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The word sanctuary city refers to municipal jurisdiction that is there to limit the national government’s effort to enforce immigration law. For example; North America and Western Europe. The leaders in charge of this cities are working towards reducing deportation and the misplacement of families for those illegally in the country. This is purposely for such families to be able to report crimes, use social services, help in political stability and even access education while there. The main reason sanctuary cities exist and make sense is if an illegal immigrant sees a crime, they will not call the police because they fear being deported. So your child may be in danger but the immigrant must turn away because of her own child. In a sanctuary city, the immigrant will call the police and not have to worry that she will be locked up and deported and taken away from her child. 
Just like everything sanctuary cities come with pros and cons. I am going to start with advantages that come with sanctuary cities. They are regarded as safest, simply because they generate a good relationship between undocumented immigrants and the law enforcement. Crimes go uncounted for just because the immigrants fear being deported if they come out clean thus the law enforcement holds it as leverage. Sanctuary city policies are legal and protected by the tenth amendment. The amendment, according to the US constitution provides for the separation of both federal and state powers. The amendment prevents the "federal government from coercing state government to use their resources to enforce a federal regulatory program, like immigration," and, thus, Congress cannot compel state governments to collect immigration status information in order to share it with the federal government. The last advantage of sanctuary cities is that they are needed to protect undocumented immigrants against federal laws. Mayor of Oakland states “we are not going to use our resources to enforce what we believe are unjust immigrant laws.” This comes as the injustice exercised by the federal immigration deportation policies.
Sanctuary cities have their downside too. The cons are as follows; sanctuary policies hinder the state and local police from doing their jobs- the policies prevent local police from arresting immigrants who have broken federal laws. It would be much better if they could allow arrest of their first crime (illegal entry into the country), but they cannot just because of the policies. Sanctuary cities harbor criminals- this creates a dangerous environment for US citizens. A good example is Juan Francisco Lopez who has had felony charges, convicted five times but the city of San-Francisco have declined to retain him for ICE. And lastly, sanctuary policies abuse laws that state and local government are bond- 8 U.S. Code 1373 states that "a Federal, State, or local government official may not in any way restrict, any government official from sending to, or receiving from, the Immigration and Naturalization Service information regarding the immigration status, lawful or unlawful, of any individual."  
[bookmark: _GoBack]According to me, sanctuary cities are not to be abolished. I do not support Trump’s motion to take away funding from sanctuary cities. I think the cities should just be left alone. Reason being it supports diversity and diversity promotes peace, unity, economy growth and peace to the nation. So in as much as sanctuary cities have disadvantages we should always learn to look on the brighter side.










