
 People arrested and processed through the 287(g) program are
overwhelmingly nonviolent. Often, they are pretextually arrested for

traffic offenses so they can be questioned about their immigration
status, have immigration proceedings initiated against them, and then

be deported.

287(g) is a voluntary federal-local partnership that deputizes local law
enforcement agencies to perform duties of federal Immigration and
Custom’s Enforcement (ICE). These agreements allow ICE to train and
authorize specific police officers at local detention centers to act as ICE
agents, question peoples’ immigration status and begin the deportation
process.

287(g) 
What is it?

Who is targeted?

Source: ACLU Maryland, End the Federal 287(g) Program in Maryland

www.eyesonice.org

BAN

Sheriffs or police who join 287(g) spend
local funds to carry out the federal
government’s deportation agenda.  While
the Department of Homeland Security (DHS)
has the largest budget of any federal
agency, ICE does not reimburse for the use
of local resources.

Who funds it?

MARYLAND

https://www.aclu-md.org/campaigns-initiatives/end-federal-287g-program-maryland/
https://www.eyesonice.org/


TYPES 

Jail Enforcement Model
This type of agreement allows the federal government to deputize
corrections officers in local jails, so that they can act under the

supervision of ICE to interrogate people in their custody about their
immigration status and funnel people into the deportation pipeline.

Warrant Service Model
This type of agreement authorizes state and local law enforcement officers
to serve and execute administrative warrants on people determined to be

removable that are within their agency’s jail.

Task Force Model
This type of agreement allows ICE to Deputize
state and local law enforcement agencies to

enforce federal immigration laws during
routine police duties, effectively making them

an extension of ICE. Local officers are
essentially turned into ICE agents.

Source: NYCLU, What are 287(g)
Agreements and How Do They Fuel

Trump’s Mass Deportations?

limited powers

more powers

most powers

www.eyesonice.org

287(g) 

https://www.nyclu.org/commentary/what-are-287g-agreements-and-how-do-they-fuel-trumps-mass-deportations
https://www.nyclu.org/commentary/what-are-287g-agreements-and-how-do-they-fuel-trumps-mass-deportations
https://www.nyclu.org/commentary/what-are-287g-agreements-and-how-do-they-fuel-trumps-mass-deportations
https://www.eyesonice.org/


Delaware recently became the 7  state to
ban 287(g)- It joins California, Oregon,
Washington, Illinois, New jersey, and

Colorado in banning 287(g) agreements.
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WHERE is it?
287(g) is all over the country

Some states are stepping in to ban 287(g)

www.eyesonice.org

https://www.eyesonice.org/
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As of July 18, 2025, ICE has signed 832 Memorandums of Agreement (MOAs)
for 287(g) programs covering 40 states. These include Jail Enforcement

Model agreements with 117 law enforcement agencies in 26 states, Warrant
Service Model agreements with 300 law enforcement agencies in 35 states,

and Task Force Model agreements with 415 agencies in 31 states.

How many 287(g) agreements are there?

Source: Austin Kocher, Trump is Quietly Building
a Deportation Army out of State and Local

Agencies

RAPIDExpansion

Exponential increase 

832 in July 2025135 in December 2024 444 in April 2025

The Trump Administration is relying on OUR local systems to perform
the cruel work of detainment and deportation on its behalf.

www.eyesonice.org

TOTAL MOAS:

Source: ICE, Delegation of Immigration Authority Section 287(g) Immigration and Nationality Act

https://austinkocher.substack.com/p/trump-is-quietly-building-a-deportation
https://austinkocher.substack.com/p/trump-is-quietly-building-a-deportation
https://austinkocher.substack.com/p/trump-is-quietly-building-a-deportation
https://www.eyesonice.org/
https://www.ice.gov/identify-and-arrest/287g


During the Great Depression,
federal officials blamed Latinos
for taking American jobs, and
local agencies helped them

deport up to 1.8 million people
to Mexico. It’s estimated that
60% of those deported were

U.S. citizens.

History

In the early 1930s, local police
participated in immigration raids in

California and other states. State and
local government agencies- including
social workers, welfare agencies and
police- acted as “de facto immigration

agents.”  

Mexican repatriation in the 30's

Source: Tucson Sentinel, Surge of 287(g)
agreements aims to increase deportations,

many have found they undermine public safety

Trump’s mass deportation plan mirrors President
Eisenhower’s 1954 federal immigration initiative,

which resulted in 1.3 million deportations. 
Local police served as “immigration cops” in
Eisenhower’s program because the federal

government didn’t have the ability to cover the
expansive territory of the United States.  Many US

citizens were deported, and it was known as a
period of widespread human rights’ violations.

“Operation Wetback” in the 50's

There have been two times in the 20  Century during which the federal
government has relied on local police systems to carry out cruel detainment
and deportment agendas.
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REPEATS

https://www.tucsonsentinel.com/opinion/report/060525_ice_safety_op/surge-287g-agreements-aims-increase-deportations-many-have-found-they-undermine-public-safety/
https://www.tucsonsentinel.com/opinion/report/060525_ice_safety_op/surge-287g-agreements-aims-increase-deportations-many-have-found-they-undermine-public-safety/
https://www.tucsonsentinel.com/opinion/report/060525_ice_safety_op/surge-287g-agreements-aims-increase-deportations-many-have-found-they-undermine-public-safety/
https://www.eyesonice.org/


Community 
Multiple studies document a significant “chilling effect” on
community trust and public safety from 287(g) agreements.

Research shows that when local police engage in
immigration enforcement, undocumented immigrants

become statistically less likely to trust officers to protect
their safety or uphold equal rights. This “chilling effect”

makes community members less likely to report crimes or
seek medical care for fear of deportation. 

Diminished Community Trust

Some jurisdictions with 287(g)
agreements have histories of abuse and
violations of civil rights and due process.

An ACLU review revealed that “racial
profiling, poor jail conditions and other
civil rights violations are widespread

among the 142 state and local law
enforcement agencies” participating in
the 287 (g) program as of April 2022. 

Civil Rights Violations

HARM 

ACLU: License to Abuse: How ICE’s 287(g) Program Empowers Racist Sheriffs

American Progress: How 287(g) Agreements Harm Public Safety

www.eyesonice.org

https://www.americanprogress.org/article/287g-agreements-harm-public-safety/
https://www.aclu-md.org/publications/license-abuse-how-ices-287g-program-empowers-racist-sheriffs/
https://www.americanprogress.org/article/287g-agreements-harm-public-safety/
https://www.eyesonice.org/


#EyesOnICE advocates for a ban of all
287(g) agreements. Local sheriff and
police departments do not need to
perform the work of immigration

enforcement. Our state and local taxes
should not be used in service to a

federal responsibility. 

On July 14 , 2025 Delaware joined California, Washington, Oregon,
Illinois, New Jersey, and Colorado to ban 287(g). But Maryland failed

to pass the ban in the April 2025 legislative session. Senate President
Bill Ferguson (D-Baltimore City) said at the time that “there is a limit”

to what states can do when it comes to immigration enforcement
with the federal government. “We are doing whatever we can in this
time frame. The challenge is- it is the federal government and there
is a limit to which we have the ability to impact.”  But Delaware just
overcame these challenges to pass a ban, so Maryland should be

able to get it done! 
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End
Statewide bans of 287(g)

#EyesOnICE

287
Maryland

(g)

www.eyesonice.org

Join our letter campaign,
calling for a 287(g) ban:

https://www.eyesonice.org/


BAN 287(G)
Maryland

287(g) is a voluntary federal-local partnership that deputizes local law enforcement agencies to
perform duties of federal Immigration and Custom’s Enforcement (ICE). These agreements allow ICE to

train and authorize specific police officers at local detention centers to act as ICE agents, question
peoples’ immigration status and begin the deportation process.

What is 287(g)?

How is 287(g) funded?
ICE does not pay the cost of 287(g), rather sheriffs or police who make the agreement spend local

funds to carry out the federal government’s deportation agenda.

 People arrested and processed through the 287(g) program are overwhelmingly nonviolent. Often,
they are pretextually arrested for traffic offenses so they can be questioned about their immigration

status, have immigration proceedings initiated against them, and then be deported.

Who is targeted by 287(g)?

Where are 287(g) agreements in Maryland?
Several county sheriff’s departments have 287(g) in MD, including: Allegany, Carroll, Cecil, Frederick,

Garrett, Harford, St. Mary’s, and Washington. Most were inked after Trump’s second inauguration.

On July 14th, 2025 Delaware joined California, Washington, Oregon, Ilinois, New Jersey, and Colorado
to ban 287(g). But Maryland failed to pass the ban in the April 2025 legislative session. Senate

President Bill Ferguson (D-Baltimore Citv) said at the time that "there is a limit" to what states can do
when it comes to immigration enforcement with the federal government. But Delaware just managed

to overcome these challenges and pass a ban. So Maryland should be able to as well!

What can be done to stop 287(g)?

Call to action:
The failure of the MD legislature to pass a 287(g) ban was a

mistake that puts immigrant families at grave risk. We call for
the General Assembly to reconvene an emergency session to ban

287(g) agreements in MD. Both sides of the aisle should agree
that local sheriff’s offices don’t need to perform the federal work

of immigration enforcement. And our state and local taxes
should not be used in service to a federal responsibility.

(source: ACLU of MD)

Click on the QR code to join our
letter writing campaign.




