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1 Racially motivated crime and incident data is not available at ward level before 2007.

What are the main findings of RISE’s analysis of hate crime data?
By analysing PSNI statistics on racially motivated incidents and crimes over a relatively
long period (2007-2025)1 of comparable data, we can start to identify patterns in the
data which could point towards effective policy and practice changes, as well as
suggest where resources may need to be targeted to protect and support victims and
prevent recurrences. Using a long data period means that the findings are less likely to
be skewed by larger scale events such as the August 2024 and July 2025 riots in
Belfast and Ballymena.

Please note that a large number of hate incidents go unreported; this analysis reflects
incidents where the victim has had the confidence to go to the PSNI.

Which Local Government Districts have experienced more race hate crime?
Belfast has experienced a higher than average level of race hate crime (2007-2025),
relative to other Local Government Districts, see Table 1. The 8,847 incidents recorded
over the period account for 45% of all recorded hate incidents and translate to a higher
incident rate per head of population, 26 per 1000.

Which District Electoral Areas (DEAs) have experienced more race hate crime?
A fifth of Northern Ireland’s 80 DEAs (16) accounted for just over half (52%) of the total
amount of recorded race hate crime, see Table 2. In Belfast, Botanic and Titanic had
levels of hate crime that were significantly higher than other Belfast DEAs. In Mid and
East Antrim, Ballymena had levels of hate crime that were significantly higher than
other Mid and East Antrim DEAs.

Which Wards have experienced more race hate crime?
The main source of variability in hate crime is at Ward level, with some Wards
experiencing much more hate crime than other Wards in the same DEA, see Table 3
and Figure 1, incident data. 10% of all Wards (42) accounted for half (51%) of the
total amount of recorded hate crime. 22 of these Wards are in Belfast.
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Table 1: Areas differences in hate crime (2007-2025), in terms of events designated as incidents and crimes, and the rateat which events are designated as hate incidents only (Incident Rate > Crime Rate).
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Table 2: Areas differences in hate crime (2007-2025), in terms of events designated as incidents and crimes, and the rateat which events are designated as hate incidents only (Incident Rate > Crime Rate) – DEAs accounting for 52% of hate

crime
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Table 3: Areas differences in hate crime (2007-2025), in terms of events designated as incidents andcrimes, and the rate at which events are designated as hate incidents only (Incident Rate > CrimeRate) – 42 Wards account for 51% of hate crime (not including Roeside).

The 3 DEAs in bold in Table 3 experienced significantly more hate crime relative to DEAs in the same
LGD. Similarly, Wards in bold experienced significantly more hate crime relative to other Wards in
the same DEA. Two DEAs are underlined, Botanic and Titanic. In both DEAs a greater number of
hate crimes are recorded as incidents only, relative to other DEAs. Similarly, some Wards were
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distinct in having more hate crimes recorded as incidents only, relative to other Wards in the same
DEA.

What factors are related to an increased prevalence of hate crime?
Related to an increased prevalence of hate crime:
· An increased % of members of the public from minority ethnic backgrounds in wards (taken

from the Census 2021 data)
· Higher levels of Ward deprivation (IMD scores, taken from the IMD 2017 data), and inequality

in deprivation levels within DEAs (subtracting the score from the least deprived Ward from the
most deprived Ward)

Hate crime and the proportion of the population from a minority ethnic background
Figure 1 shows that statistically there is a positive relationship between Wards having an
increased % of people from ethnic backgrounds other than white and hate crime that has
accumulated since 2007. In other words, as the % of people of other ethnicities goes up, hate
crime increases. We have plotted a ‘line of best fit’ for each LGD. The grey triangles are the actual
raw data, with the placement of each triangle being determined by its ethnicity % and its hate
incidents %. The lines are based on predicting the % of hate incidents a Ward should likely have,
given its % other ethnicities. If we take Central Ward as an example, given that it has an increased %
of people of other ethnicities, the line shows a prediction of how high the % of hate crime could be.
There is a difference between the predicted point on the line, and the actual grey data point,
consistent with it being an imprecise prediction, but a prediction, nonetheless.
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Figure 1: The relationship between the % of ethnicities other than white, at Ward level, and the % of
accumulated hate crime (2007-2025)

This relationship between other ethnicities and hate crime helps to account for some of the area
differences noted in Table 3. However, we have added circles around anomalous Wards. These
Wards are experiencing higher levels of hate crime than would be predicted. We are taking
Ward variation in other ethnicities into account, and, as we show below, also Ward variation in
deprivation. There is clearly some other factor(s) influencing the prevalence of hate crime in these
Wards, beyond the presence of people from other ethnicities and beyond deprivation levels.

It should be noted that there is nothing inevitable about increasing rates of hate crime in more
ethnically diverse areas; nor are victims of hate crime to blame for the actions of a racist few.

Hate crime and deprivation
Figure 2 shows that there is a positive relationship between Wards being more deprived and
hate crime that has accumulated since 2007. The thicker, purple line shows the average
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relationship between deprivation and hate crime, measured at Ward level, across DEAs. As there is
significant variability in how much hate crime increases as deprivation increases, across DEAs, we
have plotted DEA-level lines of best fit. Similar to Figure 1, the grey triangles are the actual raw data,
with the placement of each triangle being determined by its deprivation score and its hate
incidents %. The lines are based on predicting the % of hate incidents a Ward should likely have,
given its deprivation score. If we take Blackstaff as an example, given that it has an increased
deprivation score, the line shows a prediction of how high the % of hate crime could be. There is a
difference between the predicted point on the line, and the actual grey data point, consistent with it
being an imprecise prediction, but a prediction, nonetheless.

Figure 2: The relationship between deprivation scores, at Ward level, and the % of accumulated hate
crime (2007-2025)

This relationship between deprivation and hate crime helps to account for some of the area
differences noted in Table 3. However, as explained, the circled Wards are anomalies. These
Wards are experiencing higher levels of hate crime than would be predicted. We have taken
Ward variation in both deprivation and other ethnicities into account- and yet, there is a higher
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level of hate crime than would be predicted. There is some other factor(s) influencing the
prevalence of hate crime in these Wards, beyond the presence of people from other ethnicities
and beyond deprivation levels.


