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Executive Summary

The Nebraska Legislature passed LB593 in 2001 to respond to possible issues relating to the way
that traffic stops are made. The act specifically prohibited racial profiling and required law
enforcement to implement policies prohibiting discriminatory practices as well as requiring the
collection of prescribed data. In 2004 the 98" Legislature, by LB1162, extended the reporting
requirements until January 1, 2006. This is the fourth report on data submitted to the Nebraska
Crime Commission. It includes traffic stop data from 2002 through 2005.

Specifically, LB593 prescribed that all law enforcement agencies in Nebraska would collect,
record and report aggregate data. The nature of the aggregate data does not allow tracking
activities by internally to an agency, such as by officer or information about individual motor
vehicle stops. The data to be reported included:

. The number of motor vehicle stops.

. The race or ethnicity of the person stopped.

. If a stop is for a law violation, the nature of the alleged law violations that
resulted in the motor vehicle stop.

° Whether warnings or citations were issued, arrests made, or searches conducted

as a result of the motor vehicle stops.

Additionally, it required agencies to report to the Crime Commission all allegations of racial
profiling received and notification of the review and disposition of such allegations.

. Data was submitted by 237 agencies in 2002, 224 agencies in 2003, 214 agencies in
2004, and 204 agencies in 2005. Not all agencies submitted data for all 4 quarters of each
year.

° During 2002-2005, 1,998,403 traffic stops were reported to the Crime Commission. This
excludes the traffic stops reported from the Nebraska State Patrol’s Carrier Enforcement
division. Traffic stops concerning the state weigh stations were excluded by LB1162.

. The breakdown of types of stops and related data by race has stayed relatively consistent
throughout the reported years, with certain variations showing in searches.
. In 2005, although 1.2% of all stops involved a criminal code violation, 2.6% of all stops

involving Native Americans were for criminal violations.
. In 2005, 4.6% of traffic stops resulted in custodial arrest. 19.8% of Blacks and 10.2% of
Native Americans stopped were taken into custodial arrest.

. In 2005, stops that involved Hispanic and Native Americans were about twice as often to
be arrested, and searched more than two times as often as the overall population.
° In 2005, Native Americans, Hispanics and Blacks were more likely to be searched than

the general population, while Asian/Pacific islanders were half as likely to be searched
than the general population. From 2002 to 2005 the percentage of Native Americans
searched has increased from 4.8% of stops to 8% while Blacks and Hispanics have seen
decreases (5.6% to 4.1% and 6.9% to 5.6% respectively). Overall, Hispanics and Native
Americans were about twice as likely to be searched than the general population.

. For 2005 the Crime Commission received four reports from two agencies of the public
making allegations of racial profiling. One of the allegations involved a black driver and
the other three did not report race. The agencies all conducted internal investigations and
contacted the drivers and persons involved.

. In the fourteen allegations reported from 2002 through 2005 where a disposition was
provided, the agency reported the officer was exonerated.



0. Preface

Legislation passed by the Legislature and signed by the Governor (LB 1162, Ninety-Eigth
Session) that extended the required period of reporting of data also included other actions.
Included in the legislation was the creation of a Racial Profiling Advisory Committee. The
committee is chaired by the Executive Director and includes representatives of the Fraternal
Order of Police, the Nebraska County Sheriffs Association, the Police Officers Association of
Nebraska, the American Civil Liberties Union, the Nebraska State Patrol, the AFL-CIO and the
Police Chiefs Association of Nebraska.

The purpose of the committee is to advise the Executive Director of the Crime Commission
relative to the reporting legislation. The committee met several times since the passage of the
legislation. Additionally, several members participated in a conference conducted by the Police
Executive Research Forum in conjunction with the US Department of Justice. It was titled "By
the Numbers: How to Analyze Race Data from Vehicle Stops". This conference brought together
national researchers as well as state, local and federal practitioners and experts to discuss the
collection and analysis of stop data.

The committee spent considerable time and effort discussing Nebraska’s approach to this effort
as well as the findings included in the conference and related publications. The committee was
contacted in March, 2006 to review and offer suggestions to discussion points and earlier reports.
The following bullet points were felt to be particularly relevant to Nebraska as we as a state and
as local entities try and address this issue. Additional and related observations are also included
within the report.

. Racial profiling is a serious allegation and issue that must be dealt with at an agency and
individual level. Professional law enforcement is concerned about the issue and
interaction with the public. Individuals may racially profile (as opposed to an agency)
and they need to be dealt with in a professional matter that meets agency policy and
responsibility as well as public expectations and rights.

. The collection of mandated summary data does not allow for the detailed analysis
necessary to establish bias. The aggregate analysis and observations included in the
report point to areas that would necessitate closer examination at the agency level. That
detailed examination is outside the scope of the Commission’s mandate and resources.

. For a complete analysis within Nebraska there would need to be a much more detailed
mandated data collection as well as resources provided for analysis. Detailed stop level
data, as opposed to summary data, is the baseline for examining traffic stops. This
detailed data collection has a significant cost as well as operational impact on law
enforcement. There would also be a substantial impact on the Commission to collect,
store and analyze more detailed data.

. Detailed analysis at the agency level is best to determine bias. The onus and
responsibility for this type of analysis should rest with law enforcement. An agency and
community must cooperate in the examination of data and potential bias.

o An agency examination of disparity to determine potential bias or racial profiling should
include factors such as local demographics, agency policy and individual officer
behavior.

. There is no absolute guideline that defines profiling or bias and, in particular, it is not

merely a statistical or numerical observation. There are many factors that must be
included.



1. Introduction

The criminal justice system is predicated on the notion of equality. The issues of fairness and
any perception of unequal treatment are often at the forefront of our society but particularly as
they relate to justice. In the last few years greater attention was drawn to issues and reports of
possible inequality in the criminal justice system. While these issues can be very difficult to
identify as well as verify, since they typically relate to motivation, there are numerous efforts to
explore them deeper.

One area gaining broad attention in most states and localities is potential profiling relating to
traffic stops made by law enforcement. The Nebraska Legislature passed LB593 in 2001 to
respond to possible issues relating to the way that traffic stops are made. The act specifically
prohibited racial profiling and required law enforcement to implement policies prohibiting
discriminatory practices as well as requiring the collection of prescribed data. This report
presents the fourth summary of data reported to the Nebraska Crime Commission.

2. History

The ninety-seventh Legislature incorporated several initiatives relative to traffic stops and issues
of racial profiling, acknowledging the danger and impropriety of any practice that involves
disparate treatment based on a person’s skin color, apparent nationality or ethnicity. For the
purposes of this report and subsequent discussions we will refer to the definition of racial
profiling included in the act.

Racial profiling means detaining an individual or conducting a motor
vehicle stop based upon disparate treatment of an individual.

LB593 required the collection of certain information relative to traffic stops. Agencies are
required to collect and maintain information within their own agency but law enforcement is also
required to report this data to the Crime Commission. The data reported does not necessarily
provide data to determine motivation or cause for any apparent disproportionality. However,
even though this level of data does not allow definite conclusions in those areas, it does serve as
a basis for constructive discussions between police and citizens regarding ways to reduce racial
bias and/or perceptions of racial bias.

Specifically, LB593 prescribed that all law enforcement agencies in Nebraska will collect, record
and report aggregate data on the following:.

. The number of motor vehicle stops.

. The race or ethnicity of the people stopped.

° If a stop is for a law violation, the nature of the alleged law violations that
resulted in the motor vehicle stop.

° Whether warnings or citations were issued, arrests made, or searches conducted

as a result of the stops.

Additionally the bill required all agencies to "provide to the commission (a) a copy of each
allegation of racial profiling received and (b) written notification of the review and disposition of
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such allegation". The bill prohibited revealing the identity of either the officer or the
complainant. Any allegations of racial profiling are handled through standard policies with the
law enforcement agency.

To collect the data required in LB593 in a consistent and cost effective manner the Crime
Commission convened a workgroup involving the Nebraska State Patrol, the Nebraska Sheriffs
Association, Police Officers Association of Nebraska, Police Chiefs Association of Nebraska and
numerous local agencies including the Lincoln Police Department and the Omaha Police
Department. This group reviewed possible data reporting formats to try to guarantee the most
feasible, cost effective and achievable method of reporting while meeting the mandates of
LB593.

Data collection of this magnitude can be problematic in many ways. Law enforcement agencies
have taken various approaches to provide complete and useful data to the Crime Commission.
Even for agencies that are automated the task of additional data collection by officers adds a
level of complexity and additional workload that is significant. For agencies that are not
automated it means an increase in the paperwork for officers. Some agencies have attempted to
extract the data from their records systems but modifications were typically needed and often
some manual work was still required. Since data had to be reported even if no action was taken
this meant most automated systems could not report all of the required data. Although law
enforcement agencies were required to report only limited summary information, doing so
increased costs and work.

In 2004, LB1162 created an amendment that changed the definition of a motor vehicle stop to
exclude the stop of a motor truck, tractor-trailers or semitrailer at the state weighing stations.
Therefore the Nebraska State Patrol’s Carrier Enforcement Division reported traffic stops have
been excluded from this report. LB1162 also extended the required reporting period through
January 1, 2006.

3. Data Collection

Standardized forms are provided to all law enforcement agencies in Nebraska. Summary data is
reported to the Crime Commission quarterly. Data is included which states the race of all drivers
stopped, the reasons for the stops, the dispositions of the stops and whether searches were
conducted. Data is to be collected and reported from January, 2002 through December, 2005.
Data for a total of almost 3.4 million traffic stops has been provided by state, local and tribal
agencies to the Crime Commission.

Since the agencies began submitting data, the Crime Commission’s Statistical Analysis Center
has been working with law enforcement to improve reporting and deal with data inconsistencies.
A significant effort such as this typically requires review of processes and workflow once it
starts. In general, law enforcement has made a concerted effort to fulfill the requirements set out
by the Legislature. In addition to the reporting mandated by LB593 there are also some agencies
that have undertaken similar studies of their own. These studies may be more comprehensive
providing a more detailed look at racial profiling specific to an agency.

Race of the driver is reported as observed or determined by the officer. There is no verification
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or reliance on other systems. The FBI maintains data standards for most law enforcement data
collection. To be consistent with this and other reporting programs the race categories for this
project were based on the FBI categories: white, black, Asian / Pacific Islander, Native
American / Alaskan and other. However, to address the ethnicity concerns expressed in LB593 a
category for Hispanic was included. While Hispanic is not a race as described by the census, it is
included this way for ease of reporting. There are many other categories that could potentially be
of interest regarding ethnicity or national origin but the current system does not address those.

4. Data Reporting

The data included in this report reflects reports submitted for 2002 by 237 agencies, 226 in 2003,
216 in 2004, and 204 agencies in 2005. Data for 3,392,549 traffic stops were reported to the
Crime Commission for this four year period. Included in these were stops made at NSP weigh
stations, which were later excluded from reporting. Data tables describe the race of the driver,
the reason for the stop, the primary disposition or outcome of the stop and whether or not
searches were conducted.

While this data provides a good snapshot of traffic stops it must be noted that there are
inherent limitations. Since only summary data is required to be collected and reported
there is no way to track individual instances or get to a granular level of analysis available
in other data sets. For instance, while we can say how many searches were conducted
regarding Hispanic drivers we can not say how many of those stops started with a traffic
violation as the reason for the stop or what the outcome of the stop actually was. However,
the data does provide a valuable and interesting look at traffic stops and law enforcement
activity that has not been available previously.

Analysis of traffic stop data is far from simple nor is it even standardized. Many state and
national studies have been conducted that attempt to discern instances of racial profiling. This is
problematic in two basic ways: the nature of data collection and the need to extrapolate
motivation, conscious or unconscious, on the part of law enforcement. The basic premise in any
analysis is the attempt to discover instances that display disproportional activity across races.
Analysis of traffic stop data can look at whether or not the drivers stopped reflect the general
racial breakdown in society or the analysis can focus on how different races or groups were
handled once the stop is made. Both are important to society and the management of a law
enforcement agency.

Studies focusing on driver stop data often compare the data to the racial demographic of a
particular community or state. This is problematic, in and of itself, since you could start with a
variety of populations and demographics. Some studies compare stop data to the racial
breakdown of the general population, of licensed drivers, of at risk drivers (say, those involved
in accidents) or even to racial breakdown of drivers actually observed on an area’s roads by
people stationed in the field. All of these have problems and strengths but there is no agreed
upon methodology or at risk populations or comparison groups.

Some studies observe what appears to them to be obvious disproportionality to make conclusions
not supported by the available data. It is clear the Legislature and most interested parties to this

study want to know if the data can determine whether the driver’s race and/or ethnicity had an
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impact on the decision by law enforcement to make the stop. Unfortunately, it is not an easy
question to answer.

In order to assess whether race and/or ethnicity impacted the decision any study must exclude or
control for factors other than race and/or ethnicity that might legitimately explain the stopping
decision. For example, most jurisdictions disproportionally stop males. Does this indicate gender
bias? Most would not jump to that conclusion because they can think of several factors other
than bias that could explain the disproportionate stopping of male drivers. One possibility is that
men drive more than women (a quantity factor). Another possibility is men violate traffic laws
more often than women (a quality factor). A third possibility is that more males drive in areas
where police stopping activity tends to occur (the location factor). We do not know if these
possibilities are true, but we must consider these other alternative explanations as causal.
Unfortunately, we do not have the detailed traffic stop data that would allow a comprehensive
research design that would rule out such other possibilities and therefore prohibits us from
drawing definitive conclusions. We cannot say definitively whether there is or is not racial bias
in traffic stops, we can only point to seeming disproportionality. In other words, it is not difficult
to measure whether there is disparity between racial/ethnic groups in stops made by police; the
difficulty comes in identifying the causes for the disparity and whether or not it is racial biased.

This report does not attempt any comparisons of the traffic stop data and drivers to various
populations. Instead, the data is provided with comparisons about the processing of the stops.
This is done within the limitations of the data itself. Observations are included with the data
tables pointing out instances where there appears to be some instance of disproportionality
within a category. For instance, less than 2% of all stops resulted in searches but over 6% of
stops involving Hispanics had searches. In this example, as well as other situations, the
information can not explain why there is disproportionality nor have we attempted to speculate
on cause. The reason for this difference probably has many causes but the available data cannot
adequately identify or explain those causes.

Data by agency is available at the Crime Commission’s website (http://www.ncc.ne.gov). It is
recommended that agencies and others can examine a particular agency’s or locale’s data to
assess or examine disparities such as those pointed out in this report. Again, it must be noted that
any observed disparities are just that: disparities. In and of themselves they do not prove bias or
instances of racial profiling. However, they can and should point to areas that agencies can look
at more closely. This would and could also include a breakdown of the population base those
stops encompass.

S. Allegations of Racial Profiling

An allegation of racial profiling can originate in various ways. Sometimes a driver will make an
accusation at the scene of the stop. Other times the driver, or even a passenger or related party,
might contact the agency some time after the stop to make a complaint. An allegation can also
originate from a non-traffic stop.

These allegations are handled formally by the agency and standardized data is then submitted to

the Crime Commission in compliance with LB593. One agency stated that they were unable to
provide specific information concerning the disposition of allegations because of policy and the
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current Labor Agreement.

For 2005 the Crime Commission received four reports from two agencies of the public making
allegations of racial profiling. Of the thirty-six total allegations during 2002-2005, nine involved
reported searches.

The agencies all conducted internal investigations and contacted the drivers and persons
involved when possible. During 2002-2005, no agency reported the allegation to be valid;
agencies stated officers followed policy or that there were circumstances which made the stops
appropriate.

There were 19 cases reported in which the agency stated that they were unable to disseminate
specific information concerning the disposition of allegations because of policy and the current
Labor Agreement. It must be noted that this does not imply any particular outcome nor should
any inference be made regarding the officer and the driver; it simply means that no information
can be made available.



Allegations Reported

2002 | 2003 | 2004 | 2005 | 2002-
2005

Number of Allegations 17*% 9 6 4 36 * 3 reports dealt with
citizen contact other
than traffic stops

Race of the Complainant

Asian/Pacific Islander 2 2

Black 9 5 5 1 20

Hispanic 5 2 7

Native American/Alaskan 1 1

White 1 1

Unknown/Other 1 1* 3 5 * Complaint submitted
by email alleging
general profiling
practiced against Native
Americans in an area.

Disposition

Officer Exonerated 7 3 3 1 14

Insufficient Evidence 1 1

Complaint not pursued by 2 2

driver

Unknown/NA 9 4 3 3 19

Search Unknown 1 3 4

Searches Conducted 4 3 2 9




1. Traffic Stop Data

The traffic stop data is required to be submitted from the Nebraska State Patrol, the county
sheriffs, all city and village police departments, and other law enforcement agencies. From 2002-
2005, there were a total of 3,392,549 traffic stops reported to the Crime Commission.

In 2004, an amendment was made that excluded traffic stops made at the state weigh stations
from being reported. For this report the traffic stop activity reported by the Nebraska State
Patrol’s Carrier Enforcement Division will be excluded as it is no longer being reported.
Therefore, this report and the data tables will therefore reflect a total of 1,999,541 traffic stops
made from 2002-2005.

Please note the following concerning the traffic stop data tables:

. The tables are broken down by the race of the driver, as observed and reported by the
officer.
. All the tables exclude the data reported from the Nebraska State Patrol’s Carrier

Enforcement Division. The Nebraska State Patrol Carrier Enforcement Division involves
stops at Weigh Stations, commercial stops (for documentation or weighing) and similar
activity.

Percentages describe the portion of the race that was reported in a particular category.
The occurrences of OTHER in tables will be from unusual circumstances or, more often,
unreported data.

o Bullet points in subsequent tables point to some differences where a racial or ethnic
category appears to be in marked contrast to activity for all drivers. These points are
simply observations from the data evident in the tables. The disparities can point to the
need for closer examination.

. Bullet points are observations about disparities in the combined data for all four years
unless otherwise stated.
. Compared to the other categories there are relatively small numbers of Asians and Native

Americans traffic stops. This can make some variances in the percentage appear more
dramatic due to a small number of traffic stops when compared to other categories.
. Data by agency is available at the Crime Commission’s website. (http://www.ncc.ne.gov)



Table 1 - All Reported Stops

Traffic Stops Reported - Table 1

2002 2003 2004 2005 2002-2005

Total

# % # %0 # % # %0 # %
Asian/Pacific | 4,490 | 0.8 | 4,484 | 09| 4,844 [ 1.0 | 5,077 | 1.0| 18,895 | 0.9
Islander
Black 26,239 | 5.0 | 23,331 | 4.7 | 23,143 | 4.7 | 24,564 [ 50| 97,274 | 4.9
Hispanic 32,241 | 6.7 | 34,303 | 6.9 | 33,301 | 6.8 | 33,339 | 6.8 | 136,176 | 6.8
Native 3960 | 0.7 ] 3,651 [ 0.7 ] 3911 | 0.8 | 3,840 [ 0.8 | 15,362 | 0.8
American/
Alaskan
Other 2951 [ 0.6 | 2956 | 0.6 | 3,110 | 0.6 | 3,695 [ 0.8 | 12,710 | 0.6
White 455,414 | 86.2| 426,615 | 86.1420,413| 86.0 | 416,669 [85.5|1,717,986|86.0
TOTAL 528,295 | 100 | 495,340 | 100 |488,722| 100 | 487,184 | 100 |1,998,403| 100
NOTE:
o The percentage of traffic stops for a particular race category have remained relatively the

same. There is a less than 0.8% variations in the number of traffic stops per race
category from all four years for 2002-2005.




Table 2 - Reason for the Stop

. The percentages in the tables describe the portion of the race that was reported in a
particular category. For example: 95.7% of all stops involving Asian/Pacific Islander
drivers in 2002 were for traffic code violations. 94.5% of all stops were for traffic code

violations.

Reason For the Stop - 2002 - Table 2a

Traffic Code Criminal ‘ Other Unknown
Violation Code
Violation

# %0 # # %0 # %0
Asian/Pacific Islander 4,298 95.7 76 1.7 115 2.6 1 0.0
Black 24,537 93.5 687 2.6 1,012 3.9 3 0.0
Hispanic 33,198 94.2 811 |23 1,208 34 24 10.1
Native American/Alaskan 3,303 83.4 161 |4.1 480 12.1 16 (04
Other 2,725 92.3 63 2.1 163 5.5 0 0.0
White 431,280 | 94.7 § 6,215 [ 1.4 16,443 3.6 1476 |03
TOTAL 499,341 | 94.5 I 8,013 | 1.5 I 19,421 3.7 I 1,520 | 0.3
Reason For the Stop - 2003 - Table 2b

Traffic Code ‘ Criminal ‘ Other Unknown
Violation Code
Violation

# %0 # %0 # % # %
Asian/Pacific Islander 4,297 95.8 62 1.4 99 2.2 26 0.6
Black 22,006 943§ 451 1.9 874 3.7 0 0.0
Hispanic 32,274 94.1 627 | 1.8 1,369 4.0 33 |0.1
Native American/Alaskan 3,251 89.0 99 2.7 299 8.2 2 0.1
Other 2,742 92.8 51 1.7 163 5.5 0 0.0
White 408,502 | 95.8 § 5,109 [ 1.2 12,703 3.0 301 | 0.1
TOTAL 473,072 | 95.5 § 6,399 | 1.3 15,507 3.1 362 | 0.1




Reason For the Stop - 2004 - Table 2¢

Traffic Code Criminal Other Unknown
Violation Code
Violation

# %0 # % # % # %
Asian/Pacific Islander 4,700 97.0 59 1.2 86 1.8 0 0
Black 21,900 946 § 461 |20 770 33 12 | 0.1
Hispanic 31,388 943§ 491 1.5 1,394 4.2 29 0.1
Native American/Alaskan 3,441 88.0 156 (4.0 251 6.5 63 1.6
Other 2,902 93.3 43 1.4 165 5.3 0 0.0
White 401,181 [ 954 § 4,836 (1.2 13,740 33 656 |0.2
TOTAL 465,512 [ 952 § 6,046 [ 1.2 16,406 34 760 |0.2
Reason For the Stop - 2005 - Table 2d

Traffic Code Criminal ‘ Other Unknown
Violation Code
Violation

# %0 # %o # %0 # %0
Asian/Pacific Islander 4,978 98.1 38 0.7 58 1.1 3 0.1
Black 23,387 952§ 471 1.9 698 2.8 8 0
Hispanic 31,942 058 482 |14 878 2.6 37 0.1
Native American/Alaskan 3,504 91.3 100 |2.6 228 5.9 8 0.2
Other 3,387 91.7 59 1.6 248 6.7 1 0.0
White 401,115 [ 96.3 § 4,588 | 1.1 9,760 23 § 1,206 |03
TOTAL 468,313 | 96.1 I 5,738 [ 1.2 I 11,870 24 I 1,263 1 0.3
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Reason For the Stop - 2002-2005 - Table 2e
Traffic Code Criminal Other Unknown
Violation Code
Violation
# % # % # % # %
Asian/Pacific Islander 18,373 94.7 235 1.2 358 1.9 30 0.2
Black 91,830 94.4 4 2,070 | 2.1 3,354 34 23 (0.0
Hispanic 128,802 | 94.6 § 2,411 | 1.8 4,849 3.6 123 0.1
Native American/Alaskan 13,499 8794 516 |34 1,258 8.2 89 0.6
Other 11,756 9254 216 |1.7 739 5.8 1 0.0
White 1,642,078 | 95.5 § 20,748 | 1.2} 52,646 3.1 §3,639 |02
TOTAL 1,906,338 | 95.3 § 26,196 | 1.3 63,204 3.2 §3,905 0.2
NOTE:
. Reason for the Stop indicates the primary reason that the traffic stop was initiated by the
officer. A traffic stop may include more than one reason.
o Traffic Code Violations are the typically thought of traffic violations such as speeding.
. From 2002-2005, 1.4% of all stops involved a criminal code violation while 3.4% of

stops involving Native Americans were for criminal violations.
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Table 3 - Disposition of the Stop

Disposition of the Traffic Stop (Outcome) - 2002 - Table 3a

Custodial Ticket Verbal Warning § Written Warning Defect Card No Action Unknown
Arrest

# ) # ) # ) # ) # 7 # %o # %o
Asian/Pacific Islander 105 2.3 1,962 43.7 492 11.0 1,527 34.0 251 5.6 144 32 9 0.2
Black 4,265 | 16.3 10,945 | 41.7 3,102 11.8 5,434 20.7 986 3.8 1,393 |53 115 0.4
Hispanic 2471 7.0 14,671 41.6 4,015 11.4 9,541 27.1 3,193 9.1 1,229 | 3.5 121 0.3
Native American/Alaskan 329 8.3 1,468 37.1 356 9.0 1,128 28.5 405 10.2 260 6.6 14 0.4
Other 229 7.8 1,223 41.4 504 17.1 699 23.7 40 1.4 237 8.0 19 0.6
White 12,087 | 2.7 166,453 | 36.5 34,650 7.6 183,702 | 40.3 40,659 89 § 15945 |35 1918 (04
TOTAL 19,486 | 3.7 196,722 | 37.2 § 43,119 8.2 § 202,031 | 38.2 | 45,534 8.6 § 19,208 | 3.6 § 2,196 |04
Disposition of the Traffic Stop (Outcome) - 2003 - Table 3b

Custodial Ticket Verbal Warning § Written Warning Defect Card No Action Unknown

Arrest

# % # % # % # %o # % # % # %
Asian/Pacific Islander 101 2.3 1,990 444 387 8.6 1,529 34.1 327 7.3 137 3.1 13 0.3
Black 4,225 | 18.1 9,232 39.6 2,877 12.3 4,571 19.6 1,064 4.6 1,097 | 4.7 265 1.1
Hispanic 2,591 7.6 14,480 | 42.2 3,042 8.9 9,385 27.4 3,383 9.9 1,243 | 3.6 179 0.5
Native American/Alaskan 271 7.4 1,417 38.8 289 7.9 1,081 29.6 494 13.5 89 2.4 10 0.3
Other 240 8.1 1,198 40.5 471 15.9 768 26.0 100 34 164 55 15 0.5
White 12,187 | 2.9 156,949 [ 36.8 26,639 6.2 173,658 | 40.7 § 40,261 94 § 15432 | 3.6 1,489 (0.3
TOTAL 19,615 | 4.0 185,266 | 37.4 § 33,705 6.8 190,992 | 38.6 § 45,629 92 j 18,162 | 3.7 1971 (04
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Disposition of the Traffic Stop (Outcome) - 2004 - Table 3c

Custodial Ticket Verbal Warning j Written Warning Defect Card No Action Unknown
Arrest
# %o # %o # %o %o # % # %
Asian/Pacific Islander 206 4.3 1,921 39.7 8.5 1,793 37.0 7.8 106 2.2 28 0.6
Black 5,016 | 21.7 8,106 35.0 2,623 11.3 4,976 21.5 1,273 5.5 938 4.1 211 0.9
Hispanic 3,111 9.3 I 13,270 39.9 I

Native American/Alaskan 396 10.1 1,513 38.7 1,039 26.6 11.1 163 4.2 20 0.5

Other 409 13.2 1,176 37.8 16.4 764 24.6 1.6 183 5.9 17 0.5

White 13,515 | 3.2 148,003 | 35.2 28,707 174,300 | 41.5 39,920 9.5 14,825 | 3.5 4 1,143 | 03

TOTAL 22,653 | 4.6 173,989 | 35.6 35,794 191,951 | 39.3 45,052 92 Q§ 17,546 | 3.6 § 1736 |04

3,194 I 9,079 27.3| 2,998 9.0 I 1,331 4.0| 317 1.0

Disposition of the Traffic Stop (Outcome) 2005 - Table 3d

Custodial Ticket Verbal Warning Defect Card

Arrest

Written Warning No Action | Unknown

# %o %o # %o %o # Yo # Yo

Asian/Pacific Islander 120 1,858 36.6 8.5 2,005 39.5 7.0 200 3.9 40 0.8

Black 4,870 | 19.8 8,392 34.2 3,032 11.3 5,764 235 1,302 53 930 3.8 274 1.1

160 4.2 67 1.7

Native American/Alaskan 391 10.2 1,397 36.4 8.8 1,090 28.4

Other 530 14.3 1,238 33.5 16.4 883 23.9 277 7.5 8 0.2

White 13,798 134,323 | 32.2 31,267 6.8 178,587 | 42.9 39,094 94 J 14,666 | 3.5 4934 |12

Hispanic 2,880 12,942 38.8 3,250 9.6 | 9,793 294| 2,871 8.6 | 1,078 | 3.2 525 1.6

TOTAL 22,589 I 160,150 | 32.9 I 39,040 8.0 198,122 | 40.7 44,124 9.1 17,311 3.6| 5,848 | 1.2

13




Disposition of the Traffic Stop (Outcome) - 2002-2005 - Table 3e

Custodial Ticket Verbal Warning § Written Warning Defect Card No Action Unknown
Arrest
# % # % # % # %0 # %0 # % # %
Asian/Pacific Islander 532 2.8 7,731 40.9 1,792 9.5 4,849 35.1 1,309 6.9 587 3.1 90 0.5
Black 18,376 | 189 f 36,675 | 37.7 § 11,634 | 12.0 § 14,975 | 20.6 4,624 48 J 4358 |45 865 |09
Hispanic 11,053 8.1 55,364 40.7 13,501 9.9 27,993 27.2 12,445 9.1 4881 | 3.6 1,142 |08
Native American/Alaskan 1,387 9.0 5,795 37.7 1,287 8.4 3,249 28.2 1,772 11.5 672 4.4 111 0.7
Other 1,408 11.1 4,835 38.0 2,181 17.2 2,228 24.7 254 2.0 861 6.8 59 0.5
White 51,587 | 3.0 § 605,728 | 35.2 § 121,263 | 7.1 § 530,871 | 40.8 § 159,934 | 9.3 | 60,868 | 3.5 f 9,484 | 0.6
TOTAL 84,343 4.2 716,128 | 35.8 § 151,658 7.6 584,165 | 38.7 § 180,338 9.0 § 72,227 | 3.6 § 11,751 | 0.6
NOTE:
o The Disposition of the Traffic Stop reports the primary outcome of the stop. A traffic stop may result in a variety of outcomes.
o From 2002-2005, about 4.2% of stops resulted in custodial arrest however there were large variations by race.
o 18.9% of Blacks stopped were taken into custodial arrest, compared to 4.2% of the general population.
o Hispanic and Native Americans were arrested more than 2 times as often as the general population.
o Whites were arrested 3.0% of the time, which is less often than the general population at 4.2%.
[ ]

A custodial arrest is not done for only a traffic violation. Therefore, the stop could involve things such as a DUI arrest, a lack of

identification, an outstanding warrant (discovered in a general license check) or some other criminal activity in the car or even by the
occupants. However, the data is not detailed enough for us to know what specific violation caused a custodial arrest.
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Table 4 - Searches

Searches conducted as part of a Traffic Stop - Table 4

2002 2003 2004 2005 2002-2005
# Yo # %o # Yo # Yo # Yo
Asian / Pacific Islander 139 3.1 96 2.1 105 2.2 86 1.7 426 2.3
Black 1,472 5.6 1,079 4.6 1,066 4.6 1,002 4.1 4,619 4.8
Hispanic 2,428 6.9 2,351 6.9 2,027 6.1 1,869 5.6 8,675 6.4
Native American / Alaskan 191 4.8 208 5.7 297 7.6 308 8.0 1,004 6.5
Other 169 5.7 61 2.1 69 2.2 97 2.6 396 3.1
White 14,899 | 3.3 13,681 3.2 12,981 3.1 12,874 | 3.1 54,435 3.1
TOTAL 19,298 | 3.7 17,476 | 3.5 16,545 | 34 16,236 | 3.3 69,555 3.5
NOTE:
. Percentages are a percent of race of total stops made. For example in 2005, 3.1% of all traffic stops involving white drivers
included searches conducted.
o Search counts do not include inventory arrests or those done incident to arrest. Instead they reflect searches done as part of the
officer’s processing of the traffic stop.
o Stops involving Black, Hispanic or Native American / Alaskan Natives more often resulted in searches being conducted
compared to searches among all drivers.
o Stops involving Hispanics and Native American / Alaskan Natives were almost two times as likely to result in a search than
for the general population.
. Blacks were approximately 1 V2 times as likely to be searched as Whites or the overall population.
o Asians/Pacific Islanders were searched the least often at 2.3% compared to 3.5% of the general population.
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