
AB 953: THE RACIAL & IDENTITY PROFILING ACT OF 2015 (Weber)

AB 953 p rom otes eq u alju s tice and fairnes s b y creating s olu tions to the p rob lem ofracialand identity p rofiling.

This b illw ill:

1 . M oderniz e California’s definition ofp rofiling to accou nt for identity characteris tics b ey ond race.

2. Create a s y s tem for collecting and rep orting b as icinform ation on p olice-com m u nity interactions .

3 . Enhance training on fair and im p artialp olicing.

4 . Es tab lis h an adv is ory b oard that dev elop s s olu tions to cu rb p rofiling.

Why do we need AB 953?

AB 953 brings California law into the modern

era. The Pres ident’s Tas k Force on 21 s t Centu ry

Policing and U.S.Dep t.ofJu s tice recom m end that

agencies p rohib it p rofiling not only b as ed on race,

b u t als o gender,nationalorigin,religion,and s ex u al

orientation.AB 953 tracks this m odern ap p roach.

AB 953 improves police-community relations.

Pu b licdis tru s t concerning the fairnes s ofp olicing

s tem s from a lack oftrans p arency and attendant

accou ntab ility .AB 953 fills this v oid b y creating a

s y s tem for collecting and rep orting b as icinform ation

on law enforcem ent s top s ,and es tab lis hing a

s olu tion-driv en adv is ory b oard.

AB 953 enhances public safety. Profiling is

ineffectiv e b ecau s e s top p ing or s earching p eop le

b as ed on race or other identity characteris tics ,rather

than ev idence ofcrim inalactiv ity ,m is directs lim ited

res ou rces aw ay from ev idence-b as ed p olicing.By

p rev enting p rofiling,AB 953 facilitates the efficient

p u rs u it ofp eop le w ho actu ally p os e a threat to p u b lic

s afety .

AB 953 addresses Californian’s concerns. A

recent p olls how s that 55% ofCalifornians and 8 5%

ofAfrican-Am ericans in California b eliev e that

“b lacks and other m inorities do not receiv e eq u al

treatm ent in the crim inalju s tice s y s tem .”Racialand

identity p rofiling s ignificantly contrib u tes to this lack

ofconfidence in ou r ju s tice s y s tem .

In California,m any p eop le hav e b een v ictim s ofthe

hu m iliating and frightening ex p erience ofidentity

p rofiling.A 201 5 rep ort b y a p olice dep artm ent in

California fou nd that b lacks w ere s top p ed tw ice as

often as their driv ing age dem ograp hic

rep res entation,and that b lacks and Latinos w ere

s earched at three and tw o tim es the rate ofw hites ,

res p ectiv ely .H ow ev er,thos e s earches s how ed that

b lacks and Latinos w ere less likely to b e arres ted.

In 2000 ,the CA legis latu re fou nd that “racialp rofiling

is a p ractice that p res ents a great danger to the

fu ndam entalp rincip les ofa dem ocratics ociety ,”and

declared that “it is ab horrent and cannot b e

tolerated.”Su b s eq u ently ,the Legis lativ e Analy s t’s

Office fou nd that California’s law on p rofiling is too

v agu e and that law enforcem ent agencies hav e

res is ted follow ing it.

AB 953 w illim p rov e p u b lics afety ,p rotect the rights

ofallCalifornians ,and adv ance p olice-com m u nity

relations .
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