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GROWING 

SKEPTICISM 

AND 

CONCERNS



SEGREGATION 

RACIALIZES 

SPACE & DATA 

ABOUT SPACE

 In the United States, race and space are 

inextricably linked due to centuries of 

segregation.  Thus…:

 Most data about space can introduce 

proxy bias re: race,  which…

 Skews the predictive policing 

outputs 

 exacerbates, conceals, or distort 

biased or otherwise unlawful 

policing 



WHAT IS SEGREGATION?

 Segregation:  A systematic spatial separation and social exclusion of groups.

 In the United States, Segregation has primarily and consistently occurred on the basis of race and ethnicity. 

 De Jure Segregation: legally mandated separation and social regulation of races. 

 Imposed through explicitly racially discriminatory laws and regulations, such as slave codes, Federal Indian 

policy, Black Codes, and Jim Crow. 

 De facto Segregation: social exclusion and regulation of races without legal mandates. 

 Exist through social customs, voluntary practices, private discrimination, and prejudicial practices or 

behaviors. 



SEGREGATION SHAPES MATERIAL CONDITIONS OF A SOCIETY

1. Segregation shapes 
material conditions in which 
data is collected, categorized, 

and analyzed  so data 
reflects segregative patterns 

and consequences. 

2. Segregation creates 
material conditions that 

allow racial discrimination to 
persist and be perpetuated 

through seemingly race 
neutral means. 



REDLINING









“There’s no such thing 

as crime data, there is 

only reported crime 

data. And the different 

between the two is 

huge.”

-Phillip Goff, The 

Center for Policing 

Equity



REDLINING AND PLACE-BASED PREDICTIVE POLICING: FEEDBACK 

LOOP EFFECTS

1. Redlining concentrates 
societal problems in lower-

income, non-white 
neighborhoods, which are then 

targeted by police.

2. Skewed crime data justifies 
greater police presence in these 
neighborhoods, and increased 
police presence and activity 
compounds concentrated 

disadvantages and reinforces 
segregative patterns.



 Racially segregated neighborhoods, 

particularly with lowest share of 

white residents, had the most crime 

predictions.

 Black or Latino residents lived in the 

most-targeted geographic areas. 

 The algorithm recommended greater 

police scrutiny of Black and Latino 

residents than White residents. 

 The number of predictions in a 

geographic area increased as the 

Black and Latino proportion of the 

population increased, and where 

where poorer households or public 

housing were concentrated. 



SEGREGATION AS A FRAME 

FOR EVALUATING 

MARKETING CLAIMS







Credit: Dustin Cable’s 

Dot Matric Map



Predictive policing technologies will continue to perpetuate 

structural inequities in society if the root causes of these 

inequities (i.e., segregation, discriminatory public policies) are 

not fully evaluated and considered in the technology 

development lifecycle and government technology 

procurement decision-making. 



RECOMMENDATIONS

 Predictive policing technologies should be evaluated under operational 
conditions before they are used, and such evaluations should be considered 
before any procurement contracts are signed and before the technology is 
deployed. 

 Predictive policing technologies used by federal agencies or funded by 
federal grants should comply with OMB’s AI governance and risk 
management guidance.

 Federal granting offices that fund predictive policing technologies should 
require pre- and post-deployment evaluations, and these evaluations should 
be considered public records. 

 Use cases with any evidence of racial disparities or otherwise biased 
outcomes should be referred for Title VI enforcement. 

 Vendors that receive poor evaluations should be subject to extra 
scrutiny and added to a moratorium list until corrective actions are 
taken.

 Law enforcement agencies that make misleading claims about predictive 
policing use cases should be disqualified from receiving additional DOJ 
grants. 

 DOJ should partner with the FTC to investigate deceptive vendor marketing 
claims. 

 DOJ should issue a procurement guidance for local law enforcement 
agencies that offers best practices and key considerations for procuring and 
deploying data-driven technologies. DOJ should consult experts, advocates, 
and practitioners in developing this guidance. 

 DOJ should maintain an inventory of police technology vendors, evaluations of their 
systems, and summaries of use cases deployed using federal funds. 
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