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The ACLU of Michigan is opposed to HB 4197 and HB 4539 because they dismantle legal
“welcoming cities” policies that promote positive relationships between law enforcement and the
community.
It is important to dispel the false narratives around “sanctuary” or “welcoming” cities, which
are sometimes misrepresented as “illegal sanctuary” policies/cities. A substantial number of cities
that have adopted these policies do not violate any federal law. Welcoming policies are not only
permissible, but they are also sensible.
I.

Welcoming policies are permissible under federal law – and costly to abandon.

Federal immigration law, specifically 8 USC 1373, only prohibits local or state policies
that limit the sending and receiving of immigration status information, it does not prohibit policies
that limit communication or cooperation in any other form other than specifically sending
information about a person’s immigration status.
The federal provision is very limited in scope because it has long been recognized that
immigration enforcement is not and should not be the role of local governments and local law
enforcement. That is why most local policies prohibit actions such as: (i) officers asking victims
or witnesses of crimes about their immigration status, (ii) police detaining people pursuant to an
unconstitutional ICE detainer request, (iii) law enforcement using local resources, funds, and
personnel to work with ICE or CBP on immigration enforcement matters, and (iv) various policies
to prevent discriminatory and unlawful conduct. None of which violate any federal immigration
law, yet, this legislation attempts to make them all unlawful.
The cooperation and communication provisions of the legislation before this committee
today are incredibly vague, and, in turn, incredibly broad, making the effective local policies
described above, arguably, prohibited because they could be interpreted as limiting communication
or cooperation in general. Without clear and unambiguous policies in place to regulate how law
enforcement should interact and work with federal immigration enforcement agencies, law
enforcement agencies may feel pressured into participating in immigration enforcement activities
or going against their standard practices at the insistence of ICE to uphold a “cooperation” or
“communication” requirement. As written, the legislation places no limiting principle on the scope
of cooperation or communication, leaving it solely in the hands of federal agencies to dictate the
conduct of local law enforcement in contravention of the will of the people in such local
communities.
Often unknown to law enforcement is that federal immigration enforcement officials do
not always obtain the requisite warrants, court orders, or have the necessary probable cause to
engage in actions like searches or detaining individuals. Unfortunately, this results in many local
law enforcement agencies across the country defending themselves in court against federal

claims after taking ICE at their word. These bills also invite racial profiling, unconstitutional
detention, and the entanglement of limited local resources on federal issues.
Take ICE detainers1 for example, over fifty jurisdictions outside of Michigan have
abandoned their prior practice of automatically honoring ICE detainers. 2 In 2019, Kent County
changed its detainer compliance policy after ICE unlawfully requested the detention of Jilmar
Ramos-Gomez, a United States citizen and decorated military veteran. Kent County, which
received the largest percentage of detainer requests from ICE in Michigan, now requires that ICE
provide a judicial warrant in order for the Sheriff to hold individuals for immigration purposes.
ICE has tried to minimize those disturbing patterns by claiming that its detainer requests
only target people with serious criminal records. But ICE’s own data shows that this is false. The
vast majority of detainer requests are issued against people with little to no criminal history.3
Indeed, two-thirds of the people targeted for deportation have no criminal convictions of any kind.4
The reality is that ICE detainer requests are indiscriminately issued against almost anyone who
comes into contact with local police—immigrants, refugees, students, moms, dads, brothers,
sisters, grandmothers and grandfathers—instilling fear in already scared communities.
The liability risks are large in magnitude and high in probability. Federal courts have
consistently held that local agencies and officials can be sued for complying with
ICE detainers. First, courts agree that extending a person’s detention based on an ICE detainer
constitutes a new arrest.5 Second, courts agree that a local agency violates the Fourth Amendment
when it makes a detainer arrest without sufficient probable cause.6 Third, courts agree that because
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or prison sentence.
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detainers are fully voluntary, local officials can be held liable for damages when they effectuate
a detainer without probable cause.7 As a result, police and sheriffs across the country have paid
millions of dollars in damages, settlements, and attorney fees for detainer arrests.
As an example, the City of Grand Rapids recently paid $190,000 for its participation in
the unlawful detention of U.S. citizen Jilmar Ramos Gomez, who was held on an ICE
detainer.8 Detainer-related lawsuits have continued to impose major legal costs elsewhere in the
country as well.9 And the federal government has consistently refused to reimburse these
costs. Moreover, the time period in which a person is detained via such a request is not reimbursed
by the federal government. The proposed legislation guarantees local communities are put in the
impossible position of being stuck between costly litigation or in violation of the statute and subject
to injunctions and fees.
II.

Welcoming policies are sensible and safer.

Police are better equipped to do their jobs and the public is protected when all members of
the community feel safe talking to law enforcement. HB 4197 and 4593 erode the trust between
police and immigrant communities. It will cause those in need to only further hesitate about talking
to police out of fear of themselves or loved ones being detained or deported. Policies required in
this legislation will undermine the trust between law enforcement and the communities they serve
because they promote a fiction that immigrants and their families are not, in fact, already part of
the social fabric of such communities.
These bills strip local governments and law enforcement of their ability to determine and
enforce policies and practices that are most effective to ensure the safety of their entire community.
Under this legislation, a municipality that enforces or adopts a federally permissible welcoming
policy may be sued by ANY resident of that community. Passing laws that disrupt the relationship
between police and the communities they serve will only make us less safe.
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•

A survey of over 2,000 Latinos in Chicago, Houston, Los Angeles and Phoenix revealed
that 44% of Latinos are less likely to contact the police if they have been a victim of crime
for fear that the police will use this interaction as an opportunity to ask about their
immigration status.10 70% of undocumented Latinos report that they are less likely to
contact police if they were victims of a crime.11

•

Welcoming policies have a positive impact our communities. Studies show that crime rates
are lower in counties with welcoming policies compared to those without. The Center for
American Progress found that 35.5 fewer crimes were committed per 10,000 people in
welcoming counties compared to non-welcoming counties.12 On the other hand, studies
show that cities with the type of polices being discussed here today have no effect on most
types of crimes because immigrants maintain low crime rates even if they are faced with
adverse social conditions such as low income or low levels of education.13

•

Welcoming policies positively impact the economy. Over 7% of Michigan’s workforce is
comprised of immigrant workers.14 Labor force participation rates are 2.5% higher, on
average, in counties with welcoming city policies and unemployment rates are 1.1%
lower.15 Poverty is significantly lower and there is less reliance on public assistance in
counties with welcoming policies.16

•

Studies on economic impact of the immigrant community show that immigrants come with
different skillsets that allow everyone to increase their productivity and incomes. On
average, the median household income is $4,353 higher in jurisdictions with welcoming
polices.17

The negative effects on communities when local law enforcement actively assists ICE’s
immigration enforcement efforts have been well documented. Law enforcement leaders across the
country have explained that attaching immigration consequences to police interactions makes
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local authorities who act as a pipeline to the deportation system.19 In one recent study, a majority
of prosecutors, judges, and police officers reported that ramped-up immigration enforcement
activities nationally make it harder to protect local communities from crime.20
III.

Legislation like those proposed comes at a great cost to our community.

Jurisdictions with immigration enforcement entanglement policies face the economic
burden of spending millions of dollars on implementation and litigation. Additionally, the backlash
to these policies has a negative impact on tourism. In Arizona, backlash caused a $14 million loss
in lodging cancellations and commercial revenue. The decrease in tourism led to losses of
thousands of jobs, over $250 million in economic output, and $9.4 million in tax revenue.
This legislation is unnecessary and based on inaccurate and incomplete information that
perpetuates discrimination against the immigrant community. These bills are an overreach that go
beyond the federal immigration laws and inappropriately regulate the day-to-day practices and
policies of local governments. The deeper discriminatory message behind these bills is clear to
everyone they impact. This message is evidenced through the vague language that invites the abuse
of authority, all the while attacking the very policies designed to ensure that every resident of this
state lives free of racial and ethnic profiling.
Respectfully submitted,
Monica Andrade
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