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Mayors of four of the largest cities in
the U.S. appeared before lawmakers in
the House on Wednesday to defend
their so-called “sanctuary city” laws,
which restrict local officials in helping
enforce federal immigration regula-
tions.

The Republicans who lead the House
Oversight and Government Reform
Committee have long criticized such
laws, as has President Donald Trump,
who returned to the White House in
January promising to deport more un-
authorized immigrants, including asy-
lum seekers, than his predecessors.

In opening remarks, Committee
Chairman James Comer, a Republican
from Kentucky, told the mayors of Bos-
ton, Chicago, Denver and New York City,
all Democrats, that Congress should
vote against sending even “a single pen-
ny” of federal funding to sanctuary cit-
ies.

“These reckless sanctuary policies
also force federal immigration officers to
go into local communities to apprehend
criminal illegal aliens,” Comer said. “If
sanctuary cities were to simply commu-
nicate and work with federal immigra-
tion authorities, then federal agents
could arrest criminal illegal aliens in a
secure environment like a state or local
jail.”

The mayors defended the laws as
making all their residents safer, even as
lawmakers on the committee, which is
known for its sometimes combative
hearings, interrupted some answers
that went beyond a “yes” or “no.” State
and municipal officials have said the
U.S. Constitution’s 10th Amendment
prevents the U.S. government from

commandeering local officials to en-
force federal law.

All the mayors said they have always
and will always honor criminal arrest
warrants issued by courts.

The specifics of sanctuary laws vary
from city to city, and some have been on
the books for decades, but they are gen-
erally intended to afford migrants simi-
lar due-process rights as those of citi-
zens.

Ranking Member Gerry Connolly, a
Democrat from Virginia, said sanctuary
city laws are “in full compliance of fed-
eral law.”

“They do not obstruct ICE from car-
rying out its duties,” Connolly said, re-
ferring to U.S. Immigration and Cus-
toms Enforcement, adding that local
police, not federal agents, were in the
best position to ensure public safety.

New York Mayor Eric Adams has said
he is willing to help with Trump’s depor-
tation efforts as he tries to get Trump to
dismiss a federal criminal indictment
charging him with corruption. Some Re-
publicans questioned Adams, a Demo-
crat, more gently than they did the other
mayors, while at least three Democrats
asked Adams if, as some federal prose-
cutors have alleged, the mayor had

struck an improper agreement with the
Trump administration to escape prose-
cution.

“There’s no deal, there’s no quid pro
quo, and I did nothing wrong,” Adams
replied to Rep. Robert Garcia, a Demo-
crat from California, who also called on
Adams to resign.

Adams, who is running for reelec-
tion, has said he wants the city’s laws
weakened to allow cooperation with the
federal government’s deportation ef-
forts where a migrant has been only ac-
cused, but not convicted, of a serious
crime. He also wants to allow federal
immigration agents back on Rikers Is-
land, the city’s main jail complex. New
York City Council members have said
they will not weaken the law.

In his remarks to the House, Adams
said New York City always complies
with local, state and federal law. He said
he had no tolerance for criminals, but
also that he “must create an atmosphere
that allows every law-abiding resident,
documented or not, to access vital ser-
vices without fear of being turned over
to federal authorities.”

“If an undocumented person refuses
to seek medical care until they have a
medical emergency, our city’s health

care system will be strained, and if an
undocumented individual witnesses a
crime but is afraid to call 911 for fear of
being turned over to federal authorities,
criminals will roam free,” Adams said.

‘Ruled by fear’

His fellow mayors relayed similar
concerns about migrant children and
parents being afraid of going to schools,
police stations, churches or clinics, in-
cluding migrants who had acquired le-
gal permanent residency or U.S. citizen-
ship but feared being profiled because
of their accent or skin color.

“A land ruled by fear is not the land of
the free,” Boston Mayor Michelle Wu
told the lawmakers, at times translating
her remarks into Spanish and other lan-
guages.

In most cases, sanctuary laws forbid
local officials from arresting or detain-
ing a person the federal government
suspects of violating its immigration
laws unless a judge has issued an arrest
warrant.

Even in sanctuary cities, ICE officials
are free to arrest people they have cause
to believe are living in the U.S. without
authorization, typically a civil, not crim-
inal, violation.

ICE has a major field office in Man-
hattan, and its officers arrest hundreds
of migrants across New York City each
year under both Republican and Demo-
cratic presidents.

The U.S. Department of Homeland
Security can deport noncitizens once an
immigration judge issues a final order of
removal.

The main point of contention has
been over how cities handle what ICE
calls detainer requests for the minority
of migrants who end up in local custody.
ICE officials routinely ask local prison,
jail or police officials to continue to de-
tain a migrant who was free to leave
custody for up to 48 additional hours.
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New York City Mayor Eric Adams has
said he wants the city’s laws weakened
to allow cooperation with the federal
government’s deportation efforts.
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Denver Mayor Mike Johnston told the
House panel his city had honored more
than 1,200 criminal arrest warrants
from ICE in recent years.

WASHINGTON – The U.S. Supreme
Court grappled on Wednesday over
whether the Nuclear Regulatory Com-
mission has the authority to license cer-
tain nuclear waste storage facilities
amid objections brought by the state of
Texas as well as oil industry interests.

The justices heard arguments in an
appeal by the U.S. government and a
company that was awarded a license by
the NRC to operate a facility in western
Texas of a lower court’s ruling declaring
the storage arrangement unlawful. The
NRC is the federal agency regulating nu-
clear energy in the United States.

Some of the conservative justices in-
dicated skepticism toward the NRC’s
claim that Congress gave it the author-
ity to license temporary off-site nuclear
waste storage facilities. Some of the lib-
eral justices, for their part, questioned
whether the plaintiffs should be allowed
to challenge the license after it was
awarded. 

The Supreme Court, which has a 6-3
conservative majority, has showed
skepticism toward the authority of fed-
eral regulatory agencies in several major
rulings in recent years. The NRC case is
being argued at a time when President
Donald Trump’s administration has tak-
en aim at various agencies in his cam-
paign to downsize and overhaul the U.S.
government and fire thousands of fed-
eral workers.

The NRC issued a license in 2021 to
Interim Storage Partners to build a nu-
clear waste storage facility in Andrews
County, Texas, near the New Mexico
border. 

“Since 1980, the NRC’s regulations
have provided for both onsite and offsite
storage. That system allows a substan-
tial role for private market responses to
the country’s nuclear waste storage is-
sues, subject to commission oversight
to ensure that storage is safe and con-
sistent with statutory requirements,”
Malcolm Stewart, an attorney for the
U.S. government, told the justices.

The Interim Storage Partners license
was challenged by Fasken Land and
Minerals, a Texas-based oil and gas ex-
traction organization, and the nonprofit
Permian Basin Coalition of Land and
Royalty Owners and Operators.

Texas and New Mexico later joined
the challenge, arguing the facility posed

environmental risks to the states. New
Mexico, whose own case was dis-
missed, filed a brief in support of Tex-
as.

Some conservative justices seemed
wary of the NRC’s claim that the li-
censing arrangements at issue would
be temporary. The license issued to In-
terim Storage Partners was set to last
for 40 years, with the possibility of be-
ing renewed. 

“If it is decided that material can be
stored off site temporarily – and tem-
porary means more than 40 years,
maybe more than 80 years, maybe it
means 250 years, maybe it means 500
years – where is the incentive to go for-
ward to do what Congress wanted to
have done, which is to establish a per-
manent facility?” conservative Justice
Samuel Alito asked the lawyer for the
storage company. 

A proposal to permanently store the
nation’s spent nuclear fuel at a federal
facility at Yucca Mountain in Nevada
has been stalled following decades of
opposition in that state. 

“Yucca Mountain was supposed to
be the permanent solution,” said con-
servative Justice Neil Gorsuch. “We’ve
spent something like $15 billion on it.
It’s a hole in the ground. And you par-
ties seem to think the Yucca Mountain
project is dead.

“How is this interim storage that the
government is authorizing here in any
meaningful sense?” Gorsuch asked.
“On a concrete platform in the Permian
Basin, where we get our oil and gas
from. So, hopefully, we won’t have ra-
diated oil and gas.”

Aaron Nielson, the lawyer arguing
for Texas, underscored these safety
concerns.

“What the commission has just
done is put a permanent terrorist bull-
seye on the most productive oilfield in
America,” Nielson said.

Some of the liberal justices ap-
peared sympathetic to the NRC’s argu-
ment that the plaintiffs lacked author-
ity to bring the lawsuit because they
did not participate in the agency’s ad-
judication process.

“It makes no sense to me,” liberal
Justice Sonia Sotomayor told Fasken
attorney David Frederick. “What
you’re saying is, instead of bringing
that argument to the agency first, you
get at any point in time” to say “that
you want the right to intervene and ar-
gue that they don’t have the power.”

Some of the justices commented on
the NRC setting the parameters on
who can challenge its actions.
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WASHINGTON – The Republican-
controlled U.S. House kicked off a
process on Wednesday that could lead
lawmakers to censure Democrat Al
Green, who was kicked out of the
chamber after yelling at President
Donald Trump during an address.

Green, a Texas Democrat who has
been in Congress for 20 years and has
repeatedly called to impeach Trump, is
facing a House censure resolution for
yelling at the president, waving his
black cane and refusing to sit down
during Trump’s Tuesday night speech.

Green’s message was drowned out
by boos from Republicans, but he told
reporters on Tuesday that he was say-
ing Trump had no electoral mandate to
slash funding for Medicaid, the gov-
ernment health care program that
helps cover costs for people with lim-
ited income.

Green was eventually escorted out
by chamber staff who maintain the de-
corum and security of the floor.

Rep. Dan Newhouse, a moderate
Republican from Washington state, in-
troduced the resolution to censure
Green for a “breach of proper conduct.”

A vote by the full House chamber on
the censure resolution is expected in
coming days, and Green will be re-
quired to be on the floor at that time.
Censure is a symbolic reprimand that

carries no fines or other penalties.
The censure process was once a rar-

ity, but four House lawmakers have
been publicly reprimanded by their col-
leagues in the last four years for inap-
propriate social media posts, actions
that a majority of the House found prob-
lematic, and disrupting a vote.

In 2009, Republican Rep. Joe Wilson
from South Carolina faced a resolution
of disapproval – a lesser form of punish-
ment – after he shouted “You lie!” at
Democratic President Barack Obama
during an address to a joint session of
Congress. 

Wilson’s outburst at the time drew
gasps from other lawmakers, but on
Tuesday that type of behavior was hap-
pening almost every minute inside the
chamber. Republicans cheered Trump’s
speech and taunted Democrats, while
other House Democratic lawmakers
held signs to fact-check the president
and repeatedly yelled from their seats in
opposition.

Green’s outburst – and moves by
some of his colleagues who walked out
during the speech – marked a sharp
contrast with Democratic leaders who
had urged decorum and tapped a mod-
erate senator from Michigan to deliver
their rebuttal speech. 

Democratic Sen. Jeff Merkley from
Oregon unfurled a blue-and-yellow Uk-
rainian flag as Trump spoke about the
country’s war with Russia.

A vote by the full House chamber on the censure resolution for Rep. Al Green,
D-Texas, is expected in coming days. KEVIN DIETSCH/GETTY IMAGES
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