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I. 

MOTION FOR LEAVE TO FILE AMICUS CURIAE BRIEF 

Pursuant to Rule 29 of the Federal Rules of Appellate Procedure, the County 

of Santa Clara, California; the City of Baltimore, Maryland; the City of Berkeley, 

California; the City of Minneapolis, Minnesota; the County of Monterey, 

California; the City of New Haven, Connecticut; the Council of the City of New 

York, New York; the City of Palo Alto, California; the City of Portland, Oregon; 

the City of Saint Paul, Minnesota; Salt Lake City, Utah; the City and County of 

San Francisco, California; the City of San Jose, California; the County of San 

Mateo, California; the City of Seattle, Washington; and the United States 

Conference of Mayors (hereinafter “amici”) respectfully move for leave to file the 

attached amicus curiae brief in support of Appellee the United States of America.  

II. 

INTERESTS OF AMICI CURIAE 

Cities and counties across the United States are responsible for providing 

essential services to their residents, including funding, operating, and overseeing 

local law enforcement agencies.  The local governments seeking leave to appear as 

amici curiae serve racially, ethnically, economically, and culturally diverse 

communities nationwide.  Our jurisdictions are home to some of the largest 

immigrant communities in the country, and our local law enforcement agencies 
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provide law enforcement services within these communities.  

The United States Conference of Mayors (“Conference”), founded in 1932, 

is the official nonpartisan organization of cities with populations of 30,000 or 

more, of which there are some 1,200.  Each city is represented in the Conference 

by its chief elected official, the mayor.  The Conference’s member cities provide 

law enforcement services in diverse communities throughout the nation. 

By passing Arizona Senate Bill 1070, as amended by Arizona House Bill 

2162 (hereinafter referred to as “SB 1070”), the State of Arizona seeks to impose a 

comprehensive state immigration enforcement regime that will threaten the ability 

of local governments and local law enforcement agencies to protect public safety.  

The provisions of SB 1070 that most significantly undermine the ability of local 

governments to protect public safety—Sections 2(B), 3, and 6—were preliminarily 

enjoined by the district court.   

If the district court’s preliminary injunction is lifted and these provisions are 

allowed to take effect, the ramifications will be felt not only in communities within 

Arizona, but in our jurisdictions as well.  These provisions suggest, wrongly, that 

the enforcement of federal civil immigration law is the responsibility of local 

government officials and that basic constitutional principles do not apply when 

local officials are enforcing immigration law.  That message would be heard not 

only in Arizona but in every state across the country, making immigrants — 
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whether they are naturalized citizens, lawful permanent residents, visa holders, or 

undocumented individuals — deeply distrustful of local governments and law 

enforcement officials.  Such distrust will have serious, long-term deleterious 

effects on the ability of local governments to protect the health and safety of all 

ofour residents.  Accordingly, amici have a strong interest in seeing the district 

court’s preliminary injunction upheld. 

III. 

REASONS WHY FILING AN AMICUS BRIEF IS DESIRABLE 

Based on our experience operating and overseeing local law enforcement 

agencies, amici can provide the Court with an important perspective on how the 

enjoined provisions of SB 1070 would operate and how their implementation 

would impact communities nationwide if the district court’s preliminary injunction 

is overturned.  Specifically, amici can explain how the enjoined provisions cannot 

be implemented in a constitutional manner, the extent to which they are vague, 

impractical, costly, and deeply damaging to the relationships of trust that local law 

enforcement agencies have built with immigrant communities and the public at 

large, and the ways that they will hinder the ability of local law enforcement 

agencies—both in Arizona and nationwide—to carry out their core mission of 

ensuring public safety.  
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IV. 

CONCLUSION 

We respectfully request that the Court grant this motion for leave to file the 

attached amicus curiae brief. 

Dated:  

Respectfully submitted, 

 

 MIGUEL MÁRQUEZ 

COUNTY COUNSEL 

 

 

By:                  /S/                               . 

GRETA HANSEN 

Acting Lead Deputy County    

Counsel 

 

                /S/                               . 
ANJALI BHARGAVA 
Deputy County Counsel 

 

Attorneys for the County of 

Santa Clara, California, on behalf 

of counsel for all amici  
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