
Statement of the American Society of Criminology Executive Board Concerning the Trump 
Administration’s Policies Relevant to Crime and Justice 
 
The Trump administration has signaled its crime policy intentions through a series of Executive 
Orders signed in the President’s first several months in office.i  These executive orders 
demonstrate an incongruity between administrative policy efforts and well-established science 
about the causes and consequences of crime. Four general areas are especially emblematic of this 
problem.   
 
Immigrants do not commit the majority of crime in the United States. First, a century’s 
worth of findings on immigration and crime in the U.S. show that immigrant concentration 
decreases crime at the neighborhood and city levels – also known as the revitalization thesis.ii 
That immigration is a protective factor against crime also holds true for individuals; immigrants 
as a whole are far less likely to commit crimes than non-immigrants.iii  Recent examples of 
crimes committed by unauthorized immigrants are not representative of national, state, 
neighborhood, or even individual-level violent crime trends,iv yet the President and his 
administration present them as the norm. This erroneous view underlies executive orders that see 
immigrants as criminogenic, and that threaten cities receptive to immigrants (i.e., sanctuary 
cities) to cooperate with federal immigration enforcement or face the withdrawal of federal 
funding, and also is reflected in development of the new Victims of Immigration Crime 
Engagement (VOICE) Office.   
 
The proposed travel ban is not empirically justified and targets the wrong countries. 
Second, there is no empirical evidence to support President Trump’s decision to ban citizens of 
six majority-Muslim countries from travel to the U.S. in the name of preventing terrorist 
infiltration. No terrorist perpetrator from Iran, Libya, Somalia, Sudan, Syria or Yemen – whose 
nationals would be halted from U.S. travel under Trump’s Executive Order of March 2017 – has 
been involved in a fatal terrorist attack in the United States since September 11, 2001.v  Every 
jihadist who conducted a lethal attack in the United States since 9/11 was a United States citizen 
or legal resident, while the three countries from which the deadliest terrorists have come to the 
U.S. are Saudi Arabia, the United Arab Emirates, and Egypt – none of which are included in the 
travel ban. 
 
The U.S. is not in the midst of a national crime wave. Third, rates of violent and property 
crime have been declining in the U.S. for at least a quarter century.vi  Many criminologists have 
referred to this post-1990s period as “the great crime decline.”  It is true that some cities 
experienced large increases in homicide in 2015, but this is not indicative of a national pattern as 
homicide rates overall remain significantly below 1990s peaks.vii As for violent crime generally, 
recent projections anticipate that violent crime rates in America’s 30 largest cities will increase 
slightly next year, but will still remain near 30-year lows.viii That our nation and cities are safer 
now than at least the 1990s has been disregarded by an executive order that would empower the 
federal government to make fighting a non-existent crime wave a top priority. 
 
The U.S. government plays an important role in police reform. Finally, the federal 
government has played a critical role in recent decades in the reform of U.S. police departments.  
Most recently, former President Obama convened a task force on policing in the wake of police 



violence against African Americans. The report generated by this task force advances a number 
of empirically-based solutions aimed at improving policing, rebuilding community trust in the 
police, and ensuring officer safety and wellness.ix In addition, the federal government has 
intervened in the form of consent decrees in U.S. cities that have well-established patterns of 
police discrimination and abuse. These consent decrees are designed to create long-term and 
system-wide pathways for police reform, including funds to do so. Attorney General Jeff 
Sessions’ call for sweeping review of these consent decrees can signal both to law enforcement 
and to citizens that such problems are not systemic but instead simply the result of “a few bad 
apples.”x Research indicates that this is not necessarily the case.xi Pulling back on the use of 
consent decrees could undermine police reform efforts and dial back hard-won progress that 
many police leaders support. 
 
Recent Presidential executive orders and other administrative decisions are at odds with 
established evidence in criminology and criminal justice.xii Crime-control policies should be built 
on science, and elected officials at all levels of government have a responsibility to endorse 
public policies that are evidence-based and that promote fairness, equality, and justice. The 
Executive Board of the American Society of Criminology is concerned by the actions of the 
Trump administration in its dissemination of misinformation and development of uninformed 
policy initiatives.  Not only are these initiatives unscientific, they are likely to engender further 
cynicism about and discontent with the criminal justice system that is harmful to citizens, to 
members of law enforcement, and to other sources of social control.xiii Rather than keeping 
Americans safer, these initiatives stand to exacerbate existing crime problems by increasing risk 
of victimization while decreasing likelihood of reporting, and by worsening marginalization and 
discrimination in the U.S. 
 
We urge the Trump administration to draw upon scientific evidencexiv and the research 
expertisexv of scholars who study crime and justice issues to help shape its crime policy agenda, 
and we stand ready to assist. Specifically, we caution the Trump administration against the 
resuscitation of Drug War era “get tough” policies and other “law and order” crackdowns that 
stand to worsen already strained relations between police and communities, especially 
communities of color, and policies that disparately arrest, prosecute, and incarcerate members of 
these communities. Evidence has shown such policies to create many unintended problems for 
families, children, law enforcement personnel, and other institutions across our nation. 
Furthermore, we advocate for a justice system that recognizes the adverse impact of draconian 
punishments and that seeks to prioritize beneficial reentry and social integration programsxvi that 
hold offenders accountable while still allowing them to maintain bonds with their families and 
communities. Our discipline has learned muchxvii about reducing crime, policing smarter, and 
punishing more effectively over the years, and we urge the Trump administration to draw from 
these lessons learned in order to advance policies that preserve and protect due process rights for 
all, and that promote justice at home and abroad. 
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