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H.B. 623: EXPENSIVE, COUNTERPRODUCTIVE FOR TEXAS 
 
QUESTIONS: What are the law enforcement and education provisions of H.B. 623, and how do they harm public safety and the 
future of Texas? 
 
FACTS: 
 
• Article 1 of H.B. 623 would require every arrestee in Texas to be screened within 48 hours of arrest by a Texas 

peace officer trained in immigration law or a federal immigration officer.  It would also create a database 
maintained by DPS to store immigration information on arrestees determined to be deportable. 
– Because immigration officers are not always available for screenings, H.B. 623 essentially requires Texas jurisdictions to 

participate in an expensive federal immigration program, often called 287(g), in order to comply with this law.  This is 
an unfunded mandate on counties and other government entities that manage lock-ups. 

– Creating a new DPS immigration database is duplicative of the much more sophisticated federal system called Secure 
Communities.  Furthermore, a new DPS database will cost millions to build and keep current at a time when the state 
is in a budget crisis.  This is a solution looking for a problem. 

– DPS currently fails to keep updated information on all sex offenders in the sex offender registry.  Giving DPS a new 
database to create and manage is a recipe for disaster.  Inaccurate and outdated information may lead to false arrests, 
including arrests of individuals who share a name with someone in the database. 

 
• Article 4 of H.B. 623 prohibits cities, counties, police and sheriff’s departments, and their employees from 

adopting a policy that would fail to fully enforce state and federal immigration laws, including 8 U.S.C. § 1101 et 
seq.  This bill would also take state money away from local governments that violate this rule. 
– 8 U.S.C. § 1101 et seq. is a huge and complicated federal law that applies to activities engaged in almost exclusively by 

the federal government.  Without immigration expertise, cities and counties may not be sure that they are in 
compliance with the new state requirement. 

– As far as we know, no jurisdiction in Texas has a policy that violates any section of 8 U.S.C. § 1101 et seq.1 
– Taking needed state resources away from struggling cities and counties is a serious threat in this current fiscal 

environment.  Again, without a clear understanding of what failing to enforce this new mandate means, cities and 
counties will struggle to comply. 

 
• Article 2 of H.B. 623 repeals Texas law providing in-state tuition to long-time foreign-born residents of Texas 

who aspire to go to college and contribute to the Texas economy. 
– Repealing in-state tuition for long-time foreign-born Texas residents will increase the high school dropout rate as 

students realize they will have no opportunity to pursue higher education. 
– Texas needs more college educated young people to contribute to our economy and society.  We cannot afford to 

waste human capital: honors students and valedictorians who did not choose to come to the United States without 
permission but who were brought here by their parents. 

 
SOLUTION: 
 
 Oppose/amend H.B. 623 to prevent an unfunded mandate on local governments and a wasteful new database. 
 Retain in-state tuition for long-time foreign-born residents of Texas.  They are part of our shared future. 
 Support immigration strategies that are based on the principles of fairness and integration, not scapegoating. 

 
 

citations on reverse side 
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1 The only section of 8 U.S.C. § 1101 et seq. local entities are required to follow is section 1373, “Communication between government agencies 
and the Immigration and Nationality Service,” which reads: “(a) In general Notwithstanding any other provision of Federal, State, or local law, a 
Federal, State, or local government entity or official may not prohibit, or in any way restrict, any government entity or official from sending to, or 
receiving from, the Immigration and Naturalization Service information regarding the citizenship or immigration status, lawful or unlawful, of any 
individual. 

(b) Additional authority of government entities 
Notwithstanding any other provision of Federal, State, or local law, no person or agency may prohibit, or in any way restrict, a Federal, State, 
or local government entity from doing any of the following with respect to information regarding the immigration status, lawful or unlawful, 
of any individual: 
(1) Sending such information to, or requesting or receiving such information from, the Immigration and Naturalization Service. 
(2) Maintaining such information. 
(3) Exchanging such information with any other Federal, State, or local government entity. 


