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A dramatic spike in gun violence has 
Boston’s leaders scrambling to fi nd 
ways to keep locals from massacring 
each other.

After a much-heralded roundtable 
last week, Mayor Thomas Menino, Police 
Commissioner Kathleen O’Toole and DA 
Dan Conley pledged to act swiftly and 
decisively against violence. Though these 
plans don’t include replenishing a dwin-
dling pool of patrol offi cers and detec-
tives, Menino, O’Toole and Conley argued 
that rounding up already-wanted crimi-
nals, speeding gun cases through the 
courts and confi scating “STOP SNITCHIN” 
T-shirts should halt the city’s skyrocket-
ing homicide rate. 

City Councilor Rob Consalvo also 
threw his hat in the crime-prevention 
ring last week, proposing an internet 
database that could help revolutionize 
crimefi ghting in Boston. Or at least cause 
a civil liberties fi restorm. 

Consalvo wants to create an online 
database of violent gun offenders in 
Boston. Modeled after the state’s sex of-
fender registry, Consalvo’s gun registry 
would make the names, addresses 
and photographs of convicted 
violent offenders available 
online. 

“I don’t believe there’s any 
one answer to solving the problem 
of gun violence,” Consalvo said, “but 
we should give the police, the city, and 
neighborhood crime watches as many 
new tools as we can. Gun violence is 
such a severe issue that I should have 
the right, as a parent, to know if there’s 
a violent gun offender living two doors 
up the street.” 

According to Consalvo, the database 
would empower police, neighborhood 
crime watches and parents to track and 
guard against gun offenders, as well as 
“place some accountability on those who 
are offending with guns.” 

The Boston Police Department is 
also warm to the idea. Department 

spokesman Sgt. Thomas Sexton told the 
Dig, “We’d be supportive of anything 
that would help curb the use of fi re-
arms. It’s too preliminary to say that it 
would have an impact, but any effort to 
address gun violence is an effort in the 
right direction.” 

But while internet sex offender regis-
tries have been upheld as constitutional 
because of the unique public safety 
threat repeat sex offenders pose, privacy 
and civil liberties advocates are assailing 
the proposed gun registry, arguing that 
it would be ineffective and constitution-
ally offensive. 

“What public benefi t is served?” 
asked Marc Rotenberg, execu-
tive director of the Electronic 
Privacy Information Center. 
Rotenberg believes that 
lawmakers are un-
der increasing 
pressure to 

proliferate the availability 
of criminal records for prolifer-

ation’s sake, and if unchecked, this 
temptation will steadily erode citizens’ 
privacy rights.

“As a general matter, we should try to 
avoid setting up a scarlet letter society. 
Notifi cation statutes invariably exist to 
stigmatize the person, and from a pri-
vacy perspective, it’s really not the best 
approach to criminal justice.” 

Carol Rose, the Massachusetts ACLU’s 
executive director, agrees. “The ACLU 
is deeply concerned by the growing 
amount of gun violence, and saddened 
that community policing efforts are 
being hurt by cuts, but we don’t think 

this is the answer,” she said. “There 
are civil liberties concerns and serious 
effi cacy questions. It does not affect 
prevention—why not post the entire 
gun registry on the web? What about a 
shoplifting registry? A registry of cars 
that have been in accidents? Where 
does it end? At what point do you say 
people have paid their dues to the state, 
and it’s time to move forward?” 

Still, Consalvo is holding his ground, 
and a good shitfi ght can’t be far behind. 
“Privacy and civil liberties are extremely 
important, but I don’t think those con-

cerns trump public safety, es-
pecially during a crisis,” 

he argued. “There 
were the same 

concerns with the 
sex offender registry, 

and they all met 

constitutional 
muster. Whatever con-
stitutional muster they met 
there, with regards to privacy and civil 
liberties, would be met by this registry as 
well. When we have a hearing, any and 
all groups that have concerns, including 
the ACLU, will be invited to share them 
with us.” 

He also threw cold water on the 
slippery slope, attempting to draw a 
distinction between crimes that are 
internet-database-worthy and those that 
aren’t: “The seriousness of the question 
is the issue,” he said. “It’s an issue that’s 
so critically important. Shoplifting is not. 
This is one of the gravest problems we’re 
up against, and we have to act accord-
ingly.”
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Will gun-toting criminals soon get the internet sex offender treatment?
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