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Introduction to policies challenging the State
Texas is a state that have been experiencing its all-time low crime rates. High imprisonment rates, “get-tough” policies and increasing police patrols are the highest contributors to the reduction. Just recently, Texas Criminal Justice System reported that crime rates have gone down by 20 percent and this has led to close down of eight prisons. These outcomes notwithstanding, the criminal justice system have been facing numerous challenges associated with policies and procedures put in place by the federal government. As the U.S. continues to design stricter immigration policies, Texas legislature is not left behind. It passed a bill that requires local law enforcers to cooperate with ICE agents in questioning immigrants’ status. The bill receives some contentious questioning as police officers are not trained to operate as immigrant agents. It has also raised some concerns about the legitimacy and racial profiling of the immigrants. Policies such as Texas Occupations Code §1701 that was designed for requiring police officers to wear body-worn cameras have also created some ongoing debates that continues to receive critical attention.
An explanation of why the policies are challenging the State
Policies for sanctuary cities were initially designed to allow immigrants to seek asylum in the state. The policies prohibits anyone from questioning immigrants and for this reason, local and state law enforcers are accused of ignoring federal and immigration laws. Immigration laws requires police officers to transmit suspect’s fingerprints to Immigration and Custom Enforcement, which, then, decides who to detain and deport. To some extent, state and local law enforcers feels that it is not the work of the ICE to determine the fate of immigrants who are perceived as criminals. In other words, ICE impedes local law enforcers from doing their job. 
On the other hand, there have been an existing perception that immigrants bring crime into the U.S. In fact, a recent survey showed that almost half of Americans believe that immigrants increase the rate of crimes (Gallup, 2017). Whether this is true or false, it is a matter of racial profiling. Local law enforcers who tend to have a similar perception tend to arrest immigrants on the basis of their racial backgrounds. Texas policies that call for crackdown on the sanctuary cities create an opportunity for racial profiling by police officers. One major challenge associated with the crackdown is that it reduces public trust towards law enforcers hence making it even more difficult to effectively implement policies in sanctuary cities. 
Sanctuary policies tend to hinder collaboration and sharing of information about immigrants in the custody between law enforcement agencies and federal authorities. This is a big challenge, which Texas had been facing. More generally, racial attitudes and feelings about immigrants determine the effectiveness of the policies (Garand et al., 2017). Police officers who associate with immigrants in terms of race are less likely to report undocumented individuals who are arrested to ICE. Thus, implementation of sanctuary policies is challenging to both the criminal justice system and immigration authorities as to some extent it is perceived to have some discriminatory effects which are inflicted on immigrants. 
[bookmark: _GoBack]The other area in which Texas criminal justice system have been facing some challenges is in determining whether or not police officers should wear body-worn cameras. The verdict of to use lethal force is a determining characteristic of police work (Klahm & Tillyer, 2010). It is easy to recognize that part of the criminal justice system seems to adapt what is well known as a “police culture” through the authoritative force. Authoritative force dictates the implementation of the program of body-worn cameras by police officers. Police culture develops from tensions which police officers encounter during their line of duties. The willingness to respond to the authority and pressure to be efficient in work have been influencing law enforcer’s willingness to implement policies designed for body-worn cameras. 
Sometimes, law enforcers are authorized to use lethal force against suspects and later face some charges for their actions. Body-worn cameras could help solve such kind of a dilemma as technology used in the device records each event during an encounter. This means that if a police officer received an order from a top-rank, e.g. from an officer who is higher in command, then, this would make the commander liable for the action. If viewed from this perspective, the idea of requiring police officers to wear body-worn cameras when they are in their line of duties would come last in the minds of those in authority. This is especially so when dealing with highly profiled citizens in the State. 
While Texas have tried to implement Code §1701, many law enforcers want nothing to do with the body-worn cameras. Most of them argue that it violates their privacy. The other challenge the State had been facing with the implementation of the program, is the cost of purchasing devices. Research shows that federal government had been underfunding criminal justice department and, therefore, this translates to less resources distributed to law enforcers. 
Proposed Evidence-Based Solutions
Introducing a local police program for screening immigrant offenders could help alleviate challenges local law enforcers have been facing with sanctuary policies. In a recent report, Texas Representative. John Culberson claimed that sanctuary policies which forbid local officers from coordinating with ICE are “inconsistent” with federal law (Cadman & Vaughan, 2016). 
Solution: 
Instead of pushing for sanctuary policies that target immigrants as criminals, a screening program could help avoid wrongful convictions given that most of the immigrants are arrested simply based on their racial backgrounds with no evidence of criminal behaviors. The screening program should allow both ICE and law enforcers do their work as separate entities (Khashu, 2009). In 2014, the Obama administration introduced Priority Enforcement Program that allowed voluntary coordination between ICE and local enforcement (Immigration, 2015). The program closed down in 2017 simply because there was no proper coordination between local law enforcers and ICE. According to Khashu (2009), federal law has never been clarified the role of law enforcers in immigration enforcement. 287(g) program, Alien Program (CAP) and Secure Communities are other programs which have been implemented for screening immigrants at state, county, and municipal jails. So far, none of them have emerged successfully due to lack of coordination between ICE and local law enforcers. 
Solution to the Implementation of Body-Worn Cameras
Budgeting of incarceration costs could help solve challenges faced by local law enforcers. Local law enforcement claim that body-worn cameras costs them thousands of dollars each year. To implement the program effectively, an investment should be made in terms of purchasing the devices, training the officers on how to use them, and for policy development (Mateescu et al, 2016). 
Policies regulating when to wear body-worn cameras should be put in place to solve the issue of privacy concerns raised by police officers. There is enough evidence showing that if police officers are allowed to wear the device only when they encounter a suspect. In addition, policies should be developed to prevent supervisors from using the cameras to “fish expeditions” against police officers (White, 2013). Research shows that if these solutions are implemented, they could help reduce resistance to wearing the devices by a larger margin (Mateescu et al., 2016).
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