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President’s Message . . .  
 

We’ve all heard the term “hindsight is 20/20.” I cannot tell you 

how true that statement is, especially as I work toward wrapping up my 

year as president. When I look back at how much time and effort I have 

put in during my years of service on the TALP board, I am reminded of 

how much this association means to me and how rewarding it has been 

to serve the members of Texas ALP. 

 

As an officer, we always strive to meet the challenges placed in front of us with integrity 

and professionalism. As leaders, our goal is to further our knowledge of the law, promote 

membership and professional development, increase our educational opportunities, develop a great 

support system to include networking, and improve communication skills in order to engage our 

members and increase their sense of belonging.  

 

I have always believed that you get out of it what you put into it. That’s why, as a member, 

it is important to determine how much time you are willing to give in order to achieve your 

professional and personal goals. You don’t want to be that person who fails to plan because that 

means you are planning to fail. Most officers strive to leave the association in a better position 

than when they started. But that doesn’t mean you have to be better than your predecessors; it just 

means you have to give it your all and invest the time and effort it takes to get the job done. That 

way, you won’t look back and wish you had invested more time in trying to make a difference. 

Take it one step at a time while expanding the possibilities and always building for the future. 

 

So what have I learned? I’ve learned that it’s okay to develop your own leadership style, 

to set goals, make tough but necessary decisions, the importance of time management and utilizing 

available resources, the value of delegation and accountability, and most important, respect for 

established procedures such as our chain of command, our policies and procedures manual, and 

the financial management of our association. I’ve also learned that positive reinforcement, trust, 

and honest communication are more valuable than you think. We should promote respect and 

acceptance of others while honoring their differences. 

 

And now, it’s time to pass the torch and hand over the reins to the next board. We can take 

our association beyond all limits because. . . 

 

IT STARTS WITH US! 
 

 Carol Gutierrez, PLS 
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IT STARTS WITH US 

 

Membership Madness is here! IT STARTS WITH US, so bring in new members to 

mentor, educate, and network with and score some cash. Campaign runs through March 31, 2018. 

Please see attached membership campaign for more details. Everyone can be a winner! 
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San Antonio LSA received its Charter 
on June 7, 1957. 

 
Wichita County LPA received its 

Charter 
on July 7, 1958. 

 

 

TIPS FOR SITTING FOR CERTIFYING EXAM 
By Marty S. Olson, Certified PP, PLS, TSC-RE 

 

 The following information has been taken directly from the TALP PLS Mock Exam, the 

NALS Certified PLS Resource Manual, and from Jane Genovese’s Top 10 Tips for Taking Exams.1 

 

Week Before the Exam: 

A. Take time to exercise at least 30 minutes a day. The exercise will relieve the stress 

plus it helps to get blood to your brain, which helps you think clearly. 

B. Do not study more than two hours at a time. 

 

The Night Before the Exam: 

 A. Don’t cram. 

 B. Some authorities suggest a leisurely evening. 

 C. Some authorities suggest a casual review. 

 D. Get a good night’s sleep; seven to eight hours is ideal. 

 

Morning of the Exam: 

 A. Eat breakfast (eat complex carbohydrates [cheese, eggs, yogurt, fruit, nuts, seeds, 

and whole grain], protein [lean chicken, lean pork, fish, lean beef, tofu, beans, lentils, low-fat 

yogurt, milk, cheese, seeds, nuts, and eggs], and vegetables to nourish your brain). Did you know 

that if you skip breakfast you have a decrease of 20% to 40% in thinking capacity (i.e. 

concentration, memory, and alertness)? 

 B. Dress comfortably. 

 C. Arrive early: remember you need to park your car and walk to the testing site. 

 

                                                 
1 Jane Genovese, “Top 10 Tips for Taking Exams,” October 22, 2008, https://learningfundamentals.com.au/blog/ 
top-10-tips-for-taking-exams/, accessed on February 5, 2018. 

http://www.texasalp.org/
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Taking the Exam and Sitting for Multiple Sections: 
 A. Be sure to read the directions carefully and follow them explicitly. 

 B. Write down how long you have for the exam; try to finish 10 minutes before the 

period is over so you can look over your exam. 

C. If you get stuck on a question, take a few deep breaths (breathe in for a count of 3 

and breathe out for a count of 3). If you still don’t know the answer, mark the question and the 

answer sheet and then move on to the next question; don’t panic. 

 D. Tired hands can affect your performance. If you are taking more than one section, 

be sure to bring a stress ball or some other type of stress toy, so you can relax your hands in 

between sections. One can also use moisturizer or Tiger Balm to massage into the fingers, which 

will also help.  

 E. In between sections, listen to music to help you relax; also stretch and walk around 

to loosen stiff joints. Even during an exam a 30-second break can help. 

 F. Drink plenty of water: water will hydrate the brain so one can think clearly. If you 

can take a bottle of water into the exam room, remember to take regular sips. 

 G. When you finish and there is still time, review your answer sheet, make sure you 

have answered all the questions, make sure there are no lines that have multiple answers. 

 H. When you finish a section quit thinking about it; there is nothing you can do about 

it, so move on and start thinking about the next section’s exam. 

 

True/False Questions 

 

 In the 1992 NALS Certified PLS Resource Manual it states: there are specific determiners 

for “false” questions. Absolute words, such as “always,” generally indicate that a statement is false. 

This is because there are few absolutes, and it takes only one exception to make the statement 

false. If any part of the question is false, then the entire question is false. These words often are 

associated with incorrect statements: 

 

always must never 

only merely necessarily 

all none impossible 

 

The following words are associated with correct statements: 

 

often seldom generally 

perhaps may usually 

after could  

 

Remember, there are always exceptions! 

 

Watch for double negatives (double negatives mean the sentence is positive), as in the following 

example: “A nontaxable exchange is not an exchange of property in which the gain or loss is not 

immediately recognized for tax purposes.”  
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Conner Faught, LLPA’s 2018-2019 Scholarship Recipient, was recognized at our February 

Membership Meeting. Pictured are Welfare and Scholarship Committee and the Faught Family. 

Standing from left to right: Sylvia Juarez, Glenda Fuqua, Conner Faught, Judy Faught, and Shane 

Faught; Seated: Jerri Locknane and Lola Smith-Gentry. 
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Texas ALP—Our Mission, Our Goals, and Our Values 

Mary H. Bullard, CP Retired 

Chairman, Planning Committee 

 In 1989, the Texas Association realized that in order to meet the needs of the future, a long-range 

plan had to be developed and implemented. A Long-Range Planning Committee was established, and that 

committee developed the first long-range plan for Texas. Many of the goals from that first long-range plan 

have been met. Today, to meet the ever-changing needs of our members and to ensure the stability of the 

Texas Association, the long-range plan has been periodically modified and revised, most recently in 2015. 

In April during the Annual Meeting in Houston, the 2017-2018 Planning Committee will submit an updated 

plan to the Texas ALP Board of Directors for approval. 

 

The 2018 Strategic Plan consists of the goals and strategies for the standing committees, special 

committees, and/or task forces a part of the Strategic Plan—Certification, Communications, 

Education, Executive, Financial Review, Fundraising, Marketing, Meetings Coordinator, 

Membership, Professional Development, The Texas Docket, and Webmaster. The current 2015 

Strategic Plan is available to all members and a link to the 2015 plan appears on the Texas ALP 

website on the Member Access page. The proposed 2018 Strategic Plan will be distributed with 

the Call to the Annual Meeting. If you should have any questions for the Planning Committee, 

please contact Chairman Mary Bullard at marybtalp@gmail.com. 
The Texas ALP Strategic Plan document consists of more than strategies. The Plan states the 

association’s Mission Statement and the Goals of the Mission Statement. They are: 

 

MISSION STATEMENT 
 

Texas ALP promotes a high standard of competence for legal support professionals. 

 

GOALS OF THE MISSION STATEMENT 

 Commit to Code of Ethics 

 Provide opportunities for legal education 

 Provide opportunities for networking 

 Support certification 

 Provide opportunities for professional development 

 

The Strategic Plan document also lists the association’s Core Values. These values apply to not 

only Texas ALP’s officers and committees, but are the values required of every member. These values are 

the guiding principles that allow us to work together to keep our association focused on our mission and 

meeting the future needs of legal support professionals. These values are a large part of what make us 

special and give us the ability to work together to keep our association relevant. Our Core Values are: 
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CORE VALUES 

Respect 

Loyalty 

Courtesy 

Cooperation 

Competence 

Integrity 

Professionalism 
 

The Texas ALP Strategic Plan is a declaration of the association’s long-range goals. By identifying 

those long-range goals, the Planning Committee is able to develop strategies to achieve the goals. After the 

development of the strategies, Texas ALP’s officers and committees are able to assess and calculate the 

needed financial resources and to budget to ensure the resources are available. 

 

President Carol Gutierrez’s theme for 2017-2018 was “It starts with us.” This certainly describes 

the process of creating and implementing a long-range plan.  If you would like to participate in the planning 

process, please consider becoming a committee member of the Texas ALP Planning Committee. Whether 

you are a new member or an experienced member, have previous planning experience or have no previous 

planning experience, we need your input! Please consider participating and helping our association fulfill 

our Mission to promote a high standard of competence for legal support professionals. 
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Texas Docket Advertising 
 

The Docket Advertising Committee is seeking advertisers for each issue of The Texas Docket. 
Do you know of a vendor that would like to establish a statewide network of Texas ALP members 
for its product or service or enhance its company’s name awareness by using this high-profile 
advertising option to achieve greater exposure to preeminent Texas legal professionals? If so, 
please provide the below information to the vendor or provide the contact information to The 
Texas Docket editor, Lola Smith-Gentry, at lgentry@hkwwlaw.com. 

 

Ad Options 

 

Full Page (9 h x 7 w) 

Half Page Horizontal (4.5 h x 7 w) 

Quarter Page Vertical (4.5 h x 3.25 w) 

 

Ad Rates 

 

Annual  One Issue 

Full = $100 Full = $50 

Half = $75  Half = $35 

Quarter = $50 Quarter = $20 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

TEXAS ALP 63rd ANNUAL EDUCATION CONFERENCE 

“Spirit of the Islands” 

Houston, Texas  April 20-21, 2018 
 

Note from the Editor: 
 

Have you read an article you think other members might be interested in reading? 

If so, you can share it for others to read in The Texas Docket. 

 

Feel free to e-mail the article to me at lgentry@hkwwlaw.com 
 

http://www.texasalp.org/
mailto:lgentry@hkwwlaw.com
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Municipal Suffrage, Sanctuary Cities, and the 
Contested Meaning of Citizenship 

JANUARY 19, 2018 
by Kenneth Stahl 

In November 2016, the city of San Francisco enacted 

a ballot initiative that was somewhat overshadowed 

by other election results. It permitted noncitizens 

with children in the public school system to vote in 

school board elections. Though it is unclear whether 

the measure will have much practical impact on the 

city schools, the measure has enormous symbolic 

significance because it helps clarify why local 

policies regarding immigrants, including noncitizen 

suffrage but especially the decision of cities like San 

Francisco to declare themselves “sanctuary cities” 

and limit law enforcement cooperation with federal immigration authorities, have become perhaps 

the most contentious set of issues on the national political stage. In short, local policies regarding 

immigrants have steadily eroded the distinction between citizens and noncitizens and raised the 

fraught question of who is a citizen. 

As the immigrant population in the United States has exploded in the last few decades, the line 

between citizens and noncitizens has increasingly blurred, with noncitizens often being granted 

benefits previously reserved for citizens. Several cities have been at the forefront of this trend, 

issuing municipal identification cards to undocumented immigrants, prohibiting discrimination 

based on immigration status, and barring law enforcement from inquiring about individuals’ 

immigration status. As such, participation in the political process has taken on special significance 

as the mark of what distinguishes citizens from noncitizens. Though noncitizens had the right to 

vote in many states prior to the twentieth century, no state today permits noncitizens to vote in 

state elections, and Congress enacted a law in 1996 that prohibits noncitizens from voting in federal 

elections. The Supreme Court has upheld the exclusion of noncitizens from political participation, 

writing that “[t]he exclusion of aliens from basic governmental processes is not a deficiency in the 

democratic system but a necessary consequence of the community’s process of political self-

definition.” Yet, San Francisco is the latest of several cities, including Chicago and a few small 

municipalities in Maryland, to grant noncitizens the right to vote in certain local elections, and 

other cities have debated doing the same. 

It is surely not coincidental that San Francisco enacted this measure at the same moment Donald 

Trump was elected President on a wave of anti-immigrant and anti-urban sentiment. In fact, this 

confluence of events is evidence of a broader phenomenon that illuminates the volatile politics of 

our present moment: citizenship is not distributed solely by the nation-state but exists at multiple 

http://www.texasalp.org/
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scales simultaneously. Furthermore, each scale may define citizenship differently–local 

citizenship, for example, is generally distributed based on residence and interest, whereas national 

citizenship is distributed based on identity and allegiance. Usually these different meanings can 

co-exist with little difficulty, but during times of demographic change and economic turmoil, 

conflict can erupt between the different scales over who qualifies as a citizen. 

As an initial matter, our political system features distinctive conceptions of local and national 

citizenship, or what Yishai Blank refers to as “spheres of citizenship.” Suffrage is an instructive 

example. At the federal level, voting rights are contingent almost entirely on American citizenship. 

With a few exceptions, all adult citizens are entitled to vote in federal elections even if they do not 

reside in the United States, and noncitizens may not vote in federal elections even if they do reside 

in the United States. Citizenship is conferred by birth or lineage, or through naturalization, which 

requires an extensive residency period and a demonstration of fealty to national civic ideals. At 

the local level, however, and usually the state level as well, voting rights are tied to residency. 

Moving from one municipality to another generally means that an individual loses a right to vote 

in the former municipality and gains it in the latter. States and localities are prohibited from 

requiring a minimum duration of residence or imposing other prerequisites on the right of local 

residents to vote, but are not required to enfranchise anyone who is a nonresident. All state 

constitutions today bar noncitizen residents from voting in state elections, but local governments 

generally have the authority to expand the municipal franchise to include noncitizen residents, as 

San Francisco has done. 

The contrast between a birth, lineage, or naturalization standard and a residency standard marks 

an important conceptual distinction between local and national citizenship. Insofar as citizenship 

is based on residence, it is something consensual and rational. According to an influential theory 

known as the “Tiebout” model after the economist Charles Tiebout, individuals are perceived as 

“consumer-voters” who have a variety of options of where to reside within a metropolitan region, 

and make that choice based on which community offers the most attractive package of municipal 

services–low taxes, quality schools, and so forth. The consumer-voter is a shopper who votes with 

his or her feet, and municipalities are essentially firms that compete to attract residents who 

contribute to the fiscal bottom line. “Citizenship” is a market transaction, a private contractual 

relationship between the resident and the locality. 

A logical endpoint of the consensual idea of citizenship is the enfranchisement of all local residents 

regardless of nationality. In principle, under the Tiebout model, membership in the community is 

determined by interest rather than identity, and one’s interest can be determined entirely by the 

choice of where to reside. In the debate leading up to the Maryland City of Takoma Park’s decision 

to enfranchise some noncitizens in municipal elections, one noncitizen resident made the case for 

noncitizen suffrage in exactly those terms: “I have as much interest in the community as 

anyone. . . . We’re not asking for a voice at the national level or in foreign policy . . . . But in local 

matters, we’re no different than somebody who has moved to Takoma Park from California.” 

Cities have a strong financial incentive to confer citizenship on immigrants because, in our age of 

globalization, immigrants have become perhaps the ultimate footloose consumer-voters. Cities 

around the world are competing for the massive economic benefits that accompany concentrations 
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of immigrant labor, and the enactment of policies like noncitizen suffrage and sanctuary city 

ordinances is one way for cities to attract immigrants. 

In contrast to local citizenship, the federal idea of citizenship is rooted in nationality rather than 

residence, and therefore reflects a primordial conception of the citizen as deeply embedded in the 

territory. As Yael Tamir writes, the federal idea of citizenship “sees social roles and affiliations as 

inherent, as a matter of fate rather than choice.” The notion that citizens can choose their state or 

a state can choose its citizens in the manner of a market transaction is hostile to this conception. 

For that reason, many lawmakers and others have expressed a preference for welcoming 

immigrants with cultural and linguistic ties to the United States and object to basing immigration 

policy on immigrants’ financial contributions. 

The distinction between local and national citizenship is a logical consequence of those 

institutions’ respective evolutions. Cities have long depended on foreign trade to survive and could 

never rely on borders to buffer themselves against global forces; as a result, they have generally 

made membership in the urban political community available to those who reside or do business 

in the city. The modern nation-state, on the other hand, is entirely a creature of its borders, 

predicated on the idea that the state’s sovereign authority extends the full length of the territory it 

controls. Thus, it has been considered essential to the very idea of the nation-state that the 

government must be able to differentiate members from non-members based on their connection 

to the territory. 

Until recently, the tension between the two modes of citizenship remained latent because they were 

perceived as complementary rather than mutually exclusive. Closure at the national level 

facilitated openness at the local level. According to Michael Walzer’s formulation, communities 

can be open only if countries are at least potentially closed. Only if the state makes a selection 

among would-be members and guarantees the loyalty, security, and welfare of the individuals it 

selects, can local communities take shape as “indifferent” associations, determined solely by 

personal preference and market capacity. 

Today, however, globalization is causing the local and national modes of citizenship to come more 

directly into conflict. The global economy is steadily eroding the borders that defined nation-states, 

subjecting them to the vicissitudes of the same global forces that shaped the city. Both labor and 

capital can now “vote with their feet” in choosing nation-states in which to locate, placing 

pressures on states that wish to succeed in a global economy to cater to their demands. As this 

occurs, the very nature of national citizenship is changing to resemble local citizenship. Many 

nation-states have begun shifting in the direction of a de facto residence standard for citizenship. 

Increasingly, civil rights and access to social benefits are conferred on the basis of residence rather 

than citizenship, moving toward what Yasemin Soysal calls a “postnational” version of citizenship 

rooted in the individual rights of the person rather than nationality. 

Needless to say, the emergence of a postnational standard of citizenship has been profoundly 

destabilizing for many people. Although this standard strips away the accident of birth as a 

privileged status, it substitutes a new privileged status, that of mobility. “The freedom to move, 

perpetually a scarce and unequally distributed commodity, fast becomes the main stratifying 
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factor” in our global age. Those with mobility are moving away from declining rural and 

manufacturing areas towards the urban areas that are the hubs of the new global knowledge-based 

economy. The ones left behind resent those who have benefited from mobility, especially the 

immigrants who are the most visible symbols of a mobile society, and their reaction is to retrench 

a definition of citizenship based on place. The city, with its open borders and flexible approach 

toward citizenship, appears as the embodiment of the evils of globalization. The re-awakening of 

a nostalgic vision of citizenship rooted in “blood and belonging” thus leads to the demonization of 

cities, with the “sanctuary city” becoming the pivotal flashpoint in a reckoning over the meaning 

of citizenship. 

Source: https://blog.harvardlawreview.org/municipal-suffrage-sanctuary-cities-and-the-

contested-meaning-of-citizenship/ 

 

 
 
 

NALS 
EDUCATIONAL CONFERENCE 

 
September 20-22, 2018 

 

See NALS.org 
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FINALISTS 

FOR 

THE 2017-2018 

TALP LEGAL PROFESSIONAL OF THE YEAR 

 
Texas ALP is proud to announce the finalists for the 2017-2018 

Legal Professional of the Year are as follows:  

  

Cheryl A. Wenzel, PLS, PP–San Antonio LSA; and 

Laura DeLeon—Waco Legal Professionals Association  

  

Congratulations to the finalists! We look forward to seeing you in 

Houston where the Legal Professional of the Year will be announced 

during the President's Banquet!  

  

Linda Rodriguez 

Chair, 2017-2018 Awards Committee  
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