Keep Our Community Safe. Restore Civil Rights.
Support the Local Civil Rights Restoration Act to limit profiling and surveillance

Why is racial, religious, and political profiling a problem?

· Ethnic profiling undermines public safety. It distracts police from pursuing leads based on real suspicion and undermines the trust necessary for police to get information from community members.

· Transparency is necessary for public accountability. We need an enforceable law to ensure that if profiling does happen, the public and the government will know about it. 

· Political profiling undermines democracy. Around the country, local police departments are spying on activist groups. These abuses impact the entire public, not only the communities that are directly affected, because they inhibit the exercise of First Amendment rights.

What would the Local Civil Rights Restoration Act require?

· The Local Civil Rights Restoration Act would strengthen public safety by focusing police officers on their core public safety mission. It places limits on the DC Metropolitan Police Department to expose, stop, and prevent racial and religious profiling, domestic surveillance, infiltration of activist and religious groups, and federal immigration enforcement—thereby freeing police to focus on actual crime.

· The ordinance contains five sections. 

1. The first section prohibits law enforcement from collecting intelligence information without individualized suspicion of criminal activity. This standard simply restores a longstanding constitutional requirement, and leaves plenty of authority for legitimate investigations. 

2. The second section prohibits racial, ethnic, and religious profiling, by requiring officers to fill out a standard form after every stop, search, arrest, detention, decision to employ force, or charging decision. It also requires the aggregate data from these forms to be reported annually to the city council, the press, and the public about the extent of biased policing.

3. The third section stops police from engaging in undercover infiltration of peaceful and law-abiding political or religious groups participating in First Amendment-protected activities without reasonable suspicion that criminal activity is taking place. 

4. The fourth section limits local police activities supporting federal immigration enforcement, which have undermined public safety across the country by distracting local officers and undermining the community trust necessary to gain information from victims and witnesses of crime.

5. The fifth section authorizes a right of private action so that people affected by profiling can sue the police department in court. It also declares a disparate impact standard: if the report required by the law demonstrates that profiling is occurring, the burden shifts to the police to explain how any particular law enforcement activity challenged in court was justified by reasonable suspicion.

Why shouldn’t local police officers enforce federal immigration policy?

· Many police organizations oppose immigration enforcement because it wastes police resources. The job of local police is to preserve public safety, not enforce federal civil laws like those on immigration.

· Studies have shown that in communities where police enforce immigration policy, people of color—including US citizens—are more likely to face abuses due to bias.
· When immigrants fear deportation based on interaction with their local police force, they are less likely to report crime—whether as a witness or as a victim. 

Support police accountability reforms and restore civil rights!
Visit http://www.constitutioncampaign.org/lcrra for more information. To get involved, contact Emma Roderick at emma@bordc.org.
