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Why	  look	  at	  crime?

When	  asked	  what	  the	  consequences	  of	  more	  
immigration	  was,	  73.4%	  of	  respondents	  to	  the	  
US	  General	  Social	  Survey	  in	  2000	  said	  that	  it	  was	  
at	  least	  somewhat	  likely	  that	  crime	  rates	  would	  
increase (Spenkuch,	  2014)



Why	  look	  at	  crime?



The	  historical	  case

• Large	  inflows
-‐1890s	  annual	  inflows	  ranged	  from	  259000	  to	  
560000,	  predominantly	  going	  to	  urban	  areas;	  1900s	  
even	  larger

• Limited	  immigration	  restriction	  before	  1917	  &	  
1921	  on;	  legal	  status	  not	  an	  issue

• More	  detailed	  data	  on	  immigrant	  versus	  native	  
criminality;	  composition	  of	  police	  forces;	  police	  
resources;	  categories	  of	  crime



Immigration	  and	  Crime

• Historical	  literature:
Hourwich	  (1911);	  Moehling	  &	  Piehl	  (2009),	  (2013);	  
Bodenhorn	  et	  al	  (2010)

• Recent	  literature:
Butcher	  &	  Piehl	  (1998);	  Spenkuch	  (2014);	  Chalfin	  
(2014);	  Borjas	  et	  al	  (2009);	  Bell	  et	  al	  (2013);	  Bianchi	  et	  
al	  (2012),	  Bell	  (2014)



Data

Arrests	  data	  by	  category	  of	  crime,	  1880-‐1930	  for	  30	  large	  US	  cities	  (per	  
1900	  population	  distribution)

Aim:	  1530	  city-‐years.	  Currently:	  25	  cities	  complete,	  1152	  city-‐years
Annual	  Police	  Reports	  gathered	  from	  archives,	  hathitrust etc
Also:	  police	  strength,	  technology,	  sometimes	  on	  convictions,	  nativity

Supplemented	  by	  General	  Statistics	  of	  Cities,	  Financial	  Statistics	  of	  Cities
Foreign-‐born	  Share	  and	  Demographic	  Information:	  
1880-‐1930	  US	  decennial	  censuses	  and	  Historical	  Statistics	  of	  the	  United	  States

Current	  cities:	  Atlanta,	  Baltimore,	  Boston,	  Buffalo,	  Chicago,	  Cincinnati,	  Cleveland,	  
Detroit,	  Fall	  River,	  Grand	  Rapids,	  Los	  Angeles,	  Louisville,	  Milwaukee,	  
Minneapolis,	  Nashville,	  Newark,	  New	  Bedford,	  New	  York,	  Philadelphia,	  
Providence,	  Salt	  Lake	  City,	  San	  Francisco,	  Seattle,	  Trenton,	  DC

Coming	  Soon:	  Columbus,	  Richmond,	  Rochester,	  Portland,	  St.	  Louis
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Crime	  Definitions

Follows	  FBI’s	  Uniform	  Crime	  Reports	  in	  spirit
• Total	  arrests:	  includes	  serious	  crimes	  &	  misdemeanors
• Murder:	  excludes	  attempted	  murder,	  should	  exclude	  auto	  accidents
• Manslaughter:	  negligent	  homicides	  (may	  include	  auto	  accidents)
• Rape:	  includes	  attempts	  and	  assault	  to	  rape;	  excludes	  statutory	  rape	  

where	  possible
• Assault:	  UCR	  doesn’t	  include	  simple	  assault,	  my	  measure	  does.	  Includes	  

attempted	  murder,	  assault	  to	  kill/harm
• Larceny:	  Theft	  that	  doesn’t	  involve	  violence	  or	  threat	  of	  violence
• Burglary:	  Theft	  that	  involves	  b&e but	  no	  violence
• Robbery:	  Theft	  involving	  violence	  or	  threats
• Arson:	  includes	  attempts
Also	  look	  at	  public	  order	  offenses	  due	  to	  historical	  concern	  over	  these	  crimes:
• Vagrancy:	  includes	  “rogues	  and	  vagabonds”
• Drunkenness:	  Drunk	  (&	  disorderly)



Measuring	  Foreign-‐born	  Share

• Have	  actual	  FBShare for	  every	  Census	  year	  
1880-‐1930
– Also	  can	  break	  it	  down	  by	  immigrant	  group	  or	  
country	  of	  origin	  for	  most	  Census	  years

• But,	  crime	  data	  is	  annual	  and	  immigrants	  may	  
locate	  endogenously?
– Solution:	  use	  the	  1880	  distribution	  of	  immigrants	  
by	  origin	  group	  and	  assign	  inflows	  of	  new	  
immigrants	  1881-‐1930	  to	  cities	  according	  to	  that	  
distribution



Immigrant groups

• NW	  Europeans:	  Germany,	  Ireland,	  UK,	  
Scandinavia,	  France,	  Belgium	  etc

• SE	  Europeans:	  Italy,	  Russia,	  Poland,	  Greece,	  
Spain,	  Austro-‐Hungary	  etc

• Americas:	  Canada,	  Mexico	  etc
• Others:	  Australia,	  African	  nations,	  Arab	  
nations,	  China,	  Japan,	  Korea	  etc



Immigration	  and	  crime,	  1880-‐1930
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Immigration	  and	  violent	  crime
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Immigration	  and	  property	  crime
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Estimating	  Equation

• Crime	  is	  a	  count	  variable
• FBShare	  is	  the	  share	  of	  the	  population	  in	  each	  
city-‐year	  born	  abroad

• Police	  expenditure	  per	  capita
• We	  include	  city	  &	  year	  FE	  &	  demographic	  
controls	  &	  population

!"#$%&' = )*+,-ℎ/"%&' + !1234#5%6&' +786&' + 9' + :& + ;&'!



Results
Total Violent Burglary Drunk

FB	  Share -‐.02***
(.01)

-‐.05***
(.02)

-‐.04*
(.03)

-‐.07***
(.01)

Police	  X -‐.02
(.04)

-‐.17**
(.09)

-‐.16
(.12)

-‐.07
(.06)

SH Black .02
(.02)

.03
(.02)

-‐.03
(.07)

.03
(.02)

SH	  Single -‐.03*
(.02)

-‐.07**
(.02)

-‐.06
(.05)

-‐.02
(.03)

SH	  Male -‐.002
(.02)

.06
(.04)

.09
(.08)

-‐.06*
(.03)

SH	  Crimeage .05**
(.02)

.001
(.02)

-‐.02
(.06)

.04
(03)

City FE Y Y Y Y

Year FE Y Y Y Y

Obs 1013 1032 1017 1022



Total Violent Burglary Drunk

SH	  NW	  Euro .01
(.02)

.02
(.02)

.06**
(.03)

.006
(.02)

SH	  SE	  Euro -‐.01
(.02)

.03
(.02)

.01
(.03)

-‐.05***
(.01)

SH	  Americas -‐.19***
(.07)

-‐.22***
(.07)

-‐.30***
(.07)

-‐.25***
(.05)

SH	  Other -‐.11
(.07)

-‐.27***
(.05)

-‐.15*
(.09)

-‐.12*
(.07)

Police X .05
(.03)

.02
(.08)

.02
(.09)

.06
(.06)

SH	  Black .02
(.02)

-‐.01
(.02)

.01
(.03)

.003
(.03)

SH	  Single -‐.02
(.02)

-‐.04
(.03)

-‐.01
(.02)

-‐.03
(.02)

SH	  Male -‐.01
(.02)

.04
(.04)

.02
(.03)

-‐.03
(.02)

SH	  Crimeage .04**
(.02)

.01
(.02)

-‐.002
(.03)

.05**
(.02)

City FE Y Y Y Y

Year FE Y Y Y Y

Obs 1013 1026 1026 1024



Conclusion

• Overall,	  immigrants	  are	  not	  associated	  with	  
increased	  arrests,	  across	  categories

• Some	  differences	  across	  immigrant	  groups
– Further	  investigation	  needed	  into	  role	  of	  time	  in	  
the	  US,	  success	  in	  the	  labor	  market

– Can	  utilize	  further	  information	  on	  police	  
composition,	  nativity	  of	  arrestees	  by	  crime	  type


