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Good Afternoon, Senator Carney, Representative Kuhn, and members of the Joint Standing
Committee on Judiciary. My name is James Myall and | am a Senior Policy Analyst at the
Maine Center for Economic Policy. I'm here to testify in support of LD 1259, “An Act to
Enhance Public Safety in Maine by Defining the Relationship Between Local and Federal
Law Enforcement.” MECEP supports LD 1259 because it will prevent local law resources
being diverted towards federal priorities that make our communities less safe, create a
climate of fear, and ultimately harm Maine’s economy.

LD 1259 would prevent local law enforcement agencies in Maine from entering into
agreements like those commonly known as 287(g) agreement with federal immigration
agencies. Research has shown that when local police enter into these agreements, there
are a series of negative consequences not only for the immigrants themselves, but also
their wider communities. Many undocumented immigrants have been in the United States
for decades, have committed no serious crimes, and have raised families and started
businesses here. Yet these contributors to our society and economy are often the ones
most impacted by local partnerships with federal law enforcement.

The primary duty of local law enforcement agencies is to make their communities safer. Yet
entering into agreements with federal immigration officials often produces the opposite
result. Studies of 287(g) agreements nationwide show that they do not reduce rates of
violent crime in communities where they were in effect.? In fact, most activity under these
agreements involves arresting noncitizens for minor infractions like traffic offences.? This is
not surprising given that undocumented immigrants commit crimes at lower rates than
native-born Americans,® but it does call into question the fundamental value of such
agreements.

While they are ineffective at deterring crime, these agreements do create a climate of fear
within immigrant communities among our law-abiding neighbors and friends. Particularly
in today’s context, where even immigrants on official visas or with legal permanent
residency are being detained, we should not be adding to the anxiety felt by many New
Mainers. Past research shows that 287(g) agreements make children more likely to miss
school,* and make undocumented immigrants less likely to access the health care they
need.®> At the same time, such agreements actively harm the mental health of immigrants.



Immigrants are an essential part of our workforce, especially in a state like Maine, where
the American-born population is increasingly of traditional retirement age. Overly
aggressive enforcement of immigration laws leads to fewer workers to fill vital roles in our
economy. One study of 70 counties with 287(g) agreements found that those counties had
slower business growth than ones which did not partner with ICE.® The effect is especially
acute in sectors that rely on immigrant labor — one study found that increased immigration
enforcement reduced the number of available farm workers, pushing up costs for farms
and ultimately leading to fewer acres under cultivation.” Elsewhere, stronger local
immigration enforcement efforts have pushed up housing costs, as fewer construction
workers are available.?

Finally, it’s worth noting that the use of enforcement agreements does not typically lead to
more undocumented immigrants leaving the United States or deciding not to come in the
first place. However, it does make non-citizens (including those with documented status)
more likely to move to other parts of the United States.® These effects are most
concentrated among college-educated immigrants, who are precisely the kind of high
skilled workers Maine should be looking to attract, not drive away.

LD 1259 would ensure that Maine resources are not diverted towards a federal program
that is immoral, counter-productive, and ultimately economically harmful. | urge you to
vote “ought to pass” on the bill, and I’ll be happy to take any questions.
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