Mock Termination Hearing

Note that on December 16, 2016, the BIA issued its decision in Matter of W-A-F-C-, 26 I&N
Dec. 880 (BIA 2016), in which it held that where service of the NTA was defective because
it did not meet the requirements of the regulations on serving minors under the age of 14,
the proper remedy is a continuance so DHS may re-serve the minor. Even though this mock
termination curriculum is based on the same factual scenario as in Matter of W-A-F-C-, this
curriculum will be helpful in highlighting potential arguments to be made to preserve for appeal,
relevant case law and other termination related issues. We recommend continuing to consider
seeking termination particularly in the following circumstances:

1. Cases where there was an in absentia order previously.

2. Cases where DHS has not sought to re-serve the NTA by the first master calendar
hearing and when you make the motion to terminate. If DHS seeks a continuance at
that hearing, argue that DHS has not yet attempted to effect proper service and that
the court lacks jurisdiction to grant a continuance.

3. Cases where the 1-770, Notice of Rights and Disposition, was not
served. https://www.lexisnexis.com/legalnewsroom/immigration/b/insidenews/archiv
e/2007/09/15/ij-on-failure-to-serve-i_2d00_770.aspx?Redirected=true

Introduction

These materials were developed to assist managers or supervising attorneys to train staff to
challenge service of the Notice to Appear in immigration court and move for termination of
proceedings. Included in these materials are:

e Discussion Guide (p.3)
e Mock Hearing Script (p.5)
e Client Case File
o Factual scenario (p.8)
Links to relevant legal authority (p.10)
Declaration from Client’s mother (p.11)
Notice to Appear (p. 14)
[-213 (p.16)
ORR — UAC Initial Placement Form (p.19)

© O O O O

1

Produced by the Catholic Legal Immigration Network (CLINIC) for the Vera Unaccompanied Children Program
February 2017. Updated May 2018.


https://www.justice.gov/eoir/page/file/918966/download
https://www.justice.gov/eoir/page/file/918966/download
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Instructions for Trainers

1.

Trainees should be assigned roles: either Assistant Chief Counsel (ACC) or Respondent’s
Attorney (RA). The trainer (or someone he/she designates) should play the role of the
Immigration Judge (1J).

The trainer should provide trainees with the Client Case File and instruct them to review the
factual scenario, the relevant legal authority and the supporting documents.

Based on their respective roles and the information in the Client Case File, trainees will then
conduct a mock master calendar hearing using the arguments they’ve developed either in
support of, or against, a motion to terminate based on improper service of the NTA. Trainees
should be encouraged to anticipate arguments from opposing counsel.

The factual scenario provides a suggestion as to how the mock hearing might begin.

At the conclusion of the mock hearing, the Immigration Judge will decide whether to
schedule a full termination hearing.

After the mock hearing has concluded, the trainer can use the discussion guide and mock
hearing script to lead a group discussion on the issues presented.

The amount of time required to complete the exercise will vary but below are some
suggested time frames:

o 20-30 minutes to handout and review instructions, assign roles and answer
questions.

o 60-75 minutes to review Client Case File and develop legal arguments.

o 30-45 minutes to conduct mock hearing.

o 30-45 minutes for group discussion using the discussion guide.
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Discussion Guide
Review Mariela’s story and the following documents:

e [-213, Record of Deportable/Inadmissible Alien
e Notice to Appear

e ORR Initial Placement Referral Form

e Declaration of Alicia Le6n, Mariela’s mother

Issues and Potential Arguments:

¢ Does the notation “served on conservator” without a legible signature by the “person in
charge of the institution,” the director of the ORR shelter, constitute sufficient service?

o If DHS serves the NTA while the child is in federal custody, service should be on
the director of the facility where the child resides. Matter of Amaya, 21 1&N
Dec. 583 (BIA 1996)

o The “served on conservator” notation without a signature by the director of the
facility where Mariela was detained is insufficient to demonstrate personal service

e Even if the stamp “served on conservator “ is sufficient to demonstrate service on the
shelter director, does failure to serve Mariela’s mother form a basis for termination of
removal proceedings?

o Failure to serve the mother when her presence in the U.S. was known. 8 CFR
103.8(c)(2)(ii) requires that in the case of children under 14, the NTA shall be
served upon the person with whom the child resides; whenever possible, DHS
shall also serve the “near relative, guardian, committee or friend.”

o The BIA has held that when it appears that a child under 14 will be residing with
her parent in the U.S., the regulation requires service on the parent whenever
possible. Matter of Mejia-Andino, 23 I&N Dec. 533 (BIA 2002)

o Ifin the 9™ Circuit, if a child is under the age of 18, the NTA must be served on
the ORR sponsor. see Flores-Chavez v. Ashcroft, 362 F.3d 1150 (9™ Cir. 2004)

o ACC will likely argue that the “whenever possible” language in the regulations
and Matter of Mejia-Andino recognizes that service on the parent is not always
possible and therefore should not form the basis for termination.

= The BIA has held that DHS is tasked with “making every possible effort
to locate family members or others close to the respondent.” Matter of E-
S-1-, 26 I&N Dec. 136 (BIA 2013)
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= This is a fact-specific inquiry about whether the parent’s presence in the
U.S. was known and whether the child indicated the intent to reside with
that parent. Review the 1-213 and the ORR docs:
e What did Mariela tell CBP about her intent upon entering the U.S.?
¢ Did she provide her mother’s contact information to the ORR case
worker while in custody?
e Did Mariela have contact with her mother while in custody?

e (Can the ACC perfect defective service by serving Mariela’s attorney in court?

o

8 CFR 1003.14(a) requires that the NTA must be properly served prior to filing

the NTA with the court.

e Termination is appropriate where the government violates a regulation or policy that:

@)
@)

Is mandated by the Constitution or federal law so prejudice is presumed; or
Creates an entire procedural framework to ensure the fair processing of the case
so prejudice is presumed; or

Is intended to benefit the noncitizen plus the violation results in actual prejudice
Matter of Garcia-Flores, 17 I&N Dec. 325 (BIA 1980)

The regulations create an entire procedural framework for removal proceedings to
ensure the fair processing of the case. Prejudice should be presumed.
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Mock Hearing Script

This script demonstrates a master calendar hearing in which service of the Notice to Appear is challenged
and a motion to terminate is submitted to the Immigration Judge. The script is designed to be used as a
guide to the trainer about how a mock hearing where these issues are raised could unfold. The trainer
should provide the participants with the Client Case File. The trainees will then develop their arguments
in support of or against termination and demonstrate how they might be raised in a master calendar
hearing. The trainer will use the discussion guide to lead the discussion with participants after the mock
hearing has been completed.

Roles

Immigration Judge (1J)
Assistant Chief Counsel, (DHS)
Respondent’s Attorney (RA)

1J: Today is , these are removal proceedings before Judge at the Denver
Immigration Court in the Matter of Mariela Hernandez, A#123-456-789. Will the parties please announce
themselves?

DHS: for the government.

RA: Good afternoon, for the Respondent

1J: Okay, let’s see here. Have pleadings been taken in this matter?
RA: No, Your Honor.
1J: Please proceed with the pleading.

Respondent: Yes, Your Honor. I, , on behalf of Respondent, do not concede proper
service of the Notice to Appear. DHS failed to render proper service as required by the regulation at 8
CFR 103.8(c)(2)(ii), which describes proper service of the NTA to those who are under 14 years of age.
The Respondent is 12 years old today and was 11 years old at the time that DHS attempted service of the
NTA so therefore this regulation applies in this case.

1J: This is highly odd and | am unfamiliar with this regulation.

DHS: Your honor, I think | can solve this problem by serving the Notice to Appear on Respondent’s
Counsel now.
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Respondent: Your honor, if Assistant Chief Counsel serves the NTA on me now that will not solve the
service problem. The regulations at 8 CFR 1003.14(a) require that service must be properly executed
prior to filing the NTA with the court. That did not occur and therefore these proceedings should be
terminated.

IJ: The NTA was served on the director of the ORR shelter so what is the problem exactly?

Respondent: Your Honor, we actually don’t know who the NTA was served on because the NTA is
signed “Served on Conservator.” We don’t know whether the director of the shelter was served or some
other staff member. In any case, the regulations state that the NTA SHALL be served upon the near
relative, guardian, committee or friend. In this case, we’re talking about the respondent’s mother, who is
in the U.S. and should have been served. It’s our position in this case that it is DHS’s burden to prove
proper service by clear, unequivocal and convincing evidence on the parent.

1J: Interesting. What’s the government’s position?

DHS: Your Honor, the regulation that counsel sites to actually states that such service shall be completed
“whenever possible.” That language is in there for a reason, because it’s not always possible to serve the
parents. Your honor is well aware that we are seeing huge numbers of unaccompanied children
apprehended at the border. Given this huge influx of children the government is dealing with, it simply
was not possible to serve the parent in this case. It’s the government’s position, therefore, that this
regulation does not apply here. It is our position that service was provided to the ORR shelter director.
That is all that is required in this case.

Respondent: Your Honor, if | may respond to that, because there is actually BIA precedent on point on
this issue. The 2002 BIA case of Mejia Andino interpreted this regulation and held that service on the
parent is required whenever it appears that the minor will be residing with the parent here in the United
States. In this case the respondent informed DHS that she would be residing with her mother since the
moment the respondent was apprehended by CBP. Multiple phone calls to the mother, knowledge of the
parent’s address and correspondence to that address prove that it was possible for DHS to have served the
parent. As such, Matter of Mejia Andino provides that failure to follow this regulation requires
termination of the removal proceedings. Furthermore, while it is our position that service on the ORR
shelter director would not be sufficient under any circumstances, in this case the NTA was signed “Served
on Conservator” which does not demonstrate personal service on the person in charge of the institution as
is required by regulation. If I may approach, Your Honor, Respondent would like to submit a written
Motion to Terminate with declarations from both the respondent and her mother attached as supporting
documentation.

DHS: Your honor, if | may -- termination is not at all appropriate in this case. While it’s true that the
government had respondent’s mother’s address and phone number, it can’t reasonably be concluded that
this creates an automatic requirement of service on the parent. Given the government’s limited resources,
it simply isn’t possible to provide this duplicative service. Our position is that the director of the ORR
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shelter was properly served as required by regulation. The government would request time to respond to
counsel’s written motion.

1J: Okay, okay. Counsel, please approach with the Motion to Terminate and let me take the time to read
and consider your arguments, as well read any response from the government. The government’s response
is due 14 days before the next hearing. Let’s set this out for 3 months and I will render a written decision
before then. Anything further from either party?

Respondent: No, your honor. Thank you.
DHS: Nothing from the government.

IJ: Then we are adjourned. Thank you.
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Mock Termination Hearing
Client Case File
Termination Factual Scenario

Mariela Hernandez-Leon is a 12 year old girl from Honduras. She was apprehended shortly after
having waded across the Rio Grande River near Hidalgo, Texas. She was traveling with two
older cousins, ages 15 and 16. All three of the children were planning to reunify with their
mothers who live in Rockville, MD. Mariela and her cousins were transferred to an ORR run
shelter and remained there while their mothers were contacted. While in ORR custody, Mariela
was issued a Notice to Appear (NTA) which was served on an unknown staff member at the
ORR shelter. Service of the NTA was acknowledged with a note saying “Served on
Conservator.” Mariela informed both the CBP officer who interviewed her and the shelter staff
that she was planning to join her mother in Maryland. Mariela provided her mother’s phone
number to shelter staff who were able to establish contact to initiate the reunification process.
Mariela was also allowed to speak to her mother on several occasions.

After several weeks, Mariela was released to her mother, Alicia Leon. Upon Mariela’s release to
her mother, venue was changed from Harlingen, TX to Baltimore, MD. Mariela was given a
packet of documents, which included, among other things, a copy of the NTA served on the
shelter staff member. At Mariela’s first master calendar hearing in Baltimore, when Mariela’s
attorney raises the issue of lack of proper service, the ACC attempts to perfect service by serving
Mariela’s attorney in court.

Under the guidance of the trainer, using the factual scenario above, the client case file and the
legal authority provided, develop a mock master calendar hearing in which Mariela’s attorney
lays out arguments for termination of proceedings and the ACC argues against it.
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Your mock hearing might begin like this:
Immigration Judge (1J)

Assistant Chief Counsel, (DHS)
Respondent’s Attorney (RA)

1J: Today is , these are removal proceedings before Judge at the
Baltimore Immigration Court in the Matter of Mariela Hernandez-Ledn, A#123-456-789. Will
the parties please announce themselves?

DHS: for the government.

RA: Good afternoon, for the Respondent

1J: Okay, let’s see here. Have pleadings been taken in this matter?
RA: No, Your Honor.
1J: Please proceed with the pleading.

Respondent: Yes, Your Honor. I, , on behalf of Respondent, do not concede
proper service of the Notice to Appear...
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LEGAL AUTHORITY IN SUPPORT OF A MOTION TO TERMINATE

8 CFR 103.8(c)(2)(ii)

8 CFR 1003.14(a)

Matter of Amaya, 21 1&N Dec. 583 (BIA 1996)

Matter of E-S-1-, 26 I&N Dec. 136 (BIA 2013)

Matter of Garcia-Flores, 17 I&N Dec. 325 (BIA 1980)

Matter of Mejia-Andino, 23 I&N Dec. 533 (BIA 2002)

If in 9" Circuit, see Flores-Chavez v. Ashcroft, 362 F.3d 1150 (9th Cir. 2004)

Matter of W-A-F-C-, 26 1&N Dec. 880 (BIA 2016)
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https://www.uscis.gov/ilink/docView/SLB/HTML/SLB/0-0-0-1/0-0-0-11261/0-0-0-11630/0-0-0-11966.html#0-0-0-9359
https://www.uscis.gov/ilink/docView/SLB/HTML/SLB/0-0-0-1/0-0-0-11261/0-0-0-33286/0-0-0-33721.html#0-0-0-15569
https://www.justice.gov/sites/default/files/eoir/legacy/2014/07/25/3293.pdf
https://www.justice.gov/sites/default/files/eoir/legacy/2014/07/25/3784.pdf
https://www.justice.gov/sites/default/files/eoir/legacy/2012/08/17/2780.pdf
https://www.justice.gov/sites/default/files/eoir/legacy/2014/07/25/3484.pdf
http://caselaw.findlaw.com/us-9th-circuit/1207015.html
https://www.justice.gov/eoir/page/file/918966/download
https://www.justice.gov/eoir/page/file/918966/download

Respondent: Mariela Hernandez-Leo6n
A 123-456-789

SWORN STATEMENT FROM ALICIA LEON

I, Alicia Leon, swear under penalty of perjury, under the laws of the United States, that the
following is true and correct to the best of my knowledge and belief.

1. On May 2, 2016, | was called at approximately 1AM on my cell phone, which is a U.S.-
based phone number, by a man speaking Spanish who introduced himself as an officer
with Customs and Border Protection (CBP). He said his name, but I don’t remember it.
He asked me if | was the mother of Mariela Herndndez-Ledn. | said that | was her
mother. He then said that he had my daughter in his custody since yesterday evening. He
did not say where he had her though. Then he said that he needed me to talk to my
daughter because she was inconsolable crying non-stop and they could not control her.
He then put her on the phone and I tried to calm her down. The officer then came back on
the phone to tell me that they would be calling me back soon to get my address and other
information. The officer also said that they would be transferring my daughter to a
shelter. | asked him for information on where exactly my daughter was located and he
said that they do not provide that information.

2. Two days later, in the afternoon of May 4, 2016, | received a follow-up call from a
different CBP officer. After he introduced himself, he asked me again if | was the mother
of Mariela Hernandez-Ledn. Again, | said that | was her mother. He then asked me if |
knew that she was on her way to the United States. He then said that my daughter was
fine and being fed while in their custody. He then asked me for my home address so that
they could send me information and | provided my home address. | was then able to talk
to my daughter for a few minutes. The officer then came back on the phone and told me
to remain calm, that my daughter was fine, and that she would be calling me frequently. |
again asked for information on where exactly my daughter was located and he said that
they do not provide that information.

3. After that phone call, I never received anything in the mail, not even from the shelter
once she was transferred there. | have not moved from that address and have resided there
for many years so there is no reason why any mail would not have arrived.

4. On May 5, 2016, another CBP officer and my daughter called me to say hello. Same
thing on May 6, 2016 and on May 7, 2016 | received two phone calls.

5. On May 8, 2016, I did not receive a call from my daughter and began to worry a lot. Not
having received a phone call the day before, the morning of May 9, 2016 | got on the
internet and started researching phone numbers for me to call to find out more
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information one where my daughter was located and why she had not called since May
7. 1 finally reached someone in a Washington, DC government office willing to speak to

me and help me locate her. She said that helping me with this issue was not part of her
job, but that she would help me nonetheless. This woman was my angel. She took my
phone number and said she would call me back, which she did in approximately half an
hour. She said that my daughter was in Michigan in a children’s shelter. She gave me the
name of the case worker assigned to my daughter in Michigan and said to wait for the
case worker to call me that afternoon. The case worker did call me that same afternoon
and told me to go into their webpage to complete the reunification packet because that
was the fastest and easiest way to do it. She also confirmed all of the information she had
received from CPB including my daughter’s birth date and my address. She said she just
had to confirm this information because there were cases of people posing as the parents
who were trying to have the children released to them. She said to go ahead and send
everything on Monday morning since it was already late Friday afternoon. | did as
instructed and sent the completed packet and information via fax on Monday, May 12,
2016.

6. The morning of June 3, 2016, | picked up my daughter at BWI airport. Once my daughter
arrived home with me, she told me everything she went through while in CBP custody.
She said she did not eat much, could not shower (and was unable to shower until she
arrived at the shelter, which was over a week), had to share a cell with lots of people and
had to withstand a lot of cold in the cells where she was kept, especially at night since she
had to sleep on the floor and was not given a blanket. She said some officers were “bad”
and some were “good.” She said the bed officers would not allow her to call me and that
one officer refused to give her something else to eat when the bread that they gave her
was causing her already sore throat to hurt more. | knew about this officer already though
because she had told me about her throat hurting and not being able to swallow it without
pain when we spoke on the phone. | remember that | asked the officer to please give her
something else maybe a piece of chocolate for her stomach to feel full, but he said that
they did not have anything else there to give her and then lectured me by saying that
these were the consequences for us people sending our children here to the United States
in this manner. She did not eat that day and said that her stomach hurt from hunger. One
of the “good” officers whose name she still remembers offered her his food that he had
brought for himself and bought her a juice from the vending machine.

7. Itis very hard for my daughter to talk about her experience being in CBP custody. She
still does not understand why she had to stay with CBP so long when other kids were
kept there for fewer days than she was kept there. She said that she would ask the officers
when she would get released and why other kids were being released and not her.

8. My daughter also told me that when she was stopped by CPB crossing the border the
officer asked about her parents’ whereabouts and she said that she told the officer that I
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was here in the United States. She then provided my cell phone number when the officer
requested it.

Executed this 5" day of November 2016 in Washington, DC.

Alicia Ledn
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U8, Department of Homeland Secu

Subject ID: 349’703741

DOB: 07/22/2004 Bvent %o xcsuaswﬁéaa
in the Matter of

Respondent: MAR[ELA- ERNANDEZ-LEON |

.

currently residinig at:

(616) 340-7002
{Area code and phone aumber)

Baﬁmnycmm Fosteﬁﬁ&t}B&thSt SE Suite 400 Grand Rapids, Ml. 49505
(Number, street, city and ZIP code)

[ 1. You are an arriving alien.

2. You are an alien present in the United States who has not been admitied or paroled,

[} 3. You have been admitted to the United States, but are removable for the reasons stated below.

The Dtammnam of Homeland Security alleges that you:
are not a citizen or national of the United States;
2. .

You are a native of HONDURAS and a citizen of HONDURAS ; L
3. You arrived in the United States at or near Hidul_g'o, TEXAS, on or about May 1, 2016;
4. You were not then admitted or paroled after inspection by an Immigration Officer.

Onthe basis of the foregmng, itis charged that you are subject to removal from the United States pursuant 1o the fu[hawmg
mvﬁmn(‘sgnfl

12 {a) (6) (a) (i) of the Im:xgra.tian and Nationality Act, as amended, in that you hra an
alien present in the United States without being admitted or paroled or who arrived in
the United States at any time or place other than as designated by the Attorney General.

1 This notice is being issued afier an asylum officer has found that the respondent has demonstrated 8 credible fear of persecution
or torture.

C1  section 235(b)(1) order was vacated pursuant to: LJ8CFR 208.30(f)2) [JBCFR 235.3(b)(5)(iv)

YOU ARE ORDERED to appear before an immigration judge of the United States Department of Justice at:
2009 West Jefferson Avenue, Suite 300 Harlingen TX US 78550

{Complete Address of Immigration Court, including Room Number, if any)

m-’n date to be set

at @ time to be smet ., you should not be removed from the United States based on the
(Date) (Time} Ve (
charge(s) set forth above, ' RO 0 O E VARES %&3 PATROL AGENT m mam
) {Signature and Title of Issuing Officer)
Date: May 05, 2 : HARLINGEN, TEXAS
_ (Cwarstmre}
rtant informatie ' |
See reverse fer u;:m ufo on Form EEA2 (Rev. GAHAITI N
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Natice to Respondent
Warning: Any statement you make muy be used agninst you in removal proceedings,

Alien Registration: This copy of the Motice o Appear served upon you is evidence of your alien regisimation while vou are under remboval
proceedings, You are required to carry it with you at all times,

Representation: If you 5o choose, you may be represented in this proceeding, al no expense (o the Government, by an stlorney or ather individual
authoried and qualified 1w represent persons before the Executive Office for Immigration Review, pursuanl to B CFR 3 H;. Unicsayw 0 FBQUESL, DO
hearing will be scheduled earfier than ten days from the date of this notice, w allow you sufficient fimego secure egunsel; - A list of qualified atprmeys
and organizations who may be available io represent vou at na cost will be provided with this notice.

Conduct of the hearing: A the time of your hearing, vou should bring with you any affidavits or other documens, which you desire to have
considered in connection with your case. IT you wish 10 have the iesfimony of any witnesses considered, you should arrange 1o have such witnesses
present ai the hering.

Al :rﬂﬂf‘ﬂfim you will be given the opportunity o admil or deny any or all of the allegations in the Morice 1o Appear and that you aré inadmissible
or removable on the charges conmained in the Notice 1o Appear. You will have an opportunity to pressni evidence on your own behialf, 1o examine any
evidence presenied by the Government, 1o object, on proper legal grounds, 1o the receipt of evidence and to cross examine any witnesses presented by
the Gevernment. At the conclusion of your hearing, you have a right 1o appeal an adverse decision by the immigration jodge.

You will be advised by the immigeation judge before whom you appear of any reliel from removal for which you méy appeir cligible mcluding the
privilege of depanure voluntarily. You will be given a reasonsble oppotiunity 10 make any such application w the immigration jodge.

Failure to appear; You are required 1o provide the DHS, in writing, with your lull mailing address and telephone number. Y ou must nolify the
Imimigrion Court immediately by using Form BOIR-33 whenever you change your address or telephone number during the course nf this poceeding.
¥ou will be provided with a copy of this form. Motices of hearing will be mailed 10 this address. 1 voo do not submil Form EOIR-33 and do not
otherwise provide an address at which you may be reached during proceedings, then the Government shall not be required 1o provide yin with writien
natice of your hearing. If you fail 1o attend the hearing at the lime and place designated on this notice, o any date and time Iater direcied by the
Imimigration Court, a removal order may be made by the immigration judge in your absence, and you may be arresied and detrinicd by the DHS

Mandatory Duly to Surrender for Removal: 17 you become subject to a final order of removal, you must surrender for removal fo one of the
offices listed in & CFR 241,16{2). Specific atdresses on locations for surrender can he obtained from yaur local DHS office or over the inlerret ai
hitp:fiwscw ice. goviaboutidro/contact.bitm. You musi surrender within 30 days From the date the order hecomes administratively final, unless you
obtain an order from a Federal court, immigration court, or the Board of Immigration Appeals staying execution of the removal order, Immigration
regulations st B CFR 241.1 define when the remaval order becomes administratively final. If you are granted voluntary depariure and fail i depart
the United States a5 required, fail to post a bond in connection with voluntary depanure, or fail o comply with any other condition or term in
connection with voluntary deparure, you must surrender for removal on the next business day thereafier. 1f you do not surmender for removal as
redjiaired, you will be incligible for all forms of discretionary refief for as long as you remain in the United Staies and for 120 years afier depaniure or
removal. ‘This means you will be ineligitle for asylum, canceliation of removal, voluntary departure, adjusiment of status, change of nonimmigrant
statss, registry, and relaied waivers for this period. If you do not surrender for removal as required, you may also be criminally prosscuted under
section 245 of the Act.

ot

Request for Prompt Hearing
To expedite a deiermination in my case, | request an immediate hearing. | waive my right 1o a 10-day period prior i sppearing belore pn imimigration
judge.

Before:

Fadgmatare of Responen |

Dt

iSignatire and Title of Immigration Officer)

Certificate of Service _
“This Motice To Appesr was served on the respondent by me on May 05, 2016 . in the following manner and in mpmm:mm sEction
239(&}(! HFEyofthe Act. ‘ ) i
%] in person [} by cenified mail, returned receipt requested [} iy regutar mait
D Attached is 2 eredible fear worksheat,
7] Attached is a tist of organization and attorneys which provide free fegal services.
BPANISH

"The alien was provided osal notice in the
conisequences of failure m:xspcu 4% pmvmﬁ in sectma 24(!{'9}{7*) of the Act.
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US. Department of Homeland Security Suby

ect ID;345703741

Record of Deportable/Inadmissible Alien

Famity Vi 1 ABSY ; Middie Sex Thape Lyes Complsn
; HERNANDEZ-LEON MARIELA| P |sx |meo |wmo
Conimaty of Clizmeaship g Passpont Number 338 Couniry of Isse Fike Nomber Fleiyht Wighi Oucipation
HONDURAS EQ05894, HONDURAS CASE No:MCY v CHILD
VA Adin —1 Sears 20d Marks
H H i NONE INDICATED
Children’s Shelter 2100 Main St. Suite 500 Detroit, M1 48226 N
TRV TR FHT Namber 0 Sisgh
05/01/2024, 1606, 27.55 milejs) W of BID, PWAM (BY RAFT l O wrad O Mamed

0 Wikwet O Scparand

| Mamher, Siteet, Ciey, Province [Staie) and ( pusirs of Pormanens Residnee

Method of LinagiaApptchetsion

SANTA ANA, FRANCISCO MORAZAN, HONDURAS

Sse Narrative B

ol of Thef X : Nic fof-Adan Locwnn Code AUN DsteThoige
07/22/2004 Age: 11 / 05/05/ 2016 | RGV/MO8 HIDALGO, Tx [05/01/2016 1615
iy, Proviace [S14) s Coumiry 4 Birth AR Fosem : (Tyox and No.j Lified J Not 1ified By ’

DAVID 7. STARKE

NIV besuimg Post and STV Ngmber

e

Soctal Securny Acosuni Name Stadus at Finiry Stasus Whea f'wnd//

PHA Mexico IN TRAVEL

—

Date Vics ttied

Social Sucurity Nyt Lenjph of Tiine Megalty n U5

AT ENTRY

Immigrativn Becond
NEGATIVE

Criminal Record
None Known

Namsz Nidress, and NationaRty of Spriuse (Maiden Name, it Appeontian’

Number énd Nationality of Midior (hildren

Fabee's Nasne, Notiomality, sad Addvess, i Rvoam
S8ee Narrative

Maiher s Present 3nd Muiden Names, Namonality. and Addeess, if Known
See Narrative PP

Mo e Foapunty n US Notja Tamediaic Moo
None Claimed

Fingotprigied? Sy Checis

Yot (J Na Change (ode Waese?
I52

Naty: ind Addness ol (1A U omengi L § Emplover

Tepe ol Empltymon Sataty Empiayed in

(e

ARREST COORDINATES:

Latitude: 26,226056
Longitude: -98.444231

CONSEQUENCE DELIVERY SYSTEM:

Classification: rFIpa

FOREIGN ADDRESS:

Al s hucs advised of N R AT DV ges

! SANTA ANA, FRANCISCO MORAZAN, HONDURAS

NVt Outline peesiculans ndet which ates was hsicibiappreneaded Inclide details s shown ahve Rparding e plave st manace of Lt cmiey atic A eniry. v sty ashet eaizy, und
clemenis which ostabish admiisizaive anday crminal vidaion. Indican mass ad rogte of el v IR |

SANTA ANA, FRANCISCO MORAZAN, EONDURAS

JUAN C., GAMEZ
BORDER PATROL AGENT
(Sigmmure and Titke of Isy

-

i Osiyley

Tosttavgtion

To File
MCA/MCS
Stats

Recened {Suhiens aad Thcuments) (Repor of !num;zy

/

Warrant of Arrest/Notice to
ELOY TREV.

Exammng Officer -
<z 2

omer  JUAN Q. GAMEZ

Oificur

| May 05,2016 ar 2013

1 e )

Diyposinia

Produced by the Catholic Legal Immigration N
February 2017. Updated May 2018.
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U.S. Department of Homeland Security Continuation Page for Form 1213

f Alien's Name E File Number Date
[ ' B A 05/05/ 2016/ .
| ‘Evant No:
|
g EFRAIN
, HONDURAS

MOTHER NAME AND ADDRESS:

<+ +, HONDURAS

ASSISTING ASSETS:

Sensors

UNACCOMPANIED JUVENILE:

UAC ‘WA/NTA
IMMIGRATION HISTORY: No prior Immigration history

CRIMINAL HISTORY: No prior criminal history

ENCOUNTER :

A Border Patrol Agent encountered subject in the Rio Grande Valley, Texas Border Patrol
Sector. A Border Patrol Agent determined this subject had unlawfully entered the United
States from Mexico, at a time and place cther than as designated by the Secretary of ‘the
Department of Homeland Security of the United States, After determining that the subject
wae an alien whom illegally entered the United States, the subject was arrested and
transported to the Harlingen Border Patrol Station for further processing using the E3/
IDENT and IAFIS Systems.

IMMIGRATION/CRIMINAL VIOLATION:

At the Harlingen Border Patrol Station, the subject was advised of the administrative
rights in removal preceedings. The subject acknowledged understanding these rights. The
subject claimed to be a citizen and national of Honduras without the necegsary legal
documents to enter, pass through, or to remair in the United States. The subject also
admitted to illegally crogsing the international boundary witheut being inspected by an
immigration officer at a designated Port of Enctry.

CONSULAR NOTIFICATION:
The subject was notified of the right ;i communicate with a consular officer from Honduras

as per Article 36{a) (b) of the Vienna nvention of Consular Relations. The subject

Signature f itle
1 JUAN €. GAMEZ BORDER PATROL AGRNT
/
Y A Pages

Form |-83 1 Eantinuminn Pass ey AR01 0% —
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U.S, Deparuncat of Homeland Security >
Continuation Page for Form 1213

| Date
25/05/2016

Alien's Name
: File Number
A

|Even: No

12. Juvenile's languages skill;
Subject can gpeak, read, and write ip Spanish,

u

signature o
l'/ | Title —
BORDER PATROL AGENT J

f
/)
4 s

{)
e | SR— Pa££;

r—my e
E
0
@
i
3

Form 1-831 Continuation Pags {Rev_ 080107)
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o/ /
UmecunpaMm Child (UAC) - Initia MM
S0 Pookrr mesai) -1 o) Facaie

Summary (List diagnosis, medications, obsarvations, and number of months pregnant)

DllUAchuutgmtmhoalmoond check ndicate
itio
mmmwwmwmmmbyahmhpﬁam:‘mm PR P

Email this form 10 orrducs Intakes@act.hhs.gov, with &
; 3 ) eopy 1o your ICE/DRO \
mmmmmmmmmmamngmmmomnubmm-tu
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) = ¢

va AC) — Initial . . Fom
snmvun(tumz-u 12/19013
Secure/Staff-Secure Addendum

Pmmmmmmwrmmmm

Justification for Secure Placement

for
Provide a summary of court documentation, police reports, arrests, dispositions, elc.

an and email or ? criminal documentation (e.g. court
mw»mmmmm.ufnﬁm why.

> ks 2 . ~h = o “
of UAC Tatoos

Pmbcatunmdmﬁudvmem-manmm.mm.m.
Mmmuumwmmmmmmmw.vm

MnmdMﬂmMM!mwm:

Mmm«ummmwmmmmm if avaitabie.

Email this form 10 orrducs_intakes@act.hhs.gov, with & copy 1o ICE/DRO
mmmmumwm.mmubwummum-m.
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