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Half-Staff
Last week, a father was shot and killed while
sitting in his car outside the elementary
school at which he had just dropped off his
son. The shooter got in the car, shot the man,
and fled. Police feel the two knew each other
and that the shooting was not random.
In San Antonio last week, a guy shot and
killed a Good Samaritan who stepped in and tried to stop him from robbing a
jewelry store. Five more people were wounded in the incident. This one was a
random shooting.
Nobody’s flags will be at half-staff in remembrance, but families are grieving.

Alison Miller

Caroline Lee

HB2287
And speaking of random shootings, back in 2000, 14-year-old Shannon Smith was
killed by a bullet that had been fired up into the air by some still-unknown shooter.
The incident resulted in ‘Shannon’s Law,’ which made it a felony to discharge a
weapon within the city. Now the Arizona State Legislature is considering
rescinding that bill. Why? In the words of Peoria Republican Tony Rivero,
“Accidents are an unfortunate fact of life.” So he wants to make firing a weapon a
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Continued: A Message From Steve
Important
Phone Numbers
Ward 6 Office
791-4601
Tucson Police
Department
911 or nonemergency
791-6813
Water Issues
791-3242/800-598-9449

Emergency: 791-4133
Street Maintenance
791-3154
Graffiti Removal
792-2489
Abandoned
Shopping Carts
791-3171
Neighborhood
Resources
837-5013
SunTran/SunLink
792-9222
TDD: 628-1565
Environmental
Services
791-3171
Park Tucson
791-5071
Planning and
Development
Services 791-5550
Pima Animal Care
Center
724-5900

Pima County Vector
Control
Cockroaches 724-3401

misdemeanor – even if somebody is killed – unless it can be proven that the person who
pulled the trigger actually meant to. Otherwise, ‘accidents happen.’
Currently if you fire your weapon within a mile of a residential structure it’s called
criminal negligence. Under 2287, the distance from your neighbor is reduced to a couple
of city blocks (quarter mile) and
we’ll just chalk up any deaths that
occur to having been in the wrong
place at the wrong time unless you
get the admission from the shooter
that he was out ‘joy riding’ his
trigger intentionally.
I’m reminded yet again of the Genna
Ayupp incident; her husband shot
her after he had been drinking. The state couldn’t bring itself to adopt a law that says you
shouldn’t fire a weapon if you’re drunk. Locally, Paul and I worked together on passing a
Genna’s Law here, pushing
it as far as we could without
stepping over the state
preemption statute. So now,
according to our state
legislature, if 2287 is signed
into law and you’re over a
quarter mile from your
neighbor, go ahead and fire
your gun up into the air after
you’ve been drinking. What
could possibly go wrong?
This seems like a good
enough place to sandwich in
a mention of the upcoming
35th Annual Peace Fair &
Music Festival. Between the
half-staff item and a
description of last week’s
executive orders related to
immigration, a reminder of
this event is a good
counterpoint. If you’d like
more detailed information
on the fair, you should call
623.2388.
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Executive Order – Sanctuary Cities
Last week the new administration dropped three executive orders: one on penalties for
“sanctuary cities,” another on building the border wall, and finally the religious test for
refugees. I’m including the full text of each. If you prefer to skip them, I’ll make that easy
for you by highlighting them in RED. I recommend reading through them, though. It’s
important to gather the tone of the rhetoric and to see how they’re defining the terms you’ll
see tossed around in the media.
There is no legal definition of a “sanctuary city.” Using it in an executive order lays the
framework for a couple of possible next steps – litigation, or Congress crafting something
that gives meaning to what’s being loosely described in the order. Until there’s a legal
definition, it has no more meaning than the ‘alternate facts’ they’ve been throwing around
all week.
Here’s the sanctuary city executive order in full:
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:
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
Tucson’s Birthday
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.

Important
Phone Numbers
Senator John
McCain (R)
520-670-6334
Senator Jeff
Flake (R)
520-575-8633
Congresswoman
Martha McSally (R)
(2nd District)
(202) 225-2542
Tucson Office: 520881-3588
Congressman
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Governor Doug
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Tucson office:
520-628-6580
Mayor Jonathan
Rothschild
520-791-4201

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.

ZoomTucson Map
http://
maps.tucsonaz.gov
/zoomTucson/
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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
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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
Tucson’s Birthday
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
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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;
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(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
Those of us on the M&C have made our position on immigrants clear. We have police
General Orders and other policies in place that protect their Constitutional rights, and that
respect the human rights of all residents and visitors to Tucson. I spent quite a bit of time on
Tucson’s Birthday
the phone with some of the churches and groups who are working with immigrant visitors.
They wanted to know if they should change any of their practices. My message was to
continue doing what they’re doing, we’ll do the same, and just watch to see what comes
next from D.C. Right now the conversation is about labels. We don’t, and shouldn’t react to
that. All of our local policies are consistent with what’s required by federal law.
Executive Order – The Great Wall of Trump
We’ve had other examples of great walls in the past – still waiting to see the design plans
and funding sources for the one
being proposed in this executive
order. Here it is in full:
BORDER SECURITY AND
IMMIGRATION
ENFORCEMENT
IMPROVEMENTS
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 (8
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U.S.C. 1101 et seq.) (INA), the Secure Fence Act of 2006 (Public Law 109 367) (Secure
Fence Act), and the Illegal Immigration Reform and Immigrant Responsibility Act of
1996 (Public Law 104 208 Div. C) (IIRIRA), and in order to ensure the safety and
territorial integrity of the United States as well as to ensure that the Nation's immigration
laws are faithfully executed, I hereby order as follows:
Section 1. Purpose. Border security is critically important to the national security of the
United States. Aliens who illegally enter the United States without inspection or
admission present a significant threat to national security and public safety. Such aliens
have not been identified or inspected by Federal immigration officers to determine their
admissibility to the United States. The recent surge of illegal immigration at the southern
border with Mexico has placed a significant strain on Federal resources and overwhelmed
agencies charged with border security and immigration enforcement, as well as the local
communities into which many of the aliens are placed.
Transnational criminal organizations operate sophisticated drug- and human-trafficking
networks and smuggling operations on both sides of the southern border, contributing to a
significant increase in violent crime and United States deaths from dangerous
drugs. Among those who illegally enter are those who seek to harm Americans through
acts of terror or criminal conduct. Continued illegal immigration presents a clear and
present danger to the interests of the United States.
Federal immigration law both imposes the responsibility and provides the means for the
Federal Government, in cooperation with border States, to secure the Nation’s southern
border. Although Federal immigration law provides a robust framework for Federal-State
partnership in enforcing our immigration laws and the Congress has authorized and
provided appropriations to secure our borders the Federal Government has failed to
discharge this basic sovereign responsibility. The purpose of this order is to direct
executive departments and agencies (agencies) to deploy all lawful means to secure the
Nation’s southern border, to prevent further illegal immigration into the United States, and
to repatriate illegal aliens swiftly, consistently, and humanely.
Sec. 2. Policy. It is the policy of the executive branch to:
(a) secure the southern border of the United States through the immediate construction of
a physical wall on the southern border, monitored and supported by adequate personnel so
as to prevent illegal immigration, drug and human trafficking, and acts of terrorism;
(b) detain individuals apprehended on suspicion of violating Federal or State law,
including Federal immigration law, pending further proceedings regarding those
violations;
(c) expedite determinations of apprehended individuals’ claims of eligibility to remain in
the United States;
(d) remove promptly those individuals whose legal claims to remain in the United States
have been lawfully rejected, after any appropriate civil or criminal sanctions have been
imposed; and
(e) cooperate fully with States and local law enforcement in enacting Federal-State
partnerships to enforce Federal immigration priorities, as well as State monitoring and
detention programs that are consistent with Federal law and do not undermine Federal
immigration priorities.
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Sec. 3. Definitions.
(a) "Asylum officer" has the meaning given the term in section 235(b)(1)(E) of the INA (8
U.S.C. 1225(b)(1)).
(b) "Southern border" shall mean the contiguous land border between the United States and
Mexico, including all points of entry.
(c) "Border States" shall mean the States of the United States immediately adjacent to the
contiguous land border between the United States and Mexico.
(d) Except as otherwise noted, "the Secretary" shall refer to the Secretary of Homeland
Security.
(e) "Wall" shall mean a contiguous, physical wall or other similarly secure, contiguous, and
impassable physical barrier.
(f) "Executive department" shall have the meaning given in section 101 of title 5, United
States Code.
(g) "Regulations" shall mean any and all Federal rules, regulations, and directives lawfully
promulgated by agencies.
(h) "Operational control" shall mean the prevention of all unlawful entries into the United
States, including entries by terrorists, other unlawful aliens, instruments of terrorism,
narcotics, and other contraband.
Sec. 4. Physical Security of the Southern Border of the United States. The Secretary
shall immediately take the following steps to obtain complete operational control, as
determined by the Secretary, of the southern border:
(a) In accordance with existing law, including the Secure Fence Act and IIRIRA, take all
appropriate steps to immediately plan, design, and construct a physical wall along the
southern border, using appropriate materials and technology to most effectively achieve
complete operational control of the southern border;
(b) Identify and, to the extent permitted by law, allocate all sources of Federal funds for the
Tucson’s Birthday
planning, designing, and constructing of a physical wall along the southern border;
(c) Project and develop long-term funding requirements for the wall, including preparing
Congressional budget requests for the current and upcoming fiscal years; and
(d) Produce a comprehensive study of the security of the southern border, to be completed
within 180 days of this order, that shall include the current state of southern border security,
all geophysical and topographical aspects of the southern border, the availability of Federal
and State resources necessary to achieve complete operational control of the southern
border, and a strategy to obtain and maintain complete operational control of the southern
border.
Sec. 5. Detention Facilities.
(a) The Secretary shall take all appropriate action and allocate all legally available
resources to immediately construct, operate, control, or establish contracts to construct,
operate, or control facilities to detain aliens at or near the land border with Mexico.
(b) The Secretary shall take all appropriate action and allocate all legally available
resources to immediately assign asylum officers to immigration detention facilities for the
purpose of accepting asylum referrals and conducting credible fear determinations pursuant
to section 235(b)(1) of the INA (8 U.S.C. 1225(b)(1)) and applicable regulations and
reasonable fear determinations pursuant to applicable regulations.
(c) The Attorney General shall take all appropriate action and allocate all legally available
resources to immediately assign immigration judges to immigration detention facilities
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operated or controlled by the Secretary, or operated or controlled pursuant to contract by
the Secretary, for the purpose of conducting proceedings authorized under title 8, chapter
12, subchapter II, United States Code.
Sec. 6. Detention for Illegal Entry. The Secretary shall immediately take all appropriate
actions to ensure the detention of aliens apprehended for violations of immigration law
pending the outcome of their removal proceedings or their removal from the country to
the extent permitted by law. The Secretary shall issue new policy guidance to all
Department of Homeland Security personnel regarding the appropriate and consistent use
of lawful detention authority under the INA, including the termination of the practice
commonly known as "catch and release," whereby aliens are routinely released in the
United States shortly after their apprehension for violations of immigration law.
Sec. 7. Return to Territory. The Secretary shall take appropriate action, consistent with
the requirements of section 1232 of title 8, United States Code, to ensure that aliens
described in section 235(b)(2)(C) of the INA (8 U.S.C. 1225(b)(2)(C)) are returned to the
territory from which they came pending a formal removal proceeding.
Sec. 8. Additional Border Patrol Agents. Subject to available appropriations, the
Secretary, through the Commissioner of U.S. Customs and Border Protection, shall take
all appropriate action to hire 5,000 additional Border Patrol agents, and all appropriate
action to ensure that such agents enter on duty and are assigned to duty stations as soon as
is practicable.
Sec. 9. Foreign Aid Reporting Requirements. The head of each executive department
and agency shall identify and quantify all sources of direct and indirect Federal aid or
assistance to the Government of Mexico on an annual basis over the past five years,
including all bilateral and multilateral development aid, economic assistance,
humanitarian aid, and military aid. Within 30 days of the date of this order, the head of
each executive department and agency shall submit this information to the Secretary of
State. Within 60 days of the date of this order, the Secretary shall submit to the President
a consolidated report reflecting the levels of such aid and assistance that has been
provided annually, over each of the past five years.
Sec. 10. 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
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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 the manner that provides the most effective model for
enforcing Federal immigration laws and obtaining operational control over the border for
that jurisdiction.
Sec. 11. Parole, Asylum, and Removal. It is the policy of the executive branch to end the
abuse of parole and asylum provisions currently used to prevent the lawful removal of
removable aliens.
(a) The Secretary shall immediately take all appropriate action to ensure that the parole and
asylum provisions of Federal immigration law are not illegally exploited to prevent the
removal of otherwise removable aliens.
(b) The Secretary shall take all appropriate action, including by promulgating any
appropriate regulations, to ensure that asylum referrals and credible fear determinations
pursuant to section 235(b)(1) of the INA (8 U.S.C. 1125(b)(1)) and 8 CFR 208.30, and
reasonable fear determinations pursuant to 8 CFR 208.31, are conducted in a manner
consistent with the plain language of those provisions.
(c) Pursuant to section 235(b)(1)(A)(iii)(I) of the INA, the Secretary shall take appropriate
action to apply, in his sole and unreviewable discretion, the provisions of section 235(b)(1)
(A)(i) and (ii) of the INA to the aliens designated under section 235(b)(1)(A)(iii)(II).
(d) The Secretary shall take appropriate action to ensure that parole authority under section
212(d)(5) of the INA (8 U.S.C. 1182(d)(5)) is exercised only on a case-by-case basis in
accordance with the plain language of the statute, and in all circumstances only when an
individual demonstrates urgent humanitarian reasons or a significant public benefit derived
from such parole.
(e) The Secretary shall take appropriate action to require that all Department of Homeland
Tucson’s Birthday
Security personnel are properly trained on the proper application of section 235 of the
William Wilberforce Trafficking Victims Protection Reauthorization Act of 2008 (8 U.S.C.
1232) and section 462(g)(2) of the Homeland Security Act of 2002 (6 U.S.C. 279(g)(2)), to
ensure that unaccompanied alien children are properly processed, receive appropriate care
and placement while in the custody of the Department of Homeland Security, and, when
appropriate, are safely repatriated in accordance with law.
Sec. 12. Authorization to Enter Federal Lands. The Secretary, in conjunction with the
Secretary of the Interior and any other heads of agencies as necessary, shall take all
appropriate action to:
(a) permit all officers and employees of the United States, as well as all State and local
officers as authorized by the Secretary, to have access to all Federal lands as necessary and
appropriate to implement this order; and
(b) enable those officers and employees of the United States, as well as all State and local
officers as authorized by the Secretary, to perform such actions on Federal lands as the
Secretary deems necessary and appropriate to implement this order.
Sec. 13. Priority Enforcement. The Attorney General shall take all appropriate steps to
establish prosecution guidelines and allocate appropriate resources to ensure that Federal
prosecutors accord a high priority to prosecutions of offenses having a nexus to the southern
border.
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Sec. 14. Government Transparency. The Secretary shall, on a monthly basis and in a
publicly available way, report statistical data on aliens apprehended at or near the southern
border using a uniform method of reporting by all Department of Homeland Security
components, in a format that is easily understandable by the public.
Sec. 15. Reporting. Except as otherwise provided in this order, the Secretary, within 90
days of the date of this order, and the Attorney General, within 180 days, shall each
submit to the President a report on the progress of the directives contained in this order.
Sec. 16. Hiring. The Office of Personnel Management shall take appropriate action as
may be necessary to facilitate hiring personnel to implement this order.
Sec. 17. 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
We have in Tucson an excellent track record with our Mexican counterparts. Jonathan,
Regina, and Richard have each made special trips and had special meetings to lock in
productive economic relationships. Our partners at Visit Tucson have made great inroads
south of the border ensuring our local policies aren’t confused with what has come out of
Phoenix or D.C. I’ve worked directly with volunteer and nonprofit groups who are
assisting refugees from Central America as they make their way to next of kin. And last
Friday I recommended to Jonathan that the entire governing body extend a formal
invitation to Mexican President Peña Nieto to come to Tucson and engage in cultural and
economic development conversations. We’ll continue with that work.
On the day these executive orders were issued by the White House, the national Law
Enforcement Immigration Task Force issued this response to incoming Homeland
Security Secretary Kelly.
January 25, 2017
Secretary Kelly:
We appreciate President Trump’s attention to immigration enforcement in the opening
days of his administration. We write today to offer our recommendations and share our
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concerns.
As law enforcement leaders, our primary mission is to serve and protect our cities,
counties and towns. In this respect, we are committed to preserving the safety and
security of our communities and upholding the rule of law.
The issue of so-called sanctuary jurisdictions is a complex one. There is no set definition of
what comprises a “sanctuary jurisdiction” and the term is often defined much too broadly.
The term often sweeps in localities that engage in well-established community policing
practices or follow federal court decisions that have found federal immigration detainers
violate the constitution.
As a result, President Trump’s executive orders would punish jurisdictions that comply
with federal information-sharing requirements of 8 U.S.C. § 1373 and honor federal
immigration detainers accompanied by a warrant or a judicial probable cause
determination. Many jurisdictions that cooperate with federal immigration authorities
and are in compliance with federal law could find themselves facing sanctions under the
orders, including the loss of important federal funding.
Immigration enforcement is, first and foremost, a federal responsibility, and federal law
continues to apply in so-called sanctuary jurisdictions. But in attempting to defund,
publicly shame or otherwise punish such jurisdictions and to require state and local law
enforcement to carry out the federal government’s immigration enforcement
responsibilities, the federal government would be substituting its judgment for the
judgment of state and local law enforcement agencies. Just like parents know the
education needs of their students, we understand the best strategies to keep our
communities safe.
We respectfully offer new ideas to improve the safety of our communities and our nation.
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First of all, making our communities safer means better defining roles and improving
relationships between local law enforcement and federal immigration authorities. Local
control has been a beneficial approach for law enforcement for decades – having the
federal government compel state and local law enforcement to carry out new and
sometimes problematic tasks undermines the delicate federal balance and will harm
locally-based policing.
The valuable expertise and resources of our officers and deputies should prioritize true
threats such as dangerous criminals and criminal organizations causing harm. We
believe that state and local law enforcement must work together with federal authorities
to protect our communities and that we can best serve our communities by leaving the
enforcement of immigration laws to the federal government. Threatening the removal of
valuable federal funding that contributes to the health and well-being of communities
across the nation would not make our communities safer and would not fix any part of
our broken immigration system.
We are deeply concerned the Trump executive orders would harm community trust and
make it harder for state and local law enforcement agencies to do our jobs.
Sincerely,
Morgan Ryan
National LEITF Coordinator
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There’s talk of the administration and Congress imposing a 20% tariff on all goods
coming from Mexico, putatively to have “Mexico pay for the wall.” Here’s some very
basic economics for the folks considering this. If a 20% tax is applied to the cost of goods
coming here, U.S. purchasers will pay it, not the Mexican government. And if Mexico
wants to, they can simply sell their goods into a different market altogether, leaving us to
lose the trade completely.
We’ll watch to see how this D.C. wrecking ball decides to move on
all of this. Mexican President Peña Nieto decided to cancel his visit
to talk to Trump. As I noted above, I believe we should extend an
invitation to him to visit Tucson and meet with our economic and
cultural development people. We are often the lone voice, but always
the leader, in standing for positive relations with Mexico. Now is no
different.
In the meantime –
Executive Order – Muslim Refugee Ban
Let’s start by defining the class of people being addressed in this order. This is from the
U.S. Code:
(42) The term “refugee” means (A) any person who is outside any country of such
person’s nationality or, in the case of a person having no nationality, is outside any
country in which such person last habitually resided, and who is unable or unwilling to
return to, and is unable or unwilling to avail himself or herself of the protection of, that
country because of persecution or a well-founded fear of persecution on account of race,
religion, nationality, membership in a particular social group, or political opinion,
It’s also worth noting that it was signed on the 72nd anniversary of the liberation of
Auschwitz, International Holocaust Remembrance Day. A day when refugees are
particularly on our minds.
As above, I’m going to give you the whole text of the executive order. But in case you’re
skimming, these three sections caught my eye.
First, the President is proposing we evaluate refugee applicants based on this standard.
From section 4(a):
…a process to evaluate the applicant's likelihood of becoming a positively contributing
member of society and the applicant's ability to make contributions to the national
interest…
Who makes those determinations, and using what criteria, is left to one’s imagination.
From section 5(b):
…is further directed to make changes, to the extent permitted by law, to prioritize refugee
claims made by individuals on the basis of religious-based persecution, provided that the
religion of the individual is a minority religion in the individual's country of nationality.
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That section makes it clear that this executive order is indeed an anti-Muslim ban. The text
leaves no question that we will be admitting Christians (religious minorities) who claim
refugee status and are not members of the majority religion. This is a religion-based test. If
it stands up in the U.S. Supreme Court, I will be amazed – and saddened.
From section 5(c):
I hereby proclaim that the entry of nationals of Syria as refugees is detrimental to the
interests of the United States and thus suspend any such entry…
And this section specifically targets the people from Syria. During the presidential election
run-up, Trump had fun at the expense of Libertarian candidate Gary Johnson for his faux
pas in not recognizing “Aleppo” when asked by a reporter. At the time, Trump felt Syrian
refugees were in fact a persecuted group. Now they’re told we will not consider their
refugee application for at least the next four months while we review our internal policies.
The executive order reduces the number of refugees we will allow in. Remember, the
religious test also plays into this reduction, effectively reducing the number of non-Christian
refugees who may apply.

Tucson’s Birthday
This table shows the origin of refugees. Watch the national news tonight and you’ll likely
see why.

Source
N.Y.
Times
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Read the executive order, keeping in mind this little girl
who’s right now in a Syrian refugee camp awaiting the
result of our 120-day ban on her family’s application.
PROTECTING THE NATION FROM FOREIGN
TERRORIST ENTRY INTO THE UNITED STATES
By the authority vested in me as President by the
Constitution and laws of the United States of America, including the Immigration and
Nationality Act (INA), 8 U.S.C. 1101 et seq., and section 301 of title 3, United States
Code, and to protect the American people from terrorist attacks by foreign nationals
admitted to the United States, it is hereby ordered as follows:
Section 1. Purpose. The visa-issuance process plays a crucial role in detecting individuals
with terrorist ties and stopping them from entering the United States. Perhaps in no
instance was that more apparent than the terrorist attacks of September 11, 2001, when
State Department policy prevented consular officers from properly scrutinizing the visa
applications of several of the 19 foreign nationals who went on to murder nearly 3,000
Americans. And while the visa-issuance process was reviewed and amended after the
September 11 attacks to better detect would-be terrorists from receiving visas, these
measures did not stop attacks by foreign nationals who were admitted to the United States.
Numerous foreign-born individuals have been convicted or implicated in terrorism-related
crimes since September 11, 2001, including foreign nationals who entered the United
States after receiving visitor, student, or employment visas, or who entered through the
United States refugee resettlement program. Deteriorating conditions in certain countries
due to war, strife, disaster, and civil unrest increase the likelihood that terrorists will use
any means possible to enter the United States. The United States must be vigilant during
the visa-issuance process to ensure that those approved for admission do not intend to
harm Americans and that they have no ties to terrorism.
In order to protect Americans, the United States must ensure that those admitted to this
country do not bear hostile attitudes toward it and its founding principles. The United
States cannot, and should not, admit those who do not support the Constitution, or those
who would place violent ideologies over American law. In addition, the United States
should not admit those who engage in acts of bigotry or hatred (including "honor"
killings, other forms of violence against women, or the persecution of those who practice
religions different from their own) or those who would oppress Americans of any race,
gender, or sexual orientation.
Sec. 2. Policy. It is the policy of the United States to protect its citizens from foreign
nationals who intend to commit terrorist attacks in the United States; and to prevent the
admission of foreign nationals who intend to exploit United States immigration laws for
malevolent purposes.
Sec. 3. Suspension of Issuance of Visas and Other Immigration Benefits to Nationals
of Countries of Particular Concern.
(a) The Secretary of Homeland Security, in consultation with the Secretary of State and
the Director of National Intelligence, shall immediately conduct a review to determine the
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information needed from any country to adjudicate any visa, admission, or other benefit
under the INA (adjudications) in order to determine that the individual seeking the benefit is
who the individual claims to be and is not a security or public-safety threat.
(b) The Secretary of Homeland Security, in consultation with the Secretary of State and the
Director of National Intelligence, shall submit to the President a report on the results of the
review described in subsection (a) of this section, including the Secretary of Homeland
Security's determination of the information needed for adjudications and a list of countries
that do not provide adequate information, within 30 days of the date of this order. The
Secretary of Homeland Security shall provide a copy of the report to the Secretary of State
and the Director of National Intelligence.
(c) To temporarily reduce investigative burdens on relevant agencies during the review
period described in subsection (a) of this section, to ensure the proper review and maximum
utilization of available resources for the screening of foreign nationals, and to ensure that
adequate standards are established to prevent infiltration by foreign terrorists or criminals,
pursuant to section 212(f) of the INA, 8 U.S.C. 1182(f), I hereby proclaim that the
immigrant and nonimmigrant entry into the United States of aliens from countries referred
to in section 217(a)(12) of the INA, 8 U.S.C. 1187(a)(12), would be detrimental to the
interests of the United States, and I hereby suspend entry into the United States, as
immigrants and nonimmigrants, of such persons for 90 days from the date of this order
(excluding those foreign nationals traveling on diplomatic visas, North Atlantic Treaty
Organization visas, C-2 visas for travel to the United Nations, and G-1, G-2, G-3, and G-4
visas).
(d) Immediately upon receipt of the report described in subsection (b) of this section
regarding the information needed for adjudications, the Secretary of State shall request all
foreign governments that do not supply such information to start providing such information
regarding their nationals within 60 days of notification.
(e) After the 60-day period described in subsection (d) of this section expires, the Secretary
Tucson’s Birthday
of Homeland Security, in consultation with the Secretary of State, shall submit to the
President a list of countries recommended for inclusion on a Presidential proclamation that
would prohibit the entry of foreign nationals (excluding those foreign nationals traveling on
diplomatic visas, North Atlantic Treaty Organization visas, C-2 visas for travel to the
United Nations, and G-1, G-2, G-3, and G-4 visas) from countries that do not provide the
information requested pursuant to subsection (d) of this section until compliance occurs.
(f) At any point after submitting the list described in subsection (e) of this section, the
Secretary of State or the Secretary of Homeland Security may submit to the President the
names of any additional countries recommended for similar treatment.
(g) Notwithstanding a suspension pursuant to subsection (c) of this section or pursuant to a
Presidential proclamation described in subsection (e) of this section, the Secretaries of State
and Homeland Security may, on a case-by-case basis, and when in the national interest,
issue visas or other immigration benefits to nationals of countries for which visas and
benefits are otherwise blocked.
(h) The Secretaries of State and Homeland Security shall submit to the President a joint
report on the progress in implementing this order within 30 days of the date of this order, a
second report within 60 days of the date of this order, a third report within 90 days of the
date of this order, and a fourth report within 120 days of the date of this order.
Sec. 4. Implementing Uniform Screening Standards for All Immigration Programs. (a)
The Secretary of State, the Secretary of Homeland Security, the Director of National
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Intelligence, and the Director of the Federal Bureau of Investigation shall implement a
program, as part of the adjudication process for immigration benefits, to identify
individuals seeking to enter the United States on a fraudulent basis with the intent to cause
harm, or who are at risk of causing harm subsequent to their admission. This program will
include the development of a uniform screening standard and procedure, such as in-person
interviews; a database of identity documents proffered by applicants to ensure that
duplicate documents are not used by multiple applicants; amended application forms that
include questions aimed at identifying fraudulent answers and malicious intent; a
mechanism to ensure that the applicant is who the applicant claims to be; a process to
evaluate the applicant's likelihood of becoming a positively contributing member of
society and the applicant's ability to make contributions to the national interest; and a
mechanism to assess whether or not the applicant has the intent to commit criminal or
terrorist acts after entering the United States.
(b) The Secretary of Homeland Security, in conjunction with the Secretary of State, the
Director of National Intelligence, and the Director of the Federal Bureau of Investigation,
shall submit to the President an initial report on the progress of this directive within 60
days of the date of this order, a second report within 100 days of the date of this order, and
a third report within 200 days of the date of this order.
Sec. 5. Realignment of the U.S. Refugee Admissions Program for Fiscal Year 2017.
(a) The Secretary of State shall suspend the U.S. Refugee Admissions Program (USRAP)
for 120 days. During the 120-day period, the Secretary of State, in conjunction with the
Secretary of Homeland Security and in consultation with the Director of National
Intelligence, shall review the USRAP application and adjudication process to determine
what additional procedures should be taken to ensure that those approved for refugee
admission do not pose a threat to the security and welfare of the United States, and shall
implement such additional procedures. Refugee applicants who are already in the USRAP
process may be admitted upon the initiation and completion of these revised procedures.
Upon the date that is 120 days after the date of this order, the Secretary of State shall
resume USRAP admissions only for nationals of countries for which the Secretary of
State, the Secretary of Homeland Security, and the Director of National Intelligence have
jointly determined that such additional procedures are adequate to ensure the security and
welfare of the United States.
(b) Upon the resumption of USRAP admissions, the Secretary of State, in consultation
with the Secretary of Homeland Security, is further directed to make changes, to the
extent permitted by law, to prioritize refugee claims made by individuals on the basis of
religious-based persecution, provided that the religion of the individual is a minority
religion in the individual's country of nationality. Where necessary and appropriate, the
Secretaries of State and Homeland Security shall recommend legislation to the President
that would assist with such prioritization.
(c) Pursuant to section 212(f) of the INA, 8 U.S.C. 1182(f), I hereby proclaim that the
entry of nationals of Syria as refugees is detrimental to the interests of the United States
and thus suspend any such entry until such time as I have determined that sufficient
changes have been made to the USRAP to ensure that admission of Syrian refugees is
consistent with the national interest.
(d) Pursuant to section 212(f) of the INA, 8 U.S.C. 1182(f), I hereby proclaim that the
entry of more than 50,000 refugees in fiscal year 2017 would be detrimental to the
interests of the United States, and thus suspend any such entry until such time as I
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determine that additional admissions would be in the national interest.
(e) Notwithstanding the temporary suspension imposed pursuant to subsection (a) of this
section, the Secretaries of State and Homeland Security may jointly determine to admit
individuals to the United States as refugees on a case-by-case basis, in their discretion, but
only so long as they determine that the admission of such individuals as refugees is in the
national interest – including when the person is a religious minority in his country of
nationality facing religious persecution, when admitting the person would enable the United
States to conform its conduct to a preexisting international agreement, or when the person is
already in transit and denying admission would cause undue hardship – and it would not
pose a risk to the security or welfare of the United States.
(f) The Secretary of State shall submit to the President an initial report on the progress of
the directive in subsection (b) of this section regarding prioritization of claims made by
individuals on the basis of religious-based persecution within 100 days of the date of this
order and shall submit a second report within 200 days of the date of this order.
(g) It is the policy of the executive branch that, to the extent permitted by law and as
practicable, State and local jurisdictions be granted a role in the process of determining the
placement or settlement in their jurisdictions of aliens eligible to be admitted to the United
States as refugees. To that end, the Secretary of Homeland Security shall examine existing
law to determine the extent to which, consistent with applicable law, State and local
jurisdictions may have greater involvement in the process of determining the placement or
resettlement of refugees in their jurisdictions, and shall devise a proposal to lawfully
promote such involvement.
Sec. 6. Rescission of Exercise of Authority Relating to the Terrorism Grounds of
Inadmissibility. The Secretaries of State and Homeland Security shall, in consultation with
the Attorney General, consider rescinding the exercises of authority in section 212 of the
INA, 8 U.S.C. 1182, relating to the terrorism grounds of inadmissibility, as well as any
Tucson’s Birthday
related implementing memoranda.
Sec. 7. Expedited Completion of the Biometric Entry-Exit Tracking System.
(a) The Secretary of Homeland Security shall expedite the completion and implementation
of a biometric entry-exit tracking system for all travelers to the United States, as
recommended by the National Commission on Terrorist Attacks Upon the United States.
(b) The Secretary of Homeland Security shall submit to the President periodic reports on the
progress of the directive contained in subsection (a) of this section. The initial report shall
be submitted within 100 days of the date of this order, a second report shall be submitted
within 200 days of the date of this order, and a third report shall be submitted within 365
days of the date of this order. Further, the Secretary shall submit a report every 180 days
thereafter until the system is fully deployed and operational.
Sec. 8. Visa Interview Security. (a) The Secretary of State shall immediately suspend the
Visa Interview Waiver Program and ensure compliance with section 222 of the INA, 8
U.S.C. 1222, which requires that all individuals seeking a nonimmigrant visa undergo an inperson interview, subject to specific statutory exceptions.
(b) To the extent permitted by law and subject to the availability of appropriations, the
Secretary of State shall immediately expand the Consular Fellows Program, including by
substantially increasing the number of Fellows, lengthening or making permanent the period
of service, and making language training at the Foreign Service Institute available to
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Fellows for assignment to posts outside of their area of core linguistic ability, to ensure
that non-immigrant visa-interview wait times are not unduly affected.
Sec. 9. Visa Validity Reciprocity. The Secretary of State shall review all nonimmigrant
visa reciprocity agreements to ensure that they are, with respect to each visa classification,
truly reciprocal insofar as practicable with respect to validity period and fees, as required
by sections 221(c) and 281 of the INA, 8 U.S.C. 1201(c) and 1351, and other treatment. If
a country does not treat United States nationals seeking nonimmigrant visas in a
reciprocal manner, the Secretary of State shall adjust the visa validity period, fee schedule,
or other treatment to match the treatment of United States nationals by the foreign
country, to the extent practicable.
Sec. 10. Transparency and Data Collection.
(a) To be more transparent with the American people, and to more effectively implement
policies and practices that serve the national interest, the Secretary of Homeland Security,
in consultation with the Attorney General, shall, consistent with applicable law and
national security, collect and make publicly available within 180 days, and every 180 days
thereafter:
(i) information regarding the number of foreign nationals in the United States who
have been charged with terrorism-related offenses while in the United States;
convicted of terrorism-related offenses while in the United States; or removed
from the United States based on terrorism-related activity, affiliation, or material
support to a terrorism-related organization, or any other national security reasons
since the date of this order or the last reporting period, whichever is later;
(ii) information regarding the number of foreign nationals in the United States who
have been radicalized after entry into the United States and engaged in terrorismrelated acts, or who have provided material support to terrorism-related
organizations in countries that pose a threat to the United States, since the date of
this order or the last reporting period, whichever is later; and
(iii) information regarding the number and types of acts of gender-based violence
against women, including honor killings, in the United States by foreign nationals,
since the date of this order or the last reporting period, whichever is later; and
(iv) any other information relevant to public safety and security as determined by
the Secretary of Homeland Security and the Attorney General, including
information on the immigration status of foreign nationals charged with major
offenses.
(b) The Secretary of State shall, within one year of the date of this order, provide a report
on the estimated long-term costs of the USRAP at the Federal, State, and local levels.
Sec. 11. 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
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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 27, 2017
This coming Saturday, I’ll be joining others downtown in Presidio Park and speaking out on
this refugee executive order specifically. Please try to carve out some time to join us:

Tucson’s Birthday
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Arizona Accord
I’ll close this section by re-acquainting you with the Arizona Accord. I’ve printed it in this
newsletter in the past – we’ve adopted it as a M&C – and this is a good time to refresh
readers on what we’ve publicly asserted reflect the values of this governing body.
THE ARIZONA ACCORD
A DECLARATION OF FIVE PRINCIPLES TO GUIDE ARIZONA’S IMMIGRATION
DISCUSSION
FEDERAL SOLUTIONS Immigration is a federal policy issue between the U.S.
government & other countries, not Arizona and other countries. We urge Arizona’s
congressional delegation, and others, to lead efforts to strengthen federal laws and
protect our national borders. We urge state leaders to adopt reasonable policies
addressing immigrants in Arizona.
LAW ENFORCEMENT We respect the rule of law & support law enforcement’s
professional judgment and discretion. Local law enforcement resources should focus on
criminal activities, not civil violations of federal code.
FAMILIES Strong families are the foundation of successful communities. We oppose
policies that would unnecessarily separate families. We champion policies that support
families and improve the health, education and well-being of all Arizona children.
ECONOMY Arizona is best served by a free-market philosophy that maximizes individual
freedom and opportunity. We acknowledge the economic role immigrants play as workers
and taxpayers. Arizona’s immigration policies must reaffirm our global reputation as a
welcoming and business-friendly state.
A FREE SOCIETY Immigrants are integrated into communities across Arizona. We must
adopt a humane approach to this reality, reflecting our unique culture, history & spirit of
inclusion. The way we treat immigrants will say more about us as a free society and less
about our immigrant neighbors. Arizona should always be a place that welcomes people
of goodwill.
Flood Control Meeting
If you read this newsletter even somewhat regularly, you’re familiar with my efforts to
push for the funding of city stormwater projects that would reduce the monsoon’s impacts
on midtown, as well as on the city more broadly. After some damaging storms hit the
middle of the city part way through last year, I presented a two-decade old list of projects
to staff that in large measure had not been completed. Something like three fourths of
them haven’t even been started, despite the fact that we recognized, even back then, that
they would help alleviate storm impacts. So, here’s some good news, and some to keep a
wary eye on.
The good news is that there’s some very modest movement in terms of a re-review of the
project list. That’s the extent of the good news. Despite the fact that you have been paying
into the Flood Control Fund for over two decades, none have been funded. And none that
directly impact the midtown areas that were hit last summer are even identified as ones
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we’re going to do now. And yet, last week we received a memo from the County
Administrator that seems to suggest an Alamo Wash project may be coming, and that could
conceivably help some of the midtown folks.
The Regional Flood Control District (RFCD) is about to take a new look at the Alamo Wash
project presented years ago. Here’s the memo we received indicating not only that, but that
other wash projects may be reviewed.
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This map was included in last week’s correspondence.
It shows the Alamo Wash study area.
The full boundary of the study area is 9.5 square
miles. It’s all east of where we had the problems, so
I’ll be looking to see how they project it will have a
beneficial impact on the Palo Verde and Garden
District neighborhoods in particular. If it does not,
we’ll need to see other projects that will explicitly
help those areas. You can see the project website by
going to webcms.pima.gov/cms/One.aspx?
portalid=169&pageid=321823. They’re looking at
how work could reduce flooding, improve public
safety, and help the management of watersheds more
generally.
Also note in Mr. Huckelberry’s memo the comment,
“It is likely we will also initiate additional studies.”
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There is a very current and concerning discussion about the Army Corps of Engineers
wanting to do some clear-cutting and cement work in Arroyo Chico. If that’s one of the
studies, people will need to make their concerns known early in the process.
The RFCD is holding a meeting on Friday, February 10th to describe what they have in
mind for both the Alamo Wash work, and one would hope they’ll be in a position to more
fully explain what ‘additional studies’ are being contemplated. They’ve also committed to
an open house that’ll take place in March. I have asked for the date, time, and location of
that open house, and I will share them with you when they’re made public. The meeting
on the 10th will be held at 10:00 a.m. in the basement conference room at the main
downtown library.
It has been six months since I raised this issue, and we still have no solidly identified
projects that will impact the problem areas. It is a weekly item of discussion between me
and the City Manager, and by extension between him and the RFCD and County
Administrator. It will continue to be until we see some positive outcomes and
commitments.
PACC and Vicious Dogs
We held a public meeting on another midtown item last Wednesday night. Thanks to
Adam Ricci for coming by the Ward 6 Office and making a presentation to Garden
District and Palo Verde residents on what to do if they see vicious or stray dogs
wandering through their neighborhoods. I want to share beyond that group so the word
gets out into the broader community.
First, from a staffing standpoint, it’s important to know that PACC isn’t overflowing with
enforcement agents. In fact, they’ve got 16 people on staff, two vacancies, and expect two
retirements soon. They cover a lot of ground with not a lot of boots on the ground. They
do operate 24/7, so don’t hesitate to call if you see issues you need addressed.

PACC operates as the
city’s enforcement
agent when it comes to
animal control. They
follow the terms of
Section 4 of the
Tucson City Code.
The term ‘dangerous
animal’ is very clearly
defined in that section.
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When PACC shows up to investigate a call, enforcement officers evaluate the situation and
the animal using a 10 point system. They look at things such as the severity of the injury
caused in an attack, whether or not the dog was on a leash, other confinement measures
used by the owner, whether or not the dog had been spayed or neutered, and they gather
comments from observers. If the evaluation reaches 10 points (different criteria have
different point levels associated with them), the dog is immediately deemed ‘dangerous.’
With that designation, citations are issued and a court has the liberty to impose penalties up
to and including euthanization of the animal.
I found it interesting that the PACC data show the problems we see aren’t primarily with
stray dogs wandering around the city. We very often know the owner and there’s a leash
law violation present.
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If you see a stray dog, a potentially dangerous situation, or a dog off leash, call PACC’s
emergency line at 724.5900, extension 4. Just like when you call 911 for a medical
emergency, giving specific information will help them to prioritize the call. You’ll want to
let them know:
a)
b)
c)
d)

Is the situation currently happening?
What is happening, or what had occurred?
Is the dog still in the area?
A very good description of the animal is very important. If you have a chance to
SAFELY snap a photo, that’s golden to them.
e) Do you know who the owner is, or the property from which the animal came?
Pima Animal Care Center is understaffed and overstuffed with calls for service, so the more
information you can give to them when you call, the better able they’ll be to use their
resources efficiently. If you have more questions on the services they offer in general, you
can also use the line shown above, which will click to a different extension depending on
what you’re after in the call.
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More Midtown Issues – LED Lighting Project
Last year we signed onto a project through which several thousand streetlights are being
changed out from their former high pressure sodium lamps to new LED fixtures and
lamps. They’re more energy efficient, cost efficient, and importantly, they’re better for
our astronomy industry since the spill they emit is less than before. The color
(temperature) of the lamps is more conducive to protecting our dark skies needs.
So far, over 13,000 lamps have been installed. TDOT has received roughly 25 complaints
from residents related to the new lamps throwing excess light into house windows. We’ve
received a few as well, and so I thought I’d spend a little time here to describe the
program, and offer some options for people who feel an adjustment in the light emission
in their particular location should be reviewed by staff.
When we were considering this program, my primary concern was to ensure that
astronomers were happy with what we were selecting. This letter is from one of the
representatives of the International Dark Skies Association:
Thank you for your note and concern for dark skies. The Tucson LED streetlights are
indeed dark sky worthy in that they are 3000k in color temperature (less blue light than
older LED sources) and the luminaires are full cut off, meaning no light is emitted above
90 degrees. Another consideration that the city addressed is the total lumen output. White
light sources appear brighter to the human eye but can give the same foot candle
measurement with an instrument. The total lumen output is 40% of what was gotten with
high pressure sodium, the technology that LEDs are replacing, yet will appear equally
bright. Tucson did a good job with the program. Other cities should copy it.
The newly installed lamps have a dimming feature, but they take a little time to burn into
that mode. Eventually, they’ll dim down to about 60% brightness after midnight. The
exact amount of dimming is a function of the safety needs in the area – pedestrian and
bike traffic, those sorts of things. But the concerns raised by some homeowners are still
worthy of a review, even with all the energy and astronomy benefits.
When the complaints have been about spill at the rear of the lamp, we’ve been able in
some cases to readjust the leveling of the lamp or to install a shield on the fixture. When
the issue is front spill, TDOT has tried both levelling and shields. However, we’re
required to provide some level of safe lighting to sidewalks and other public areas, so the
adjustments are tricky, and they’re not always totally successful in resolving the
complaint. If you do experience concerns after LEDs are installed in your neighborhood,
give us a call and we’ll connect you with the project manager for that area to try to work
toward a solution.
Even early in the project we’ve experienced an energy reduction of up to 70% where the
lamps are dimming to 60% after midnight. The light spill has been reduced by about 25%.
So with the exception of the few hiccups, the program is living up to its expectations.
Code Enforcement
As a follow-up to the CE item I shared last week, this table gives a comparative look at
how our fines stack up to the Mesa model we’ve been studying.
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By way of reminder, we have no ‘hearing officer’ to handle our cases. That’s a part of what
the City Manager and City Attorney are working on in their efforts to streamline our
process. But ahead of any cases actually arriving in front of a judge or hearing officer,
there’s a lengthy and cumbersome process we’re also looking to streamline. A review of the
level of discretion code enforcers can exercise in the field and the creation of an operations
manual for field work are also underway.
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More on this to come, but there are wheels in motion now to step up our game when it
comes to bringing recalcitrant property owners into compliance with the NPO standards
we have in place.
With the Gem & Mineral Show beginning, we’ll
have plenty of foot traffic in the downtown area
for the next couple of weeks. With that in mind,
I felt it appropriate to highlight a couple of
Local Tucson attractions you might want to check out while you’re wandering through
the shows.
Café a La C’Art is located right across the plaza from the
Tucson Museum of Art. They’re at 150 and 140 N Main,
respectively. The Café has a full menu of gourmet
sandwiches, salads, and desserts. You can eat inside or out
on the patio. Then make your way across to the Museum.
It’s a combination of local and national exhibitions.
They’ve generally got educational and participatory
programs going on – for all ages.
The Café is open Sunday, Monday and Tuesday, 8:00 a.m. until 3:00 p.m., and the rest of
the week until 9:00 p.m. You can call ahead at 628.8533. The Museum is closed on
Mondays. Hours the rest of the week are 10:00 a.m. to 5:00 p.m. Tuesday through
Saturday, and noon until 5:00 p.m. on Sundays.
Water Conservation
I write periodically on the impact reductions in the water level in Lake Mead will have on
us, and on others who rely on the CAP for a large portion of their water security. Last
week, the Western Resource Advocates issued a report that had a great graphic showing
who’s impacted, and at what levels.

Right now we’re projected to be at just above 1,075’ at the end of the year. We’ve already
agreed to leave some of our water in the lake next year in an effort to delay a shortage
declaration, and we’re still negotiating the Drought Contingency Plan with other lower
basin states. The goal of that is to get others to also leave water in Mead, and especially to
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draw California into that commitment. As it stands right now, they’re exempt from losing
water unless action by the Department of Interior changes the status quo.
The agriculture industry in California is holding up their state’s participation in the
agreement. We don’t yet know what impact, if any, the new D.C. administration will have
on these negotiations. Everyone hoped to get it done before that changing of the guard took
place, but it didn’t happen.
While all that’s going on, we continue to keep an eye on water levels in our own region.
Last week we agreed to extend an ongoing deal with the U.S. Geological Survey (USGS) to
share the costs of monitoring how much water is being recharged into our aquifer. It costs
us about $40K per year, but without it we wouldn’t be able to get credits for our recharge
efforts from the Arizona Department of Water Resources, and we wouldn’t have any idea of
what subsidence was happening in the ground.
Very basically – because that’s the extent of my knowledge on this – our aquifer is like a
pocket underground. If the ground subsides (falls), it reduces the amount of water we can
store in that pocket, because the volume of the pocket is reduced. It’s sort of like this, to
give you a visual of what subsidence looks like from the top:
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We plan ahead on how much water we can store for future use. The subsidence data we
gather from this agreement lets us know whether or not our projections are accurate – so
we’re not trying to cram water into a pocket that isn’t large enough to hold it all.
Another visual –
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Right about now, our water department folks are seated at their desks with heads in hands,
wondering about messaging. But if I just wrote about our new five-year extensometer
collaborative agreement with USGS to monitor aquifer subsidence, you’d have either
skipped it, or wouldn’t have had these swell visuals to keep in your mind to remember
that we’re keeping watch not only on the water in Lake Mead that we can see, but also
what’s happening below ground so we’re not surprised later when we need space to store
water.
I took philosophy in
college to satisfy some
of my science credits,
so our water folks will
just have to live with
my non-scientific way
of sharing with you
how we’re staying on
top of what’s
happening with this
extremely important
resource. But to make
sure nobody’s left out
of this –
That’s what the
construction of an
extensometer looks
like. My graphics are
more fun.
Sincerely,

Steve Kozachik
Council Member, Ward 6
Ward6@tucsonaz.gov

