6 2 5 4 2 5 2
53a-181k  INTIMIDATION 2 50 48 47 39 3 31 21 13 24 16
53a-1811  INTIMIDATION 3 24 25 20 23 14 16 13 7 12 7
46a-58(a) DEPRIVE RIGHTS 6 3 7 10 2 1 5 2
46a- DEPRIVE RIGHTS 2
58(a)*
46a-58(b) DESECRATE PRPTY 7 2 4 1 2 1 2 1 1
46a- DESECRATE PRPTY 2
58(b)*
Total 91 92 80 70 64 55 43 28 44 26

The decline in hate crime related charges is part of the overall decline in criminal charges brought over
the last ten years.
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