
As a group of  neighbors, lawyers, and organizers, the Stop the Injunction Coalition lacks the power that Police Chief  Batts or City At-
torney Russo have to make decisions for Oakland.  However, we do have the numbers on our side.  Despite Russo’s claim that “Sometimes 
numbers lie,” (Manzanita Neighborhood Crime Prevention Meeting, 5/12/10), the taxpayers whose city services are being cut while a 
costly and ineffective injunction is being pushed through, beg to differ, as do those of  us who are experiencing increased police harassment, 
surveillance, and displacement as a result of  injunctions across California.

Running the Numbers on the Injunction:
Injunction fact sheet

(over)

This fact sheet responds to the same questions asked on the City Attorney’s fact sheet, “Injunction Fact Sheet.”  As the Stop 
the Injunction Coalition has no budget or political interests to serve, we have created a fact sheet using facts and research.

What is a “gang” injunction? 
A “gang” injunction is a court order issued by a civil court judge which places restrictions on activities in a specific geographic 
area. City Attorney John Russo requested the North Oakland injunction. He claims that certain groups of  people constitute a 
“public nuisance” and that the city needs special legal powers to stop it.  “Gang” injunctions are civil court orders that attempt 
to address crime by using a lower legal standard than required by the criminal justice system, that can result in serious civil 
liberties violations. Law enforcement uses injunctions as a tool to label people gang members and restrict their activities in a 
defined area.

Where is the North Oakland injunction zone?
The injunction zone applies to a 100-block area in North Oakland, running from approximately 67th and 26th street, between 
Telegraph Ave and Vallejo Street (between Berkeley, Emeryville, Telegraph St, and the 580 Freeway).

Who exactly does the injunction apply to?
“North Side Oakland” is named by the Oakland Police Department as a gang in the injunction zone. Also named as 
individuals are 15 young men. No one is restricted by the injunction unless you are served in person or by mail with injunction 
documents that name you and proven in civil court to be a member of  the “North Side Oakland gang.”  

Does the injunction apply to anyone else in the neighborhood?
The injunction affects everyone in the neighborhood in lots of  ways.  For one, the injunction, which is an unproven and 
expensive law enforcement tactic, is costing the taxpayers hundreds of  thousands of  dollars while our city budget is in a 
devastating deficit.  Instead of  investing in proven methods of  creating safety - such as youth programs, education, and 
housing stability - the City Attorney’s office is using city funds for an injunction. 

Beyond that, research shows that injunctions increase police harassment (particularly for youth of  color) and surveillance for 
those in the communities in injunction zones.  Friends and family members of  those enjoined in the injunction are at risk 
of  being labeled gang members and added to the injunction as well, as the criteria for being labeled is shockingly loose (for 
more information, download our Know Your Rights Guide).  Being labeled a gang member carries serious implications, such 
as creating harsher sentences - along the lines of  five to ten years longer.  However, this “gang member” label is virtually 
incontestable.   Because injunctions also have no consistent evidence for improving safety, the neighborhood may also be 
affected by continued violence.

Does this lead to racial profiling?
Gang injunctions lead to racial profiling both in how they are first created and in how they expand.  While this injunction is 
limited to specific individuals and does not allow law enforcement officers to subject others to its harsh terms based upon 
their appearance, race has undeniably played a part in the targeting of  North Oakland and the 15 young men charged as 
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defendants.  As noted by the ACLU, “Despite the documented existence of  white gangs, no California gang injunction has 
targeted a white gang.”  Racial profiling will continue in the addition of  new names and the targeting of  other communities, if  
the Superior Court Judge Freedman allows those expansions.

How does the injunction work?
It severely restricts the rights of  people named in the order when they are in the injunction zone. By arguing that certain 
groups of  people are a “public nuisance,” the City Attorney has managed to apply special rules to them that criminalize 
ordinary activities.  For example, people named in the injunction cannot associate with others and are subject to curfew in their 
own neighborhood.

Can a “gang member” subject to the injunction do normal things like go to work?
According to the way the injunction is written, yes.  However, the police can and do use the injunction to harass and arrest 
people unfairly - we have heard an account of  an enjoined community member who was harassed by the police, using the 
injunction incorrectly as a reason to arrest him.  It’s also important to remember that being a “gang member” is not illegal.

What happens if a “gang member” violates the injunction?
They can be charged with a misdemeanor and face up to 6 months of  jail time and/or a $1000 fine.  Research shows that 
people who have been imprisoned often have a harder time finding employment and face additional obstacles to attending 
higher education, making it difficult to re-enter a legal economy.  

If someone breaks the law, why not just arrest them? Why use an injunction?
An injunction makes legal conduct illegal, creating new crimes that only apply to the people enjoined.  An injunction creates 
the option of  using civil court to try people, taking away the right to a trial with a jury.  People named in the injunction are at 
a legal disadvantage, because of  the injunction’s area of  law - it’s a confusing hybrid of  civil and criminal law that few lawyers 
and judges fully understand.  While those enjoined have the right to an attorney if  charged with violating the injunction, they 
don’t have the right to a court-appointed attorney for being named as a “gang” member in the first place, creating a huge 
financial burden making representation impossible for many.

Other neighborhoods have “gangs” – why get an injunction in North Oakland?
“Gang” injunctions are generally placed in areas that are in a process of  gentrification or are up against an area that is 
gentrified.  North Oakland is currently experiencing gentrification, as is much of  Oakland.  The injunction, which targets 
young Black men, makes it difficult for them and their families to remain within an injunction area, and hastens displacement. 

How does someone get out of the injunction?
Very few people have been able to opt-out of  injunctions across the country.  Opt-out provisions are very strict and difficult 
to follow, especially for those who have been previously imprisoned or criminalized, or who are pushed out of  a legalized 
economy.  The opt-out board in Oakland is comprised of  a police officer, the district attorney, and another authority 
designated by the City Attorney, without any community representative independent of  law enforcement. Those enjoined have 
to wait for two years to apply for an opt-out, unless they go directly to the judge.

Are gang injunctions constitutional?
Judges have found injunctions like this one constitutional, but gang injunctions inevitably result in civil liberties violations 
when implemented and unconstitutionally deprive defendants of  due process despite court opinions to the contrary.  In 
addition to racial profiling that leads to unnecessary harassment, the injunction can have serious long-term effects even on 
people who are no longer involved in public nuisance (gang activity) or erroneously profiled and documented in a gang 
database. Moreover, gang injunctions are a misdirection of  public funds and energy.  This is not an effective strategy for 
making our communities safer - there are more effective ways to address the root problems of  violence, including Plan for 
Safer Oakland’s strategies: investing in youth, re-entry programs for those returning from prison, and investing in people, not 
police or prisons.


