Issue Five: Is Racial Profiling Defensible 

                  Public Policy?
YES---John Derbyshire
NO---David A. Harris
1. In 1993 Jesse Jackson, the African American civil rights advocate, publicly confessed that “there is nothing more painful to me at this stage in my life than to walk down the street and hear footsteps and start thinking about robbery, then look around and see somebody white and feel relieved.”   What do you take this statement to mean?  Is Jackson admitting here that the negative stereotype about Blacks being more criminally inclined is correct?
2. Explain what John Derbyshire means when he writes that “the main fruit of the ‘racial profiling’ hysteria has been a decline in the efficiency of police work.  What is the evidentiary basis for this statement?

3. Clarify what exactly John Derbyshire means when he says that the campaign to ban racial profiling is an affront to common sense promoted by our over-educated and over-lawyered society.  What is the best rebuttal to his argument that racial profiling is perfectly protected by the US Constitution so long as race is only one factor in a generalized approach to the questioning of suspects?
4. Specifically, what does David A. Harris cite as evidence that the US Supreme Court has broadened the permissible scope of “police discretion” in the context of a heightened public concern over ‘racial profiling’?

5. Why is it that David A. Harris makes the argument that the current practices of ‘racial profiling’ are serving to alienate persons of color from community policing?  Do you agree or disagree with this argument especially when the police doing this are themselves ‘persons of color’?
6. And on what evidentiary basis is it that David A. Harris makes the claim that ‘racial profiling’ is not an efficient and effective way to catch criminals?

