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Executive Summary

For many, the election of President Barack Obama
appeared to close the book on a long history of inequality in
America. But the spate of racially-motivated hate crimes and
violence against minorities and immigrants that occurred
before and after Election Day makes clear that a final victory
over prejudice and racial hostility remains elusive. It is time
for our nation to redouble its efforts to combat the
commission of hate crimes in America.

Violence committed against individuals because of their
race, religion, ethnicity, national origin, gender, gender
identity, or sexual orientation remains a serious problem. In
the nearly twenty years since the 1990 enactment of the
Hate Crime Statistics Act (HCSA), the number of hate
crimes reported has consistently ranged around 7,500 or
more annually—that's nearly one every hour of every day.
However, and of particular concern, the number of hate
crimes committed against Hispanics and those perceived to
be immigrants has increased each of the past four years for
which FBI data is available, and hate crimes committed
against individuals because of their sexual orientation has

increased to its highest level in five years.

These data almost certainly understate the true number of
hate crimes committed in our nation. Victims may be fearful
of authorities and thus may not report these crimes. Some
local authorities may not accurately classify these violent
incidents as hate crimes and thus fail to report them to the
federal government. Other local authorities, including at least
21 agencies in cities with populations between 100,000 and
250,000, did not participate in the FBI data collection effort
in 2007—the most recent national report available.

The marked increase in hate violence against Hispanics
correlates closely with the increasingly heated debate over
comprehensive immigration reform and an escalation in the
level of anti-immigrant vitriol on radio, television, and the
Internet. Warned an April 2009 assessment from the Office
of Intelligence and Analysis at the U.S. Department of

Homeland Security (DHS), “in some cases, anti-immigration

or strident pro-enforcement fervor has been directed
against specific groups and has the potential to turn
violent.” As inflammatory rhetoric targets immigrants at the
same time that the number of hate crimes against
Hispanics and others perceived to be immigrants steadily
increases, a heightened sense of fear has gripped Hispanic

and other minority communities around the country.

In one of the most disturbing developments of recent years,
some groups opposing immigration reform, such as the
Federation for American Immigration Reform (FAIR), the
Center for Immigration Studies (CIS), and NumbersUSA,
have inflamed the immigration debate by invoking the
dehumanizing, racist stereotypes and bigotry of hate groups.
While these seemingly “legitimate” advocates against illegal
immigration are frequently quoted in the mainstream media,
have been called to testify before Congress, and often hold
meetings with lawmakers and other public figures, their
virulently anti-immigrant rhetoric veers dangerously close
to—and too often crosses the line beyond—civil discourse

over contentious immigration policy issues.

The inflammatory anti-immigrant messages of these groups
have successfully infiltrated mainstream media, including
shrill anti-immigration reform commentaries from high
profile national media personalities such as CNN'’s Lou
Dobbs and Talk Show Network’s The Savage Nation host
Michael Savage. The unintended consequence of “media
celebrities” vilifying immigrants as “invaders” who poison
our communities with disease and criminality has been—
and will continue to be—an atmosphere in which some
people will act on these demonizing screeds—uviolently

targeting immigrants and those perceived to be immigrants.

Fear and vilification of immigrants has combined with the
worst economic downturn in decades and the election of
the first African-American president to cause a surge in the
activity of white supremacist groups. According to the
Southern Poverty Law Center (SPLC), the number of hate
groups operating in the United States increased more than




four percent in 2008 and has grown by 54 percent since
2000. “Barack Obama'’s election has inflamed racist
extremists who see it as another sign that their country is
under siege by non-whites,” said Mark Potok, editor of the
Intelligence Report published by the SPLC. “The idea of a
black man in the White House, combined with the
deepening economic crisis and continuing high levels of
Latino immigration, has given white supremacists a real

platform on which to recruit.”

Extremists have taken advantage of the Internet and new
technologies to recruit new members and promote their
bigoted ideology. Whereas hate mongers once had to stand
on street corners and hand out mimeographed leaflets to
passersby, extremists now use mainstream social
networking sites such as MySpace or Facebook to access a
potential audience of millions—including impressionable
youth. Daniel Cowart, 20, of Bells, Tennessee and Paul
Schlesselman, 18, of West Helena, Arkansas, the two white
supremacists arrested in the fall of 2008 for plotting an
assassination attempt on Barack Obama followed by a plan
to engage in a multi-state racist shooting spree, were
reportedly introduced to each other by a mutual friend on a
social networking website. After Obama’s election victory in
November, white supremacist online activity spiked, with
people posting hundreds of messages to online forums.
Don Black, a 55 year-old former Ku Klux Klan Grand Wizard,
claimed more than 2,000 people joined his website on the
day after Obama’s election, up from 80 on an ordinary day.
Started in 1995, Black’s website is one of the oldest and
largest hate group sites, now claiming 110,000 members.

Several examples from 2008 illustrate the ongoing hate

crime crisis in our nation:

e In July 2008, in Shenandoah, Pennsylvania, Luis Ramirez,
a 25 year-old Mexican and father of two, was murdered
because of his ethnicity in a brutal beating allegedly by
four teenagers who repeatedly punched him, knocked him
to the ground, and then kicked him multiple times in the
head. As Ramirez lay unconscious, convulsing and
foaming at the mouth, one of the assailants reportedly
yelled “Tell your fucking Mexican friends to get the fuck
out of Shenandoah or you'll be fucking laying next to

them."” Fourteen months earlier, 20 miles from where

Ramirez was murdered, Lou Dobbs had held a special
“Broken Borders"” town hall meeting edition of Lou Dobbs
Tonight to spotlight and praise a neighboring small town's
passage of an “lllegal Immigrant Relief Act” that sought
to suspend the business permits and licenses of
employers who hired “unlawful workers” or landlords
who rented to illegal aliens.

On Election Night 2008, Ralph Nicoletti and Michael
Contreras, both 18, and Brian Carranza, 21, of Staten
Island, New York decided shortly after learning of Barack
Obama'’s election victory “to find African Americans to
assault,” according to a federal indictment and other court
filings. The men then drove to a predominantly African-
American neighborhood in Staten Island, where they came
upon a 17 year-old African American who was walking
home after watching the election at a friend’s house. One
of the defendants yelled “Obama!” Then, the men got out
of the car and beat the youth with a metal pipe and a
collapsible police baton, injuring his head and legs. The
men went on to commit additional assaults that night.
Their hate crime spree culminated with crashing their car
into a man who they mistakenly believed to be African-
American, causing his body to shatter the windshield.

On February 12, 2008 in Oxnard, California, 15 year-old
Lawrence King, an openly gay student, was sitting in a
computer lab at his junior high school when Brandon
Mclnerney, 14, shot him twice in the head as their fellow
students watched in horror. In Mclnerney’s bedroom,
investigators discovered a “trove” of white supremacist
literature and drawings, depicting a “racist skinhead
philosophy,” according to the prosecution. Mclnerney is
being tried as an adult on a murder count, plus a hate

crime allegation.

Eliminating the prejudice that underlies hate crimes
requires that Americans develop respect for cultural
differences and establish dialogue across racial, ethnic,
cultural, and religious boundaries. Education, awareness,
and acceptance of group differences are the cornerstones
of a long-term solution to prejudice, discrimination, and
bigotry. Hate crime laws and effective responses to hate
violence by public officials and law enforcement authorities

can play an essential role in deterring and preventing these




crimes, creating a healthier and stronger society for all

Americans.

All Americans have a stake in reducing hate crimes. These
crimes are intended to intimidate not only the individual
victim, but all members of the victim’s community, and
even members of other communities historically victimized
by hate. By making these victims and communities fearful,
angry, and suspicious of other groups—and of the
authorities who are charged with protecting them—these
incidents fragment and isolate our communities, tearing
apart the interwoven fabric of American society. Thus, the
damage done by hate crimes cannot be measured solely in
terms of physical injury or dollars and cents. For these
reasons and more, hate crimes demand a priority response

from governmental authorities.

Hate crimes are by no means just an American
phenomenon—they are on the rise in many countries in
Europe and the former Soviet Union, where government
responses in most countries across this region have been
inadequate. Beyond tackling hate crime at home, it is
incumbent upon the United States to demonstrate
international leadership at intergovernmental bodies like the
Organization for Security and Cooperation in Europe (OSCE),
as well as in other public and private international
organizations and through its own bilateral relationships, in
order to promote the adoption and effective implementation
of hate crime laws, improve the response of governments
to hate violence, and help to build the capacity of civil
society organizations to complement and support these

government efforts.

RECOMMENDATIONS

Every sector of society has an important role to play in
helping to ensure that no person is targeted for violence on
the basis of his or her personal characteristics. We offer the
following recommendations for action (international policy
recommendations are available in the section of the report

on “Hate Has No Borders”):

SET THE TONE FOR A CIVIL NATIONAL DISCOURSE
ON COMPREHENSIVE IMMIGRATION REFORM

Civil rights organizations have become increasingly
concerned about the virulent anti-immigrant and anti-Latino
rhetoric employed by a handful of groups and coalitions that
have positioned themselves as legitimate, mainstream
advocates against illegal immigration in America. Leaders
from every sector—including government, media, business,
labor, religion, and education—have an essential role in
shaping attitudes in opposition to all forms of bigotry. These
leaders must moderate the rhetoric in the immigration
debate. It is vital that civic leaders and law enforcement
officials speak out against efforts to demonize immigrants—
and use their bully pulpits to promote better intergroup
relations. They must use their power of persuasion and
political clout to condemn scapegoating, bias crimes,
racism, and other hate speech and hate crimes, and to

press for fair and workable immigration reform.

ENSURE A STRONG LAW ENFORCEMENT RESPONSE
TO CONFRONT VIOLENT BIGOTRY

Although bigotry cannot be legislated out of existence, a
forceful, moral response to hate violence is required of us
all. Enactment of the Local Law Enforcement Hate Crimes
Prevention Act will give local law enforcement officials
important tools to combat violent, bias-motivated crimes,
and facilitate federal investigations and prosecutions when
local authorities are unwilling or unable to achieve a just
result. Importantly, the LLEHCPA would also amend the
Hate Crime Statistics Act of 1990 to mandate additional
Justice Department hate crime data collection reporting
requirements for bias-motivated violence directed at
individuals on the basis of their gender and gender identity,

and for crimes committed by and against juveniles.




COMPLEMENT TOUGH LAWS AND VIGOROUS
ENFORCEMENT WITH EDUCATION AND TRAINING
INITIATIVES DESIGNED TO REDUCE PREJUDICE

The federal government has a central role to play in funding
anti-bias education and hate crime prevention initiatives, as
well as promoting awareness of effective anti-bias
education initiatives. The Justice Department, the
Department of Education, and other involved federal
agencies should institutionalize and coordinate their
response to prejudice-motivated violence and fund
programs and initiatives developed for schools and for
youth violence prevention programs. The federal
government should make information available regarding
effective hate crime prevention programs and resources,
successful anti-bias training initiatives, and best practices.
The FBI should receive funding to update and expand
training and outreach to ensure the most comprehensive

implementation of the Hate Crime Statistics Act.
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Hate Crimes in America: The Nature and Magnitude of the Problem

For many Americans, the election of President Barack
Obama appeared to close the book on a long history of
inequality. But the spate of racially-motivated hate crimes
and violence against minorities and immigrants that
occurred in the final weeks before and after Election Day
makes clear that a final victory over prejudice and racial

hostility remains elusive.

Violence committed against individuals because of their race,
religion, ethnicity, national origin, gender, gender identity, or
sexual orientation remains a serious problem in America. In
the nearly twenty years since the 1990 enactment of the
Hate Crime Statistics Act (HCSA), the number of hate crimes
reported has consistently ranged around 7,500 or more
annually, or nearly one every hour of the day. These data
almost certainly understate the true numbers of hate crimes
committed. Victims may be fearful of authorities and thus
may not report these crimes. Or local authorities do not
accurately report these violent incidents as hate crimes and

thus fail to report them to the federal government.

All Americans have a stake in reducing hate crimes. These
crimes are intended to intimidate not only the individual
victim, but all members of the victim’s community, and
even members of other communities historically victimized
by hate. By making these victims and communities fearful,
angry, and suspicious of other groups—and of the
authorities who are charged with protecting them—these
incidents fragment and isolate our communities, tearing
apart the interwoven fabric of American society.

In one of the most disturbing developments of recent years,
some anti-immigration groups, claiming to warn people
about the impact of illegal immigration, have inflamed the
immigration debate by invoking the dehumanizing, racist
stereotypes and bigotry of hate groups. It is no coincidence
that as some voices in the anti-immigration debate have
demonized immigrants as “invaders” who poison our
communities with disease and criminality, haters have taken

matters into their own hands.

With society and individuals under increasing stress due
to unemployment and hard economic times, a tough law
enforcement response to hate crimes, as well as
education and programming to reduce violent bigotry, is
urgently needed. In 1992, the American Psychological
Association reported that “prejudice and discrimination”
were leading causes of violence among American youth.’
Failure to address this unique type of crime could cause
an isolated incident to explode into widespread

community tension.

Eliminating prejudice requires that Americans develop
respect for cultural differences and establish dialogue
across racial, ethnic, cultural, and religious boundaries.
Education, awareness, and acceptance of group differences
are the cornerstones of a long-term solution to prejudice,
discrimination, and bigotry. Hate crime laws and effective
responses to hate violence by public officials and law
enforcement authorities can play an essential role in
deterring and preventing these crimes, creating a healthier

and stronger society for all Americans.

HATE IN AMERICA: A 2009 ENVIRONMENTAL SCAN

Since Congress enacted the Hate Crime Statistics Act in
1990, the FBI has been mandated to collect hate crime data
from law enforcement agencies across America. Although
the FBI's annual HCSA report clearly undercounts hate
crimes, as will be discussed below, it still provides the best
snapshot of the magnitude of the hate violence problem in
America. As the 2007 HCSA report, the most recent
available, makes clear, violence directed at individuals,
houses of worship, and community institutions because of
prejudice based on race, religion, sexual orientation, or
national origin remains unacceptably high and continues to

be a serious problem in America.
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As documented by the FBI's 2007 HCSA report:

e Approximately 51 percent of the reported hate crimes
were race-based, with 18.4 percent on the basis of
religion, 16.6 percent on the basis of sexual orientation,
and 13.2 percent on the basis of ethnicity.

Approximately 69 percent of the reported race-based
crimes were directed against blacks, 19 percent of the
crimes were directed against whites, and 4.9 percent of
the crimes were directed against Asians or Pacific
Islanders. The number of hate crimes directed against
individuals on the basis of their national origin/ethnicity
increased to 1,007 in 2007 from 984 in 2006.

For the fourth year in a row, the number of reported
crimes directed against Hispanics increased—from 576 in
2006 to 595 in 2007.

Though the overall number of hate crimes decreased
slightly, the number of hate crimes directed at gay men
and lesbians increased almost six percent—from 1,195 in
2006 to 1,265 in 2007.

Religion-based crimes decreased, from 1,462 in 2006 to
1,400 in 2007, but the number of reported anti-Jewish
crimes increased slightly, from 967 in 2006 to 969 in
2007—12.7 percent of all hate crimes reported in 2007—
and 69 percent of the reported hate crimes based on

religion.

Reported crimes against Muslims decreased from 156 to
115, 8.2 percent of the religion-based crimes. This is still

more than four times the number of hate crimes reported
against Muslims in 2000.?

THE FBI HCSA DATA UNDERCOUNTS THE NUMBER
OF HATE CRIMES

In 2007, 13,241 U.S. law enforcement agencies participated
in the FBI's HCSA data collection effort—the largest number
of police agencies in the seventeen-year history of the Act.
Yet, only 2,025 of these participating agencies—15.3

percent—reported even a single hate crime to the FBI.

As in past years, the vast majority of the participating
agencies (84.7 percent) reported zero hate crimes. This
does not mean that they failed to report; rather, they
affirmatively reported to the FBI that no hate crimes
occurred in their jurisdiction. In addition, more than 4,000
U.S. police agencies did not participate in this HCSA data
collection effort—including at least four agencies in cities
with populations of over 250,000 and at least 21 agencies in
cities with populations between 100,000 and 250,000.

In contrast to the FBI's HCSA data, the U.S. Department of
Justice Bureau of Justice Statistics in 2005 reported sharply
higher numbers of hate crimes committed in the U.S.:

An annual average of 210,000 hate crime victimizations
occurred from July 2000 through December 2003.
During that period an average of 191,000 hate crime
incidents involving one or more victims occurred
annually. Victims also indicated that 92,000 of these
hate crime victimizations were reported to police.
These estimates were derived from victim reports to
the National Crime Victimization Survey (NCVS) of the
Bureau of Justice Statistics (BJS).?

Studies by independent researchers and law enforcement
organizations reveal that some of the most likely targets of
hate violence are also the least likely to report these crimes
to the police. There are many cultural and language barriers
to reporting hate crimes to law enforcement officials. Some
immigrant hate crime victims fear reprisals or deportation if
incidents are reported. Many new Americans come from
countries in which residents mistrust and would never call
the police—especially if they were in trouble. Gay, lesbian,
and transgender victims, facing hostility, discrimination, and,
possibly, family pressures may also be reluctant to come

forward to report these crimes.
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All this evidence strongly suggests a significant

underreporting of hate crimes in the United States.

THE LEGAL LANDSCAPE: THE SCOPE OF HATE
CRIME LAWS IN AMERICA

The vast majority of hate crimes are investigated and
prosecuted by state and local law enforcement officials. In
general, a hate crime is a criminal offense intentionally
directed at an individual or property in whole or in part
because of the victim's actual or perceived race, religion,
national origin, gender, gender identity, sexual orientation, or
disability. However, each state defines the criminal activity
that constitutes a hate crime differently, and the breadth of
coverage of these laws varies from state to state.

Hate crimes are generally not separate and distinct criminal
offenses. At present, 45 states and the District of Columbia
have enacted hate crime penalty enhancement laws, many
based on a model statute drafted by the Anti-Defamation
League in 1981. Under these laws, a perpetrator can face
more severe penalties if the prosecutor can demonstrate,
beyond a reasonable doubt, that the victim was intentionally
targeted by the perpetrator on the basis of his or her
personal characteristics. Almost every state penalty
enhancement hate crime law explicitly includes crimes
directed against an individual on the basis of race, religion,
and national origin/ethnicity. Currently, however, only 30
states and the District of Columbia include sexual
orientation-based crimes in these hate crimes statutes; only
26 states and the District of Columbia include coverage of
gender-based crimes; only eleven states and the District of
Columbia include coverage of gender identity-based crimes;
and only 30 states and the District of Columbia include

coverage for disability-based crimes.
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The State of Hate: Escalating Hate Violence Against Immigrants

The increase in hate crimes directed against Hispanics
for the fourth consecutive year is particularly noteworthy and
worrisome because the number of hate crimes committed
against other racial, ethnic, and religious groups has over the

same period shown either no increase or a decrease.

Anti-Hispanic Hate Crime Incidents
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The increase in violence against Hispanics correlates
closely with the increasingly heated debate over
comprehensive immigration reform and an escalation in the
level of anti-immigrant vitriol on radio, television, and the
Internet. While reasonable people can and will disagree
about the parameters of comprehensive immigration
reform, in some instances, the commentary about
immigration reform has not been reasonable; it has been
inflammatory. Warned an April 2009 assessment from the
Office of Intelligence and Analysis at the U.S. Department
of Homeland Security (DHS), “in some cases, anti-
immigration or strident pro-enforcement fervor has been
directed against specific groups and has the potential to

turn violent.”

This toxic environment, in which hateful rhetoric targets
immigrants while the number of hate crimes against

Hispanics and others perceived to be immigrants steadily

increases, has caused a heightened sense of fear in
communities around the country.

THE ROLE OF EXTREMIST ANTI-IMMIGRATION
GROUPS

Some groups opposing immigration reform, such as the
Federation for American Immigration Reform (FAIR), the
Center for Immigration Studies (CIS), and NumbersUSA, have
portrayed immigrants as responsible for numerous societal
ills, often using stereotypes and outright bigotry. While these
groups, and other similar organizations, have strived to
position themselves as legitimate, mainstream advocates
against illegal immigration in America, a closer look at the
public record reveals that some of these organizations have
disturbing links to or relationships with extremists in the anti-
immigration movement. These seemingly “legitimate”
advocates against illegal immigration are frequently quoted in
the mainstream media, have been called to testify before
Congress, and often hold meetings with lawmakers and
other public figures. This is one of the most disturbing
developments of the past few years: the legitimization and
mainstreaming of virulently anti-immigrant rhetoric that veers
dangerously close to—and too often crosses the line beyond
civil discourse over contentious immigration policy issues.

The Leadership Conference on Civil Rights, the Anti-
Defamation League, the Southern Poverty Law Center
(SPLC), the National Council of La Raza (NCLR), and the
Mexican American Legal Defense and Educational Fund
(MALDEF) have become increasingly concerned about the
virulent anti-immigrant and anti-Latino rhetoric employed by
a handful of groups and coalitions that have tried to position
themselves as legitimate, mainstream advocates against
illegal immigration in America. Recently, SPLC published
The Nativist Lobby: Three Faces of Intolerance®, which
investigated three of these groups and found:

14




Three Washington, D.C.-based immigration-restriction
organizations stand at the nexus of the American
nativist movement: the Federation for American
Immaigration Reform (FAIR), the Center for Immigration
Studies (CIS), and NumbersUSA. Although on the
surface they appear quite different—the first, the
country's best-known anti-immigrant lobbying group;
the second, an “independent” think tank, and the third,
a powerful grassroots organizer—they are fruits of the

same ,OO/SOHOUS tree.

FAIR, CIS and NumbersUSA are all part of a network of
restrictionist organizations conceived and created by
John Tanton, the “puppeteer” of the nativist movement
and a man with deep racist roots. Tanton has for
decades been at the heart of the white nationalist
scene. He has met with leading white supremacists,
promoted anti-Semitic ideas, and associated closely
with the leaders of a eugenicist foundation once
described by a leading newspaper as a “neo-Nazi
organization.” He has made a series of racist
statements about Latinos and worried that they were
out-breeding whites. At one point, he wrote candidly
that to maintain American culture, “a European-

American majority” is required.

FAIR, which Tanton founded and where he remains on
the board, has been listed as a hate group by the
Southern Poverty Law Center. Among the reasons are
its acceptance of $1.2 million from the Pioneer Fund, a
group founded to promote the genes of white colonials
that funds studies of race, intelligence and genetics.
FAIR has also hired as key officials men who also
joined white supremacist groups. It has board
members who regularly write for hate publications. It
promotes racist conspiracy theories about Latinos. And
it has produced television programming featuring white
nationalists.

CIS was conceived by Tanton and began life as a
program of FAIR. CIS presents itself as a scholarly think
tank that produces serious immigration studies meant
to serve “the broad national interest.” But the reality is
that CIS has never found any aspect of immigration
that it liked, and it has frequently manipulated data to
achieve the results it seeks. Its executive director last
fall posted an item on the conservative National Review
Online website about Washington Mutual, a bank that
had earlier issued a press release about its inclusion on
a list of “Business Diversity Elites” compiled by
Hispanic Business magazine. Over a copy of the bank's
press release, the CIS leader posted a headline—
“Cause and Effect?”—that suggested a link between
the bank’s opening its ranks to Latinos and its

subsequent collapse.

Like CIS, NumbersUSA bills itself as an organization
that operates on its own and rejects racism completely.
In fact, NumbersUSA was for the first five years of its
existence a program of U.S. Inc., a foundation run by
Tanton to fund numerous nativist groups, and its leader
was an employee of that foundation for a decade. He
helped edit Tanton’s racist journal, The Social Contract,
and was personally introduced by Tanton to a leader of
the Pioneer Fund. He also edited a book by Tanton and
another Tanton employee that was banned by Canadian
border officials as hate literature and on one occasion
spoke to the Council of Conservative Citizens, a hate
group which has called blacks “a retrograde species of

humanity.”

Together, FAIR, CIS and NumbersUSA form the core of
the nativist lobby in America. In 2007, they were key
players in derailing bipartisan, comprehensive
immigration reform that had been expected by many
observers to pass. Today, these organizations are
frequently treated as if they were legitimate, mainstream
commentators on immigration. But the truth is that they
were all conceived and birthed by a man who sees
America under threat by non-white immigrants. And they

have never strayed far from their roots.®
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THE INFILTRATION OF MAINSTREAM MEDIA

The increasing number of shrill anti-immigration reform
commentaries from high profile national media
personalities, including CNN’s Lou Dobbs and Talk Show
Network's The Savage Nation host Michael Savage,
correlates closely with the increase in hate crimes against
Hispanics. There is a direct connection between the tenor
of this rhetoric and the daily lives of immigrants, and many
fear that the unintended consequence of media celebrities
vilifying immigrants will be an atmosphere in which some
people will act on these demonizing screeds, violently

targeting immigrants and those perceived to be immigrants.

The frequent appearance of extremist groups such as FAIR
on mainstream media programs and even at Congressional
hearings is extremely worrisome. After reviewing FAIR's
virulent rhetoric, SPLC found:

None of this—or any other material evidencing the
bigotry and racism that courses through the group—
seems to have affected FAIR’s media standing. In
2008, the group was quoted in mainstream media
outlets nearly 500 times. FAIR staff have been featured
several times on CNN'’s "Lou Dobbs Tonight,” along
with countless appearances on other television news
shows. Dobbs even ran his radio program from a FAIR
event in Washington, D.C. this past September. And,
perhaps most remarkably of all, FAIR has been taken
seriously by Congress, claiming on its home page that
it has been asked to testify on immigration bills “more

than any other organization in America. "

As Alex Nogales, President and CEO of the National
Hispanic Media Coalition (NHMC) has noted, “We are very
respectful of the First Amendment and free speech, but the
hateful rhetoric, particularly against the immigrant minority
communities, espoused by irresponsible TV and radio talk
show hosts on American airwaves needs to be addressed.”
NHMC has undertaken a study to quantify hate speech in
commercial radio, petitioned the Federal Communications
Commission (FCC) to open an inquiry into hate speech on
the nation’s airwaves, and requested that the National
Telecommunications and Information Administration (NTIA)

update its 1993 report, The Role of Telecommunications in

Hate Crime.” In that report, NTIA found “deeply troubling”
examples where “telecommunications has been used to
advocate or encourage the commission of hate crimes.”
But the report concluded that “the extent to which such
messages (of hate) actually lead to the commission of

crimes is unclear.”®

On July 5, 2007, Michael Savage suggested America would
be a better place if students staging a hunger strike in the
hope of securing immigration reform legislation starved to
death:

SAVAGE: Then there’s the story of college students
who are fasting out here in the Bay Area. They're illegal
aliens and they want green cards simply because
they're students. | don't understand what—how this
two and two adds up. / would say, let them fast until
they starve to death, then that solves the problem.
Because then we won't have a problem about giving
them green cards because they're illegal aliens; they
don’t belong here to begin with. They broke into the

country, they're criminals.®

Like Savage, Lou Dobbs has also stated on his CNN showy,
Lou Dobbs Tonight, “illegal aliens are criminals.” (Lou
Dobbs Tonight transcript, 4/6/05). As NCLR has pointed out,
illegal immigrants are not considered criminals under
current U.S. law. NCLR has chronicled many of Lou Dobbs'’s
other comments made on CNN about immigrants and

immigration reform:

e Dobbs has used the term “anchor babies” to refer to the
U.S.-born children of undocumented immigrants, suggest-
ing inaccurately that having a U.S. citizen child is a means
of acquiring legal immigration status or being protected
from deportation. (Lou Dobbs Tonight transcript, 3/31/05).

e Dobbs refers frequently to illegal aliens from Mexico into
the United States as the “invasion” and as an "“army of
invaders” (Lou Dobbs Tonight transcript, 3/31/06). One of
his reporters referred to a visit from Mexico's then-

President Vicente Fox as a “Mexican military incursion.”

e Dobbs linked illegal aliens to a host of diseases including
tuberculosis, malaria, and leprosy. In 2005, a reporter on
the show claimed that there had been 7,000 new cases
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of leprosy in the previous three years (Lou Dobbs Tonight
transcript, 4/14/05). This claim has been disputed by the
Centers for Disease Control and Prevention.” To date, and
despite protests to the contrary, Dobbs has never

acknowledged the error on his show.

Dobbs has featured several stories on Lou Dobbs Tonight
concerning the “reconquest” of the American Southwest.
In one 2005 segment, a map purportedly showing
“Aztlan” was provided to the show by the Council of
Conservative Citizens, a prominent White supremacist
organization (Lou Dobbs Tonight transcript, 5/23/06).

Dobbs has also been a cheerleader for the Minuteman
Project. He devoted extensive coverage to the
Minuteman's first action in 2005, calling the group a
“remarkable success.” Minuteman leaders were frequent
guests on Lou Dobbs Tonight, and on one occasion Dobbs

wished one “all the success in the world.”"

Dobbs featured on Lou Dobbs Tonight the late Madeline
Cosman as a "medical expert” in a discussion of the
diseases that illegal aliens are bringing into the country.
Ms. Cosman was not a medical doctor, but a prominent
anti-immigrant activist who stated that Mexican
immigrants were prone to molesting children (Lou Dobbs
Tonight transcript, 6/8/05).

¢ As noted above, the Council of Conservative Citizens, one
of the most well-known White supremacist groups in the
country, was featured as a “source” in a 2006 segment

on the show."

On May 2, 2007, Dobbs held a special “Broken Borders”
town hall meeting edition of Lou Dobbs Tonight in Hazelton,
Pennsylvania to spotlight that town'’s passage of its “lllegal
Immigrant Relief Act.” This town ordinance sought to
suspend the business permits and licenses of employers
who hired “unlawful workers” or landlords who rented to
illegal aliens. During the show, Dobbs praised the town:
“Hazleton, the community, is leading the battle against
illegal immigration, stepping in where the federal
government has simply failed to perform its duty.” The
website of the Lou Dobbs Tonight show solicited
contributions for the town's “legal defense fund” after a
lawsuit filed by MALDEF and the American Civil Liberties

Union (ACLU) prevented the law from taking effect.”

Fourteen months later, 20 miles from Hazelton in
Shenandoah, Pennsylvania, Luis Ramirez, a 25 year-old
Mexican and father of two, was murdered because of his
ethnicity in a brutal beating allegedly by four current and
former high school football players. The teenagers reportedly
yelled, “This is Shenandoah, this is America, go back to
Mexico,” as well as ethnic slurs. They then repeatedly
punched Ramirez, knocking him to the ground, and then
kicked him multiple times in the head. As Ramirez lay
unconscious, convulsing and foaming at the mouth, one of
the assailants reportedly yelled “Tell your fucking Mexican
friends to get the fuck out of Shenandoah or you'll be fucking
laying next to them.” On May 1, 2009, a jury convicted two
teens of simple assault, a misdemeanor, acquitting them of
the most serious charges brought against them, including
murder, aggravated assault, and ethnic intimidation. A third
teen faces counts of aggravated assault and ethnic
intimidation in juvenile court, while a fourth pleaded guilty in
federal court to violating Ramirez's civil rights in exchange for
charges of third-degree murder, aggravated assault, and

related counts against him being dropped.

Shenandoah had been considering an ordinance similar to
Hazelton's but held off after the ACLU and MALDEF lawsuit
blocked it from taking effect. Still, the Hazelton ordinance
caused considerable tension between the town's Hispanic
and white communities, which had formerly enjoyed
peaceful relations. “They (the Hispanic community) just
didn’t feel comfortable then,” said Flor Gomez, whose
family runs a Mexican restaurant in Shenandoah. As The
New York Times reported, “Many people believe the debate
fueled by Hazleton's actions helped create the environment
that led to Mr. Ramirez's deat