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Background
• The federal government does not collect, analyze, nor disseminate data concerning 

crimes perpetrated by the police.

• George Floyd Justice in Policing Act – “This bill addresses a wide range of policies and 
issues regarding policing practices and law enforcement accountability. It increases 
accountability for law enforcement misconduct, restricts the use of certain policing 
practices, enhances transparency and data collection, and establishes best practices 
and training requirements” (H.R. 7120).

• The legislation stalled in the Senate – No immediate plans of data collection by 
federal government

• Previous research is heavily reliant on special commissions, observational data, and is 
often limited to one jurisdiction or city. 

• The public’s understanding is conditional on investigative journalism and sensationalized 
cases. The true breadth and depth of police crime may be misunderstood. 

• Other independent entities such as Mapping Police Violence, Fatal Encounters, and the 
Washington Post collect and disseminate data about police encounters but these 
measures do not necessarily capture police crime. 



Henry A. Wallace Police Crime Database
Purpose

The purpose of the Henry A. Wallace Police Crime Database is 
to improve policing and inform the public about crimes 
committed by nonfederal sworn law enforcement officers 
across the United States.

About Us
The Henry A. Wallace Police Crime Database is a research 
project of Philip Stinson and the Police Integrity Research 
Group at Bowling Green State University. The database 
provides summary information that is not otherwise aggregated 
or publicly available for approximately 13,000 criminal arrest 
cases of nonfederal sworn law enforcement officers (e.g., police 
officers, state troopers, deputy sheriffs) from the years 2005-
2016.

policecrime.bgsu.edu



Rates of Police Crime Cases per 100,000 Population (N = 13, 214)

The Henry A. Wallace Police Crime Database currently includes summary information on 13,214 criminal arrest cases from 
the years 2005-2016 involving 10,901 individual nonfederal sworn law enforcement officers, each of whom were charged 
with one or more crimes. The arrested officers were employed by 4,104 state, local, and special law enforcement agencies 

located in 1,648 counties and independent cities in all 50 states and the District of Columbia.  







Methods
• Publically available data can be found on the Henry A. Wallace Police Crime 

Database (https://policecrime.bgsu.edu)

• The Police Integrity Research Group at Bowling Green State University is the only 
known research group with collects and disseminates data about police crime 
which occurs throughout the United States. 

https://policecrime.bgsu.edu/


Methods
• We aim to capture criminal arrest cases of nonfederal sworn law enforcement officers within the United 

States since 2005. 

• Although we never claim to capture all cases, we do believe our methods capture the overall 
phenomenon of police crime. 

• The Police Integrity Research Group utilizes Google Alerts which constantly crawl the Google News search 
engine to find cases of police crime.

• Inclusion Criteria: 

• The individual must be employed as a sworn nonfederal law enforcement officer:

• At the time of their arrest and/or

• At the time of commission of the crime(s)

• The officer was arrested on/after January 1, 2005

• Once an officer/arrest has been identified, additional Google Alerts will be created to track the specific 
officer.

• Primary Unit of Analysis: Criminal Arrest Case



Identifying a Case
• Google Alerts and Google News Search 

Engine are utilized to identify a criminal 
arrest cases. 

• News articles are printed and checked 
against our inclusion criteria for relevancy.

• This starts the beginning process of coding 
variables such as full name, officer’s 
employing agency, city, county, state, and 
date of arrest.

• Once approved by a supervisor, our research 
assistants will enter this criminal arrest case 
into our internal object-relational database 
system. 

• Additional Google Alerts are created to track 
that specific officer and criminal arrest case.



Continuously Tracking Cases

• After a case is identified, we track the case through the criminal courts process.

• Using Google Alerts, we gather Google News articles about the officer and criminal arrest 
cases and store these documents with our internal object-relational database. 

• Court records and news videos are also obtained and stored.



Coding a Case
• Once sufficient time has passed for the majority of cases to be concluded, we code each 

case on over 270 variables. 

• Variables include but are not limited to:

• Offense variables, types of crime, criminal case outcomes and sentencing, 
employment outcome, officer and victim demographic, and agency characteristics

• We utilize a data collection instrument (Unicom Intelligence Interviewer software) to code 
these cases. We have customized the survey instrument by building in logic and integrating 
it with our internal object-relational database system.

• Cases are coded by year of arrest. Once a full year is complete, inner-coder reliability and 
data cleaning processes are used to check for accuracy and consistency between coders.

• The year’s worth of criminal arrest cases are then added to our master dataset and made 
publically available through the Henry A. Wallace Police Crime Database. 

• Currently, information about 2005 through 2016 criminal arrest cases are publically 
available and we are working on coding 2017 criminal arrest cases. 



Strengths and Limitations

• Limitations:

• Only captures criminal arrest cases – cases of police misconduct which do not result in a 
criminal charge are not included.

• Our knowledge of these cases are limited to publically available information,  news articles, 
and court records.

• Using Google Alerts requires real-time data collection.

• Strengths:

• There are no other comprehensive, nationally representative datasets of police crime within 
the United States.

• Descriptive summary data which can inform the public of the breadth and depth of the 
problem.

• Our data lend itself well to more advanced quantitative data analysis techniques such as, 
logistic regression, CHAID and CART decision trees algorithms, and other predictive models.

• Using Google Alerts we have identified more cases than other more traditional methods.



Background
• Policing has become a topic of public scrutiny after several violent police-citizen 

encounters. 

• These encounters have led to large scale protests and what commentators perceive 
as a “national reckoning” on the issue of racial injustice.

• Race and Policing

• Race permeates all stages and processes of the criminal justice system, starting with 
police street encounters, interactions during police calls for service, and in the 
discretionary decision-making and powers of individual officers (Stinson, 2020).

• Terry v. Ohio (1968) laid the foundation for the continued proliferation of racially 
biased policing. Blacks are almost three times more likely than Whites to be pulled 
over by the police in a traffic stop (Epp, et al., 2014).

• Many police officers fear Black people (Stinson, 2020). Gabbidon (1994) coined the 
term “Blackaphobia” to describe fear of Blacks as criminals. 

• Many Black people are very distrustful of the police (Anderson, 2000).

• Police Militarization

• Police typically invoke a warrior mentality and work in quasi-military organizations.



Methods 
• Inclusion criteria for larger research project:

1. Individual was a sworn nonfederal law enforcement officer within the United States at 
the time of arrest and/or the commission of the crime

2. Officer was arrested on or after January 1, 2005

3. Officer was arrested and/or criminally charged

4. Primary Unit of Analysis: Criminal Arrest Case

• Inclusion criteria for this study:

1. Meets all the criteria for larger research project

2. Officer was involved in a fatal on-duty shooting

3. Officer was charged with a homicide offense resulting from the incident

4. For the purpose of this presentation, data was limited to years 2005-2021.

5. Primary Unit of Analysis: Officer



Units of Analysis:
152 Officers*
141 Victims

138 Incidents**

*One Texas officer has been arrested for two separate incidents
**One incident which involved two officers arrested in different years. The first year of arrest is shown in the figure. 



Descriptive Statistics
Table 1.  Officer and Agency Characteristics (N  = 152)

n (%) (Valid %) n (%)

Officer's Age Officer's Ethnicity
19-23 4 2.6 2.8 Non-Hispanic 143 94.1
24-27 21 13.8 14.7 Hispanic 8 5.3
28-31 33 21.7 23.1
32-35 31 20.4 21.7 Officer's Race
36-39 17 11.2 11.9 Non-Black 133 87.5
40-43 15 9.9 10.5 Black 19 12.5
44-47 7 4.6 4.9
48-51 7 4.6 4.9 Officer's Sex
52-55 5 3.3 3.5 Male 147 96.7
56 or older 3 2.0 2.1 Female 5 3.3
Missing 9 5.9

Region of United States
Officer's Years of Service Northeastern States 13 8.6

0-2 30 19.7 23.1 Midwestern States 25 16.4
3-5 27 17.8 20.8 Southern States 85 55.9
6-8 25 16.4 19.2 Western States 29 19.1
9-11 18 11.8 13.8
12-14 11 7.2 8.5
15-17 3 2.0 2.3
18-20 8 5.3 6.2
21-23 3 2.0 2.3
24-26 2 1.3 1.5
27 or more years 3 2.0 2.3
Missing 22 14.5
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		Officer's Age										Officer's Ethnicity

		19-23		4		2.6		2.8				Non-Hispanic		143		94.1
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Descriptive Statistics
n (%) n (%)

Victim's Age Victim's Sex
0-10 3 2.1 Male 121 85.8
11-15 3 2.1 Female 20 14.2
16-18 12 8.5
19-21 6 4.3 Victim was Armed wth Gun
22-24 13 9.2 Yes 23 16.3
25-27 19 13.5 No 118 83.7
28-30 13 9.2
31-33 11 7.8 Victim armed with dangerous weapon
34-36 6 4.3 Yes 52 36.9
37-39 4 2.8 No 89 63.1
40-44 18 12.8
45-49 15 10.6 Victim's Weapon Type (n  = 52)
50-54 7 5.0 Gun 20 38.5
55-59 4 2.8 Car 12 23.1
60+ 6 4.3 Knife 7 13.5
Missing 1 0.7 Baseball Bat 3 5.8

Taser 2 3.8
Victim's Ethnicity Air Rifle/Pellet Gun/Artificial Gun 3 5.8

Non-Hispanic 128 90.8 ATV 1 1.9
Hispanic 12 8.5 Bicycle 1 1.9
Missing 1 Lighter and Light Fluid 1 1.9

Metal Object 1 1.9
Victim's Race Screwdriver 1 1.9

Non-Black 65 46.1
Black 75 53.2
Missing 1 0.7

Table 2.  Victim Characteristics (N  = 141)
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		Victim's Age								Victim's Sex

		0-10		3		2.1				Male		121		85.8

		11-15		3		2.1				Female		20		14.2

		16-18		12		8.5

		19-21		6		4.3				Victim was Armed wth Gun

		22-24		13		9.2				Yes		23		16.3

		25-27		19		13.5				No		118		83.7

		28-30		13		9.2

		31-33		11		7.8				Victim armed with dangerous weapon

		34-36		6		4.3				Yes		52		36.9

		37-39		4		2.8				No		89		63.1

		40-44		18		12.8

		45-49		15		10.6				Victim's Weapon Type (n = 52)

		50-54		7		5.0				Gun		20		38.5

		55-59		4		2.8				Car		12		23.1

		60+		6		4.3				Knife		7		13.5
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Descriptive Statistics
Table 3.  Incident Characteristics (N  = 138)

n (%)

Incident involved Multiple Officers charged with Murder or Manslaughter
Yes 10 7.2
No 128 92.8

Incident involved Multiple Fatal Victim
Yes 3 2.2
No 135 97.8

Location of Incident
Exited car 19 13.8
Friend/relative home 3 2.2
In car 38 27.5
Near friend/relative home 4 2.9
Near victim home 24 17.4
Victim home 19 13.8
Other 37 26.8

Type of Video
Bodycam video 31 22.5
Bystander video 6 4.3
Dashcam video 13 9.4
Other video 13 9.4
No video 75 54.3
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		Year of Arrest

		2005		3

		2006		4

		2007		9

		2008		5

		2009		4

		2010		5

		2011		1

		2012		5

		2013		5

		2014		6

		2015		16

		2016		14

		2017		7

		2018		10

		2019		12

		2020		16

		2021		16



Fatal Shooting Incidents by Year of Arrest



2005	2006	2007	2008	2009	2010	2011	2012	2013	2014	2015	2016	2017	2018	2019	2020	2021	3	4	9	5	4	5	1	5	5	6	16	14	7	10	12	16	16	









Themes

• Thematic Analysis used to develop these themes

• Repetitive process of inductive code development

• Full saturation has not been achieved – not all incidents can be explained by a 
reoccurring theme



Themes
Pattern Identified

Number of Incidents  with 
Identified Pattern

1. Officer initiated traffic stop (or attempted traffic stop) 27

2. Officer expressed fear because victim was in car/vehicle 25

3. Officer expressed fear of firearm - victim was unarmed 24

4. Officer claimed they did not intend to use deadly force against the victim 13

5. Officer claimed victim was reaching for the officer's weapon 12

6. New articles mention the victim was mentally ill 11

7.Officer and victim had a non-stanger relationship prior to incident 6

8. Shooting of Black women within or at their own home 5
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		Pattern Identified		Number of Incidents with Identified Pattern		Incident ID		Circumstances

		Officer Initiated Traffic Stop (or Attempted Traffic Stop)		25		Michael Slager		Officer attempted to pull over victim for a broken tail light. Victim fled on foot. Officer claimed Victim attempted to grab his Taser. Video showed Victim running away while shot 8 times in the back.

						Michael Rosfeld		Officer pulled over a car suspected in an earlier shooting. Victim and another passenger ran from the car. Officer gave conflicting statements about whether or not he suspected Victim was armed. Victim was shot 3 times as he fled.

						Brian Massa		Officer attempted to pull over Victim. Victim fled in his car. Officer claimed that Victim was coming towards him in his car, attempting to run him down, so he fired 4 shots. Evidence showed that the fatal shot was fired after Victim was no longer a threat to Officer. 



		B. Officer expressed fear that victim had a weapon, victim was unarmed		24		Levi Randolph		Officer responded to a call about a burglary in process and found Victim standing in the backyard. Victim fled and Officer claimed he saw Victim move his hands towards his waistband. Fearing a weapon, Officer fired and killed Victim. Victim was unarmed.

						Torrey Thompson		Officers went to an apartment complex looking for an armed robbery suspect. Victim ran out the back door and a foot chase ensued. Officer claimed he saw a dark object that he believed to be a gun. He shot a total of 8 times. Victim was unarmed.

						Jay Morningstar		Officer responded to a disturbance at a bar caused by Victim. Victim walked towards officers with his hand in his pocket. Officer claimed he thought he saw a gun and fired a single shot. Victim was unarmed.



		C. Officer expressed fear that they were in danger of injury from victim's car		23		Brian Massa		Officer attempted to pull over Victim. Victim fled in his car. Officer claimed that Victim was coming towards him in his car, attempting to run him down, so he fired 4 shots. Evidence showed that the fatal shot was fired after Victim was no longer a threat to Officer. 

						Israel Guidry		Officer attempted to pull over Victim for a traffic violation but she fled. Officer later located her in her car in a ditch. Officer claims that Victim freed herself from the ditch and accelerated towards him, causing him to fear for his life and shoot. 

						Anthony Wongshue		Officer responded to a report of shoplifting by Victim. Victim got into a vehicle and attempted to flee. Officer claimed he feared injury by the Victim's car and shot.



		D. Officer claimed they did not intend to use deadly force against the victim		12		Johannes Mehserle		Victim was pulled off a train by Officer after reports of fighting. Victim was lying facedown on the train platform with both hands behind his back when he was shot in the back. Officer's defense later claimed that he had meant to use Taser and that he had seen Victim reaching for a gun. Victim was unarmed.

						Robert Bates		Officers were attempting to detain Victim during a sting operation. Officer shot Victim in the back while detaining him. Officer is seen on video announcing he was going to use his Taser and apologizing after shooting Victim. 

						Lee Coel		Victim was participating in a citizens police academy. Officer shot her several times during a mock scenario with a gun that was supposed to be loaded with blanks. The gun was loaded with real bullets and Victim was killed.



		E. Officer claimed victim was reaching for the officer's weapon		12		Shaun Lucas		Officer responded to a domestic dispute at a convenience store involving Victim. Victim walked away from Officer and was Taser. Officer claims that Victim then walked towards Lucas and tried to reach for the Taser. Officer then shot and killed Victim.

						Jeffrey Nelson		Officer responded to reports of Victim creating a disturbance outside of stores. When Officer attempted to arrest Victim, a fight ensued, during which Victim attempted to reach for Officer's gun. Officer shot twice and killed Victim.

						Michael Slager		Officer attempted to pull over victim for a broken tail light. Victim fled on foot. Officer claimed victim attempted to grab his Taser. Video showed victim running away while shot 8 times in the back.



		F. Shooting of black woman in her own home		5		Gregg Junnier		After making false statements to obtain a no-knock warrant for a home allegedly involved in drug dealing, Officers entered Victim's home. Victim fired a single round at Officers and was killed. Officers did not find any of the alleged cocaine and planted marijuana. 

						Joseph Chavalia		Officer encountered Victim as she was hiding in a room holding her infant son during a drug raid. Victim was shot and killed and her infant son had a finger amputated.

						Aaron Dean		Officer responded to Victim's home after a neighbor reported that her door was open. Officer spotted Victim through the window of her home and shot her.































































Conclusions

• Research and coding should continue until full saturation (or close to it) has been 
achieved 

• Themes should also consider the conviction statuses of these cases

• Preliminary policy recommendations should consider the warrior mentality of policing, 
“Blackaphobia,” alternative responses to mental health crises, and police accountability.

• Unit of analysis needs to be reconsidered (officer, arrests, incidents, victims).

• Future research should examine themes of arrest vs. non-arrest, conviction vs. non-
convictions, video evidence, and non-shooting on-duty fatalities.



Thank you!

Henry A. Wallace Public 

Police Crime Database

https://policecrime.bgsu.edu/

Police Integrity Research Group

Twitter: @bgsuPoliceCrime

Instagram: @bgsuPoliceCrime

Philip Stinson

stinspm@bgsu.edu

Twitter: @philstinson

https://policecrime.bgsu.edu/
mailto:stinspm@bgsu.edu
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