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Please click on the link below to read an Article by The 

Washington Post titled How sanctuary cities work, and how 

Trump’s executive order might affect them. 

 https://www.washingtonpost.com/graphics/national/sanctuary-cities/  

Click on the link below to read an article written by Michael J. 

Davidson featured in the Virginia Lawyer Magazine. 

http://www.vsb.org/docs/valawyermagazine/vl0816-sanctuary.pdf  
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Ivan Ramirez, 10, embraces his mother, Hilda Ramirez, at St. Andrews Presbyterian Church in Austin. 
(Ilana Panich-Linsman/For The Washington Post) 

AUSTIN — Last spring, Jim Rigby opened the doors of St. Andrew’s Presbyterian 

Church to Hilda Ramirez and her 10-year-old son, undocumented immigrants fleeing 

civil strife in Guatemala. He borrowed some furniture, set up bunk beds in the Sunday 

school teacher’s office — and trained church members to lock the doors and form a 

human shield if immigration officers come knocking. 

“Do we stand up for human rights now? Or do we act like zebras on the Serengeti, 

hoping the lion eats us last?” said Rigby, 66, the longtime minister of one of Austin’s 

most liberal houses of worship. “People of good conscience,” he said, must put 

themselves between asylum seekers and “harm’s way.” 

Rigby is part of a growing movement determined to oppose President Trump’s policies 

for cracking down on immigration. While thousands of protesters gather nationwide to 

decry Trump’s temporary travel ban on refugees and on citizens of seven majority-

Muslim nations, Rigby and other activists in cities with large immigrant populations are 

bracing for what they fear will come next: a wave of raids and deportations. 

Trump has called for the deportation of as many as 3 million undocumented immigrants 

who have committed crimes on U.S. soil. In one of his first acts as president, Trump 

ordered the Department of Homeland Security to look at withholding federal funding 



from cities that refuse to assist immigration officials, a loose collection of municipalities 

known as “sanctuary cities.” 

 
The Rev. Jim Rigby shows Ivan a few chords on the guitar he gave him. (Ilana Panich-Linsman/For The 
Washington Post) 

Austin has become the first battleground in that conflict, where the governor and a local 

sheriff are now locked in a standoff over the issue. A liberal enclave in the heart of 

conservative Texas, the capital city lies a little more than three hours from the Mexican 

border. About 35 percent of its 931,000 residents are Hispanic, according to U.S. Census 

estimates, and the city is home to a vibrant sanctuary movement that sprang to life 

during President Barack Obama’s first term, when his administration carried out a 

record number of deportations. 

[Trump is likely to keep eye on brewing sanctuary city battle in Texas] 

In November, voters in Travis County, which includes Austin, elected a new sheriff, who 

campaigned on a promise not to detain people based solely on their immigration status. 

Hours after Trump took office, Sheriff Sally Hernandez (D) posted an eight-minute 

video on her official website explaining the new policy, which took effect Wednesday. 

Texas sheriff explains immigration policy 
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Play Video8:45 
Travis County Sheriff Sally Hernandez (D) explains how her office will cooperate with federal immigration officers 

while maintaining sanctuary city protections. The county will not comply with voluntary requests from immigration 

authorities to detain people solely on the basis of their immigration status. (Travis County Sheriff's Office) 

https://www.washingtonpost.com/news/the-fix/wp/2017/01/25/why-president-trump-is-likely-to-keep-a-close-eye-on-a-brewing-sanctuary-city-battle-in-texas/?utm_term=.e727fc183826


Texas Gov. Greg Abbott (R), a Trump supporter and immigration hard-liner, quickly 

fought back, accusing Hernandez of playing “a dangerous game of political Russian 

roulette — with the lives of Texans at stake.” 

This week, Abbott made good on a threat to withhold $1.5 million in state criminal 

justice grants, money that funds services for veterans, parents struggling with drug 

addiction and victims of family violence. He also asked state agencies by Friday to 

prepare a full list of all state funding provided to Travis County, suggesting that 

additional punishment may be forthcoming. 

“Some law enforcement officials in Texas are openly refusing to enforce existing law. 

That is unacceptable,” Abbott said in his annual State of the State address this week. 

“Elected officials don’t get to pick and choose which laws they obey. To protect Texans 

from deadly danger, we must insist that laws be followed.” 

 

Protesters at the Capitol in Austin in 2015 asked Texas Gov. Greg Abbott to end his opposition to President Barack 

Obama’s executive orders shielding millions of people from deportation. (Jay Janner/Austin American-Statesman 

via Associated Press) 

 



Under a new policy from Sheriff Sally Hernandez, Travis County will not comply with requests from immigration 

authorities to detain people solely on the basis of their immigration status. (Martin do Nascimento) 

Abbott called on lawmakers to act urgently to ban sanctuary cities. A measure drafted by 

state Sen. Charles Perry (R-Lubbock), an Abbott ally, would withhold state funding from 

cities, counties and colleges that do not comply with immigration detainers. It also 

would require county jailers to determine and record the immigration status of every 

arrestee. Supporters and protesters of the legislation crammed into the Texas statehouse 

Thursday for a hearing of the bill, which, as Perry acknowledged under questioning, 

does not actually define “sanctuary city.” 

Last week, Abbott threatened to oust Hernandez, who was elected with 60 percent of the 

vote. Legislation to permit him to do so has yet to be filed, but a spokesman for Abbott 

noted that the threat to cut off state funding was sufficient to persuade the Dallas 

County sheriff to abandon sanctuary policies last year. 

Austin, however, is standing firm. Mayor Steve Adler, a Democrat, and other city 

officials have vowed to support Hernandez, arguing that most undocumented 

immigrants do not pose a threat to the community and that deportations have ripped 

local families apart. 

Travis County Judge Sarah Eckhardt (D) says she, too, stands behind the sheriff. More 

aggressive deportation “would absolutely wreck” the state economy, she added, ticking 

off half a dozen Texas industries — including agriculture, construction and biotech — 

that rely on immigrant labor. 

Besides, she said, Travis County is not alone in ignoring immigration detainers. 

“The only difference,” Eckhardt said, “is that Sally Hernandez had the guts to write 

down what she’s doing.” 

Hernandez declined requests for an interview. Under her new policy, Travis County will 

not comply with requests from immigration authorities to detain people solely on the 



basis of their immigration status. If DHS finds someone who is undocumented, and that 

person is charged with murder, sexual assault or human smuggling, Hernandez says she 

will comply with federal requests to hold the person for 48 hours so they can be taken 

into custody by the U.S. Immigration and Customs Enforcement, or ICE, and ultimately 

deported. 

However, if the person is accused of committing a minor infraction and would otherwise 

be eligible for release from jail, Hernandez says she will not hold them unless ICE 

obtains a warrant. 

Federal courts have repeatedly concluded that local jailers have no legal obligation to 

comply with ICE detainers. Moreover, courts have said that holding someone without a 

warrant could violate their constitutional rights, putting jailers at risk of lawsuits. 

Hernandez has also argued that enforcing immigration laws undermines trust in her 

deputies, who depend on the cooperation of people in the community to solve crimes. 

“Our jail cannot be perceived as a holding tank for ICE,” Hernandez said. “We cannot 

afford to make our community less safe by driving people into the shadows.” 

Supporters of the sanctuary city ban say Perry’s bill includes protections for witnesses 

and victims of crimes. Meanwhile, Abbott has said that Hernandez’s policy would have 

led to the release of more than 50 dangerous criminals since she took office, including 

people accused of sexual assault and aggravated assault with a deadly weapon. Travis 

County officials said they are reviewing that claim. 



 
A painting of Ivan hangs below photos in the bedroom Hilda Ramirez shares with her son. She said the painting was 

stained and torn in half when she crossed the Rio Grande. (Ilana Panich-Linsman/For The Washington Post) 

Although Austin is the first sanctuary city to face a loss of funding, Trump’s executive 

order means cities nationwide could soon confront the same harsh choice. New York 

Mayor Bill de Blasio (D) has vowed to “defend all of our people regardless . . . of their 

immigration status.” And Boston Mayor Marty Walsh (D) has invited people at risk of 

deportation to seek shelter at City Hall. 

This week, San Francisco City Attorney Dennis Herrera filed suit, calling Trump’s order 

on sanctuary cities an infringement of local control that is “not only unconstitutional. 

It’s un-American.” 

Said Rachel Rosenbloom, a professor of immigration law and policy at Northeastern 

University: “Cities are definitely emerging as the protectors of immigrants.” Since 

Trump’s election in November, she said, “there have been a number of cities that have 

really doubled down on their support for immigrants.” 

D.C. is a sanctuary city. Here's what that means. 
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Play Video1:35 

President-elect Donald Trump pledged to end "sanctuary cities" while campaigning for the White House. 

Washington, D.C., is one such city. Here's what that means and how D.C. is trying to fight Trump's stance. (Claritza 

Jimenez/The Washington Post) 

In Austin, sanctuary activists applaud the new sheriff’s stance. But they say that keeping 

ICE out of the county jail will not be enough to thwart the crackdown. So they’re 

planning mass acts of civil disobedience, soliciting churches to shelter undocumented 



immigrants, developing neighborhood warning systems so people know to hide when 

ICE comes through and training volunteers to act as human shields. 

“Our plan is to prepare 500 people to do sanctuary in the streets,” said Alejandro 

Caceres, 29, a legal resident from Honduras who leads the ICE Out of Austin campaign 

for the civil rights group Grassroots Leadership. 

Ramirez, a tiny woman with a shy smile, has become something of a poster child for the 

movement. On a recent weeknight, she and her son, Ivan, appeared at a fundraiser and, 

through an interpreter, told the story of crossing the U.S. border, being detained by ICE 

for months and then being filled with fear upon their release from custody while federal 

officials considered her application for asylum. 

 
Ivan climbs into his bunk bed, where he sleeps above his mother. (Ilana Panich-Linsman/For The Washington Post) 

That application was eventually denied. But Ramirez received a stay last fall that has 

temporarily lifted the threat of deportation. 

The audience, mostly white and older, applauded Ramirez and then sang along with a 

visiting folk singer who belted out lyrics about peace and justice while strumming a 

guitar. 

Afterward, Ramirez returned to her makeshift bedroom at St. Andrew’s, an 

unremarkable structure with white walls, a sloping brown roof and a modest steeple on 

Austin’s far north side. A banner outside read: “We stand with our Muslim neighbors.” 



Rigby, the church minister, acknowledges that sheltering an undocumented immigrant 

is risky. “When you’re aiding someone who is being called a criminal, you’re protecting 

them in your church, you can be charged with violating federal law,” he said. 

But Rigby insists that Americans have a humanitarian obligation to provide shelter to 

innocent people fleeing violence and lawlessness — even if it means defying the 

government in Washington and the Texas statehouse. 

“You got a president and a governor who are rattling swords,” Rigby said. “Would you 

protect people being hunted? Well, now we get to find out the answer.” 

 

Abigail Hauslohner is a national reporter who covers Islam, Arab affairs and America. Before coming to Washington in 2015, she spent seven 

years covering war, politics and religion in the Middle East, and served as the Post’s Cairo bureau chief. She has also covered District politics and 

government. 

  Follow @ahauslohner 
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Sanctuary cities free more than 2,000 illegal 
immigrants rather than cooperate with feds 
By Stephen Dinan  

The Obama administration has made significant headway in cutting down the number of 
sanctuary cities, but 279 municipalities are still holding out, refusing to cooperate with 
federal authorities on at least some cases involving illegal immigrants, Homeland 
Security officials said as they detailed year-end enforcement numbers last week. 

Those sanctuary communities released more than 2,000 illegal immigrants back onto 
the streets rather than turn them over to federal authorities in fiscal year 2016, and were 
on pace for even more in the first two months of fiscal year 2017, which began Oct. 1. 

The numbers were part of Homeland Security's year-end immigration enforcement 
update, which said border agents and officers are reporting more illegal immigrants 
attempting to cross into the U.S., in what has been dubbed a new surge of migration. 

https://twitter.com/intent/follow?screen_name=ahauslohner


Yet fewer are being caught in the interior by ICE, as President Obama continued to 
make good on his vow to stop deporting all but the most serious of illegal immigrants. 

Last year, ICE caught 114,000 illegal immigrants, the lowest number in Mr. Obama's 
tenure. That represented only 1 percent of the estimated 11 million illegal immigrants 
believed to be at large in the U.S. 

More than 90 percent of those ICE apprehended had criminal convictions, had gang 
ties, were deemed national security risks, were new illegal arrivals or were defying 
active orders of deportation. 

Security analysts say that makes the number of people released by uncooperative 
sanctuary cities even more troubling. The Obama administration wouldn't be asking for 
them unless they were priorities for deportation, either as convicted criminals, national 
security risks or people who are ignoring recent orders of deportation. 

Led by Philadelphia and Cook County in Illinois, which refuse all cooperation with the 
federal government, sanctuaries are likely to be one of the thorniest issues confronting 
Donald Trump as president. He has vowed penalties for defying immigration laws. 

Mr. Trump's selection to be attorney general, Sen. Jeff Sessions of Alabama, has also 
expressed support for blocking some federal funds from sanctuary cities - and even 
suggested bringing criminal charges against them. 

The Obama administration has also called for sanctuary cities and localities to 
cooperate, saying communities that refuse to turn over illegal immigrants wanted by 
federal agents are making the streets less safe and causing more hassle for 
immigration agents. 

"Declined detainers result in convicted criminals being released back into U.S. 
communities with the potential to re-offend," U.S. Immigration and Customs 
Enforcement said in its 2016 review released Friday. 

"Detainer" is the term ICE uses when it asks a local police or sheriff's department to 
hold an illegal immigrant for pickup by federal agents. A declined detainer means the 
locals refused, and instead released the person onto the streets. 

Fewer sanctuaries 

ICE has been making some progress. In fiscal year 2015, there were 395 jurisdictions 
that acted as sanctuaries, refusing to turn over a total of 8,546 illegal immigrants that 
were being sought by ICE agents. In 2016, the number of jurisdictions dropped to 279, 
and the total number of illegal immigrants shielded was down by more than three-
quarters to 2,008. It's not a straight 1-to-1 comparison, however, because ICE likely 
stopped asking in 2016 for detainers on some illegal immigrants in communities that 
have gained reputations for refusing to cooperate. 



Of the 25 largest jurisdictions that offered sanctuary a few years ago, 21 of them have 
started to work with ICE in some capacity since Homeland Security Secretary Jeh 
Johnson made a major push to establish better cooperation. Still, even those 21 
municipalities don't fully cooperate, officials acknowledged. 

Some, such as Philadelphia and Cook County, home of Chicago, balk at most requests. 

Asked over the summer, Philadelphia officials insisted that they attempt to cooperate on 
"violent criminals or suspected terrorists," but they didn't answer specific Justice 
Department allegations that the city refused cooperation. Cook County, meanwhile, 
didn't respond to repeated requests for comment. 

On broader measures of overall immigration enforcement, the numbers show continued 
struggles both at the border and inside the U.S. 

Just five years ago, ICE agents apprehended 338,000 people in the interior of the U.S. - 
nearly three times the 114,000 captured in 2016. 

"That's where we've really seen changes," said one Homeland Security official who 
briefed reporters on the numbers Friday afternoon on the condition that he not be 
named publicly. 

Stung by criticism from immigrant rights advocates who dub Mr. Obama the "deporter in 
chief," the administration has made a concerted effort to start kicking out fewer migrants 
from inside the U.S. The president and Mr. Johnson laid out a series of priorities and 
ordered agents to drop other cases. 

Those priorities include serious felons and national security risks, those with multiple 
misdemeanors, recent border crossers and those who have been ordered deported 
since 2014, but who are refusing to go. 

Of those ICE kicked out in 2016, nearly 84 percent were serious felons, national 
security risks or gang members, or were caught at the border. Another 13 percent had 
repeat misdemeanors or were caught in the interior after sneaking in after 2013. 

Even as interior agents catch fewer immigrants, Border Patrol agents and U.S. Customs 
and Border Protection officers who man the ports of entry are reporting a spike in 
migrants attempting to enter illegally. 

Homeland Security officials say the number caught at the border is an indicator of the 
number getting through it, so it signals an overall increase in the flow. 

Border Patrol agents caught 415,816 people trying to enter illegally over the last fiscal 
year, which was up 23 percent from 2015. Still, it was far fewer than the 1.5 million 
regularly caught each year in the late 1990s. 



CBP officers, meanwhile, encountered nearly 275,000 other migrants who showed up at 
the ports of entry but didn't have permission to be in the U.S. 
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 The White House 

Office of the Press Secretary 

For Immediate Release 

January 25, 2017 

Executive Order: Enhancing Public 
Safety in the Interior of the United 
States 

EXECUTIVE ORDER 

 

- - - - - - - 

 

ENHANCING PUBLIC SAFETY IN THE INTERIOR OF THE 

UNITED STATES 

By the authority vested in me as President by the Constitution and the laws of the 

United States of America, including the Immigration and Nationality Act (INA) (8 

U.S.C. 1101 et seq.), and in order to ensure the public safety of the American people 

in communities across the United States as well as to ensure that our Nation's 

immigration laws are faithfully executed, I hereby declare the policy of the executive 

branch to be, and order, as follows: 

http://license.icopyright.net/user/external.act?publisher_id=1091


Section 1.  Purpose.  Interior enforcement of our Nation's immigration laws is critically 

important to the national security and public safety of the United States.  Many aliens 

who illegally enter the United States and those who overstay or otherwise violate the 

terms of their visas present a significant threat to national security and public 

safety.  This is particularly so for aliens who engage in criminal conduct in the United 

States. 

Sanctuary jurisdictions across the United States willfully violate Federal law in an 

attempt to shield aliens from removal from the United States.  These jurisdictions have 

caused immeasurable harm to the American people and to the very fabric of our 

Republic. 

Tens of thousands of removable aliens have been released into communities across 

the country, solely because their home countries refuse to accept their 

repatriation.  Many of these aliens are criminals who have served time in our Federal, 

State, and local jails.  The presence of such individuals in the United States, and the 

practices of foreign nations that refuse the repatriation of their nationals, are contrary 

to the national interest. 

Although Federal immigration law provides a framework for Federal-State partnerships 

in enforcing our immigration laws to ensure the removal of aliens who have no right to 

be in the United States, the Federal Government has failed to discharge this basic 

sovereign responsibility.  We cannot faithfully execute the immigration laws of the 

United States if we exempt classes or categories of removable aliens from potential 

enforcement.  The purpose of this order is to direct executive departments and 

agencies (agencies) to employ all lawful means to enforce the immigration laws of the 

United States. 

Sec. 2.  Policy.  It is the policy of the executive branch to: 

(a)  Ensure the faithful execution of the immigration laws of the United States, 

including the INA, against all removable aliens, consistent with Article II, Section 3 of 

the United States Constitution and section 3331 of title 5, United States Code; 

(b)  Make use of all available systems and resources to ensure the efficient and 

faithful execution of the immigration laws of the United States; 



(c)  Ensure that jurisdictions that fail to comply with applicable Federal law do not 

receive Federal funds, except as mandated by law;  

(d)  Ensure that aliens ordered removed from the United States are promptly removed; 

and 

(e)  Support victims, and the families of victims, of crimes committed by removable 

aliens.  

Sec. 3.  Definitions.  The terms of this order, where applicable, shall have the meaning 

provided by section 1101 of title 8, United States Code. 

Sec. 4.  Enforcement of the Immigration Laws in the Interior of the United States.  In 

furtherance of the policy described in section 2 of this order, I hereby direct agencies 

to employ all lawful means to ensure the faithful execution of the immigration laws of 

the United States against all removable aliens.  

Sec. 5.  Enforcement Priorities.  In executing faithfully the immigration laws of the 

United States, the Secretary of Homeland Security (Secretary) shall prioritize for 

removal those aliens described by the Congress in sections 212(a)(2), (a)(3), and 

(a)(6)(C), 235, and 237(a)(2) and (4) of the INA (8 U.S.C. 1182(a)(2), (a)(3), and 

(a)(6)(C), 1225, and 1227(a)(2) and (4)), as well as removable aliens who:  

(a)  Have been convicted of any criminal offense; 

(b)  Have been charged with any criminal offense, where such charge has not been 

resolved;  

(c)  Have committed acts that constitute a chargeable criminal offense; 

(d)  Have engaged in fraud or willful misrepresentation in connection with any official 

matter or application before a governmental agency;  

(e)  Have abused any program related to receipt of public benefits; 

(f)  Are subject to a final order of removal, but who have not complied with their legal 

obligation to depart the United States; or 

(g)  In the judgment of an immigration officer, otherwise pose a risk to public safety or 

national security.  



Sec. 6.  Civil Fines and Penalties.  As soon as practicable, and by no later than one 

year after the date of this order, the Secretary shall issue guidance and promulgate 

regulations, where required by law, to ensure the assessment and collection of all 

fines and penalties that the Secretary is authorized under the law to assess and 

collect from aliens unlawfully present in the United States and from those who 

facilitate their presence in the United States. 

Sec. 7.  Additional Enforcement and Removal Officers.  The Secretary, through the 

Director of U.S. Immigration and Customs Enforcement, shall, to the extent permitted 

by law and subject to the availability of appropriations, take all appropriate action to 

hire 10,000 additional immigration officers, who shall complete relevant training and 

be authorized to perform the law enforcement functions described in section 287 of 

the INA (8 U.S.C. 1357). 

Sec. 8.  Federal-State Agreements.  It is the policy of the executive branch to 

empower State and local law enforcement agencies across the country to perform the 

functions of an immigration officer in the interior of the United States to the maximum 

extent permitted by law. 

(a)  In furtherance of this policy, the Secretary shall immediately take appropriate 

action to engage with the Governors of the States, as well as local officials, for the 

purpose of preparing to enter into agreements under section 287(g) of the INA (8 

U.S.C. 1357(g)). 

(b)  To the extent permitted by law and with the consent of State or local officials, as 

appropriate, the Secretary shall take appropriate action, through agreements under 

section 287(g) of the INA, or otherwise, to authorize State and local law enforcement 

officials, as the Secretary determines are qualified and appropriate, to perform the 

functions of immigration officers in relation to the investigation, apprehension, or 

detention of aliens in the United States under the direction and the supervision of the 

Secretary.  Such authorization shall be in addition to, rather than in place of, Federal 

performance of these duties.   

(c)  To the extent permitted by law, the Secretary may structure each agreement 

under section 287(g) of the INA in a manner that provides the most effective model for 

enforcing Federal immigration laws for that jurisdiction. 



Sec. 9.  Sanctuary Jurisdictions.  It is the policy of the executive branch to ensure, to 

the fullest extent of the law, that a State, or a political subdivision of a State, shall 

comply with 8 U.S.C. 1373.  

(a)  In furtherance of this policy, the Attorney General and the Secretary, in their 

discretion and to the extent consistent with law, shall ensure that jurisdictions that 

willfully refuse to comply with 8 U.S.C. 1373 (sanctuary jurisdictions) are not eligible to 

receive Federal grants, except as deemed necessary for law enforcement purposes by 

the Attorney General or the Secretary.  The Secretary has the authority to designate, 

in his discretion and to the extent consistent with law, a jurisdiction as a sanctuary 

jurisdiction.  The Attorney General shall take appropriate enforcement action against 

any entity that violates 8 U.S.C. 1373, or which has in effect a statute, policy, or 

practice that prevents or hinders the enforcement of Federal law. 

(b)  To better inform the public regarding the public safety threats associated with 

sanctuary jurisdictions, the Secretary shall utilize the Declined Detainer Outcome 

Report or its equivalent and, on a weekly basis, make public a comprehensive list of 

criminal actions committed by aliens and any jurisdiction that ignored or otherwise 

failed to honor any detainers with respect to such aliens. 

(c)  The Director of the Office of Management and Budget is directed to obtain and 

provide relevant and responsive information on all Federal grant money that currently 

is received by any sanctuary jurisdiction. 

Sec. 10.  Review of Previous Immigration Actions and Policies.  (a)  The Secretary 

shall immediately take all appropriate action to terminate the Priority Enforcement 

Program (PEP) described in the memorandum issued by the Secretary on November 

20, 2014, and to reinstitute the immigration program known as "Secure Communities" 

referenced in that memorandum. 

(b)  The Secretary shall review agency regulations, policies, and procedures for 

consistency with this order and, if required, publish for notice and comment proposed 

regulations rescinding or revising any regulations inconsistent with this order and shall 

consider whether to withdraw or modify any inconsistent policies and procedures, as 

appropriate and consistent with the law. 

(c)  To protect our communities and better facilitate the identification, detention, and 

removal of criminal aliens within constitutional and statutory parameters, the Secretary 



shall consolidate and revise any applicable forms to more effectively communicate 

with recipient law enforcement agencies. 

Sec. 11.  Department of Justice Prosecutions of Immigration Violators.  The Attorney 

General and the Secretary shall work together to develop and implement a program 

that ensures that adequate resources are devoted to the prosecution of criminal 

immigration offenses in the United States, and to develop cooperative strategies to 

reduce violent crime and the reach of transnational criminal organizations into the 

United States. 

Sec. 12.  Recalcitrant Countries.  The Secretary of Homeland Security and the 

Secretary of State shall cooperate to effectively implement the sanctions provided by 

section 243(d) of the INA (8 U.S.C. 1253(d)), as appropriate.  The Secretary of State 

shall, to the maximum extent permitted by law, ensure that diplomatic efforts and 

negotiations with foreign states include as a condition precedent the acceptance by 

those foreign states of their nationals who are subject to removal from the United 

States. 

Sec. 13.  Office for Victims of Crimes Committed by Removable Aliens.  The Secretary 

shall direct the Director of U.S. Immigration and Customs Enforcement to take all 

appropriate and lawful action to establish within U.S. Immigration and Customs 

Enforcement an office to provide proactive, timely, adequate, and professional 

services to victims of crimes committed by removable aliens and the family members 

of such victims.  This office shall provide quarterly reports studying the effects of the 

victimization by criminal aliens present in the United States. 

Sec. 14.  Privacy Act.  Agencies shall, to the extent consistent with applicable law, 

ensure that their privacy policies exclude persons who are not United States citizens 

or lawful permanent residents from the protections of the Privacy Act regarding 

personally identifiable information.   

Sec. 15.  Reporting.  Except as otherwise provided in this order, the Secretary and the 

Attorney General shall each submit to the President a report on the progress of the 

directives contained in this order within 90 days of the date of this order and again 

within 180 days of the date of this order. 



Sec. 16.  Transparency.   To promote the transparency and situational awareness of 

criminal aliens in the United States, the Secretary and the Attorney General are 

hereby directed to collect relevant data and provide quarterly reports on the following: 

(a)  the immigration status of all aliens incarcerated under the supervision of the 

Federal Bureau of Prisons; 

(b)  the immigration status of all aliens incarcerated as Federal pretrial detainees 

under the supervision of the United States Marshals Service; and 

(c)  the immigration status of all convicted aliens incarcerated in State prisons and 

local detention centers throughout the United States. 

Sec. 17.  Personnel Actions.  The Office of Personnel Management shall take 

appropriate and lawful action to facilitate hiring personnel to implement this order.  

Sec. 18.  General Provisions.  (a)  Nothing in this order shall be construed to impair or 

otherwise affect: 

(i)   the authority granted by law to an executive department or agency, or the 

head thereof; or 

(ii)  the functions of the Director of the Office of Management and Budget relating 

to budgetary, administrative, or legislative proposals. 

(b)  This order shall be implemented consistent with applicable law and subject to the 

availability of appropriations. 

(c)  This order is not intended to, and does not, create any right or benefit, substantive 

or procedural, enforceable at law or in equity by any party against the United States, 

its departments, agencies, or entities, its officers, employees, or agents, or any other 

person. 

DONALD J. TRUMP 

 

THE WHITE HOUSE, 

    January 25, 2017. 
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Trump’s First Days Keep Dreamers in 

Immigration Limbo 
Erika Fry 
Jan 25, 2017 

 
Few groups face more uncertain fate under President Trump than the Dreamers, the 
750,000 immigrants granted work permits and temporary residency since 2012 under 
Obama’s Deferred Action for Childhood Arrivals (DACA) program. 
 
Trump campaigned on ending DACA, and though he seemed to soften his stance slightly 
post-election—“We’re going to work something out that’s going to make people happy 
and proud,” he told TIME in December—his spree of Obama-undoing executive orders 
in recent days has provided little comfort for those whose legal status rides on the 
program. 
 
Trump, himself, articulated some sympathy for their position (and perhaps an odd 
disregard of his own power) in that same interview, telling TIME: “They got brought 
here at a very young age, they’ve worked here, they’ve gone to school here. Some were 
good students. Some have wonderful jobs. And they’re in never-never land because they 
don’t know what’s going to happen.” 
On Monday, White House Press Secretary Sean Spicer did not make Trump’s intentions 
much clearer. When asked about the fate of the program, Spicer said the president’s first 
immigration priority is to deal with those who are in the country illegally and have a 
criminal record (i.e not the Dreamers, who have all undergone rigorous background 
checks). But, he added, “Then we're going to continue to work through the entire 
number of folks that are here illegally.” 
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According to a new study 

 
There’s a bipartisan effort in both houses to address the uncertainty with legislation—
the Ban Removal of Individuals who Dream and Grow Our Economy, or BRIDGE, Act—
that would protect DACA beneficiaries until more comprehensive immigration reform is 
achieved. 
 
As the BRIDGE bill’s name suggests, there’s a strong business case for keeping 
Dreamers in the U.S, according to recent studies. The non-partisan Migration Policy 
Institute has found that work authorization provided by deferred action boosts a 
workers’ household income, on average, by 10%. 
But such measures also boost the fortunes of those around them. Immigrants' gains in 
wages and productivity greatly benefit the broader economy, according to work from the 
left-leaning Center for American Progress. Its research, led by a professor at the 
University of California-San Diego, estimates ending DACA would cost the country $433 
billion in growth over 10 years, including an annual $11 billion hit to California alone. 

http://fortune.com/author/erika-fry/
http://time.com/time-person-of-the-year-2016-donald-trump/


Other states with large Dreamer populations—including Texas, Illinois, New York, New 
Jersey, Florida, Arizona, North Carolina and Washington—stand to lose more than $1 
billion in GDP per year. 
 
The Immigration Legal Resource Center, meanwhile, estimated in December that 
ending DACA—and theoretically removing hundreds of thousands of Dreamers from 
jobs—would cost American employers at least $3.4 billion in terms of turnover and 
hiring expenses and reduce social security and Medicare tax contributions by $24.6 
billion (half of which would have been paid by employers). 
For now, those losses are merely hypotheticals. As of Tuesday, US Citizenship and 
Immigration Services continued to accept and process DACA requests. 
 
A version of this article appears in the February 1, 2017 issue of Fortune with the 
headline "Are 'Dreamers' Worth Billions to States?". 

 

 

 

Click on the link below to read an article by POLITICO.com titled ‘Will 

Trump slam the door on Obama’s Dreamers?’ 

http://www.politico.com/story/2016/12/trump-obama-immigrations-

dreamers-232149  

 

Click on the link below to ‘Get The Facts On The DREAM Act’ 

https://obamawhitehouse.archives.gov/sites/default/files/DREAM-Act-

WhiteHouse-FactSheet.pdf  
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