Reformist reform
vs. abolitionist
steps in policing

challenge the notion
that police increase
safety?

DOES
THIS...

reduce funding
to police?

reduce tools / tactics /
technology police have

These charts break down the difference
between reformist reforms which continue
or expand the reach of policing, and
abolitionist steps that work to chip away and
reduce its overall impact. As we struggle to
decrease the power of policing there are also
positive and pro-active investments we can
make in community health and well-being.

reduce the scale
of policing?

at their disposal?

NO. Body cameras
are pitched as
making police more
accountable,
increasing the idea
that policing, done
"right," makes
people safe.

INCREASES.
Equipping police
officers with body
cameras will require
more money going
toward police
budgets.

BODY
& CAMERAS

NCREASES. Body
cameras provide the
police with another
tool, increasing
surveillance and
increasing police
budgets to acquire
more gadgets.

INCREASES. Body
cameras are based on the
idea that police who do not
use "excessive force" are less
threatening. But police can
turn off body cameras and,
when used, footage often

doesn't have the impact that
community members want,
or is used for surveillance.

NO. This is based
on the belief that
policing is focused
on keeping people
safe, and the violence
of policing is caused
by a "breakdown of
trust" with the
community.

NO. Advocates of
community policing
argue that
departments will
have to hire more
cops to be in
neighborhoods and
in the community.

COMMUNITY
POLICING

INCREASES. Cops
are trained in
additional tactic and
approaches.

NO. More community
police means that the
scale of policing will
increase, particularly in
Black, Brown, poor
neighboorhoods, where
there is perceived
"mistrust”.

NO. This furthers the
belief that better
training would ensure
that we can rely on
police for safety, and
that instances of police
harm and violence
occur because of a
lack of training.

NO. More training
will require more
funding and
resources going to
police to develop
and run trainings.

MORE
& TRAINING

INCREASES all of
these.

NO. This will increase the
scope of policing, given the
type of training. For
instance, some advocate
for police to be trained on
how to respond to mental
health crises, furthering
the idea that police are the
go to for every kind of
problem.

O. Overseeing the

NO. In some cases, police through a board

Civilian Review Boards

NO. This further
entrenches policing as a

O. Some argue for
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DOES reduce funding challenge the notion  reduce tools / tactics / reduce the scale

THI S to po lice? that police increase technoloigy z?ohce have Of po licin g?
safety? at their disposal?
YES. This can .
INCREASE hES' It phallﬁnges YES. Access to paid /" yES The less financial
SUSPEND THE community-based the notion that administrative leave [ ¢ S5ort for police
USE OF PAID budgets as gg'd'CgQg violence, [ |essens the f Undergoing
ADMINISTRATIVE >~ 2 S, conseqguences o ; ; ; i
LEAVE FOR COPS FﬂU”'C'pa“UES no administrative costy yse quforce’ and ;nnvdesetx'%?slgcef%rslqupg
SLDIS onger pay for itincurrs, are presumes the right
INVESTIGATION policing's harm essential risks of of police to use ;orce, |t.h.e less support
?ngearlr?étercsommumty creating "safety.” violence at all. Or POlICIng.
YES. This can
INCREASE YES. It challenges  AYES, |t reduces the
h h - :
PEI‘GQI-,(-)HNOSLADND community-based tk'lle' ﬂOtIOﬂdt at ability of police
DONTREHIRE | Dudgetsas vl forces to move YES.
COPS INVOLVED municipalities no EXCEsSIVE Torce 1 around or re-
are exceptions, k
IN EXCESSIVE longer pay for her than th €ngage cops known
FORCE policing's harm raf er than the for their use of
against community \ Y& violence.
members.
WVESI'?EZEEC% ES. It challenges the / YES. It creates
REQUIRE communitv-based notion that policing pressure for police
COPS TO BE bud Y and all its costs are to account for their
LIABLE FOR udgets as essential components | actions, at least YES.

of safety. Community
members should not
pay for its inevitable
violence.

MISCONDUCT municipalities no
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SETTLEMENTS policing's harm
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limits legitimacy of
policing violence as
inevitable

members.
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