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S.B. 9: CHECKPOINTS ARE A TICKET TO RACIAL PROFILING, LITIGATION,  
AND AN IMMIGRATION SCARE 

 

QUESTIONS: How will S.B. 9 impact immigration enforcement by local law enforcement?  What problems could arise 
from S.B. 9? 
 

KEY FINDINGS 
 

• Section 17 of S.B. 9 could become an immigration enforcement dragnet. 
 

– Section 17 would create a checkpoint program between DPS and local law enforcement to ensure drivers have 
a valid driver’s license and proof of financial responsibility.  

– Some Texas drivers who drive without a license are undocumented immigrants, currently prohibited from 
receiving a driver’s license under state law.  Others are lawful immigrants barred under current DPS rules 
from receiving a Texas driver’s license. 

– While the stated purpose of driver’s license checkpoints may be to encourage drivers to maintain a current 
license and insurance, it is easy for the checkpoints to become about something else.  In El Paso in 2006, 
license and insurance checkpoints were shut down after claims they were being used for immigration 
screening, and after unlawful seizures sparked lawsuits against the sheriff’s office.1  In an investigation of 
checkpoints in California, one study found that they were implemented in primarily Latino communities, and 
misapplication raised concerns about racial profiling and corruption.2 

– As long as officers manning these license and registration checkpoints maintain their discretion to ask 
immigration status questions, the checkpoints are likely to become more about immigration enforcement, 
racial profiling, and expensive constitutional litigation than road safety. 

 

• Anti-immigrant legislation will damage the Texas economy severely when we are already struggling. 
 

– In 2007, Oklahoma passed H.B. 1804, a bill that required police to check the immigration status of anyone 
“suspected” to be undocumented, among other harsh anti-immigrant measures.  The economic impact on the 
state was alarming.  One study showed a 3% decrease in the overall workforce, along with a decrease in 
production, a decrease in high skilled wages, and a decrease in the Gross State Product as a result of the bill’s 
passage.3 

– Heavy enforcement of immigration laws in Arizona has caused approximately 100,000 Latinos to leave the 
state,4 taking the agricultural industry with them and driving down labor costs in neighboring states such as 
Oklahoma.5 

– Undocumented immigrants in Arizona have begun consuming less out of fear of leaving their homes, in some 
cases causing a 70-80% decrease in sales.6 

– Texas is highly vulnerable to the economic impacts of international investors and consumers choosing to take 
their business elsewhere.  In 2008, foreign companies employed 76,500 workers in Arizona; in Texas, that 
number totaled 439,400.  Arizona exported $15.7 billion in 2010.  Texas exported $206.6 billion, and Mexico 
accounted for 35% of exports, making it our number one trading partner.7  Texas is by far the top investment 
site for foreign businesses, with over $119.25 billion in foreign direct investment assets.8 

 

SOLUTIONS 
 

 Remove Section 17 from S.B. 9 or prohibit inquiries into immigration status at driver’s license 
checkpoints. 
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