What is a 287(g) Agreement?
Section 287(g) of the Immigration and Nationality Act (1996) allows state and local law enforcement agencies to act as immigration agents under a partnership with U.S. Immigration and Customs Enforcement (ICE). 287(g) agreements allow ICE to circumvent the Constitution’s Supremacy Clause which mandates all federal law enforcement – including immigration law – be executed by the federal government. These agreements allow the federal government to outsource ICE’s work, almost entirely at the expense of the local agency. (ILRC)
It has been well documented that 287(g) agreements are fraught with racial and ethnic profiling, position local law enforcement as a danger to the community rather than a protector destroying any chance of building healthier and more trusting relationships. The agreements drain taxpayer dollars and divert local law enforcement agencies away from traditional and effective community policing strategies that focus on real criminals, rather than the civil immigration violations.
There are three types of agreements:
Warrant Service Officer Model
Local law enforcement officers can serve and execute immigration arrest warrants (often called “administrative warrants” because they are signed by an ICE officer, not a judge) or warrants of removal (signed by an immigration judge) on non-citizens in their custody and hold citizens for 48 hours or more until transferred to ICE custody. Under this model, local law enforcement officers on patrol become a force multiplier for ICE adding more “agents” on the streets of our immigrant communities. (ILRC)
In Maryland, Allegany, Carroll, Garrett, St. Mary’s and Washington Counties participate in the Warrant Service Officer Model. (DHS, ICE)
Jail Enforcement Model
Local law enforcement officers can screen and interrogate anyone already in custody who they suspect lacks lawful status, check the immigration status of detainees, serve and execute arrest or removal warrants, honor ICE detainers, enable transfer to ICE facilities, conduct evidentiary interviews, prepare affidavits, sworn statements and charging documents for ICE use. Although this mostly affects local corrections officers or sheriff’s deputies assigned to county detention facilities, it still can be a force multiplier, freeing up more US ICE agents to roam city streets. (ILRC)
In Maryland, Cecil, Frederick and Harford County participate in the Jail Enforcement Model. (DHS, ICE)
Task Force Model
This model is the most extreme form of participation between local law enforcement and ICE. Officers can interrogate anyone – detained or not – who they suspect lacks lawful status, arrest any non-citizen without a warrant for violations of immigration law, serve and execute “administrative warrants”  or removal warrants and conduct all the activities described in the Warrant Service Officer and Jail Enforcement Models. (ILRC)
No Maryland counties participate in the Task Force Model. (DHS, ICE)
For more information, see sources or contact Jim Caldiero, lead advocate for immigration, Unitarian Universalist Legislative Ministry MD
Or visit Jim’s website: https://jimcal87.wixsite.com/channingjustice/immigration
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