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ORDER 

 On December 23, 2008, the United States filed a Complaint 

in this matter. The Complaint alleged that the Virgin Islands 

Police Department (“VIPD”) had engaged in a pattern of conduct 

that deprived people of the rights and privileges that were 

guaranteed to them by the Constitution and laws of the United 

States. On the same date, the parties submitted to the Court a 

proposed Consent Decree (the “decree”), in which the parties 
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agreed to achieve substantial compliance by August 21, 2009. The 

Court issued the consent decree on March 24, 2009. 

 The decree lists in detail the various steps VIPD is to 

undertake to correct the pattern of conduct that led the United 

States to bring this suit. Notwithstanding, the VIPD has failed 

to meet the August 21, 2009, substantial compliance deadline to 

which it agreed. In light of that failure, the Court instituted 

a system of quarterly evidentiary hearings in this matter. The 

hearings serve the purpose of keeping the Court informed of 

VIPD’s progress towards achieving compliance with the decree’s 

requirements. The quarterly hearings also provide an incentive 

for VIPD to continuously work towards achieving compliance with 

the decree’s requirements. 

 Having afforded VIPD more than several years to attain 

measurable progress towards substantial compliance, the Court, 

at a hearing held on November 21, 2016, set February 23, 2017, 

as the date by which VIPD was to achieve substantial compliance 

with all of the decree’s requirements. 

 On February 10, 2017, VIPD filed a motion for an extension 

of time to comply with all of the requirements of the decree. In 

its motion, the VIPD indicated that it could not achieve 

substantial compliance by February 23, 2017. The Court has since 

urged the parties to undertake such efforts as are necessary to 
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achieve substantial compliance on or before the third quarterly 

hearing for 2017. 

  The premises considered, it is hereby 

 ORDERED that the Motion for Extension of Time to Comply 

With All Requirements of the Consent Decree is hereby GRANTED; 

and it is further 

 ORDERED that the VIPD shall achieve substantial compliance 

with all of the Consent Decree’s requirements no later than 

November 23, 2017. 

      S\     

      Curtis V. Gómez 

 District Judge 
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