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LAWYERS’ COMMITTEE FOR CIVIL RIGHTS
OF THE SAN FRANCISCO BAY AREA
JORDAN WELLS (SBN 326491)

jwells@lcersf.org

VICTORIA PETTY (SBN 338689)

vpetty@lccrsf.org

131 Steuart Street # 400
San Francisco, CA 94105
Telephone: 415 543 9444
Attorneys for Petitioner

Y.GH,

Petitioner—Plaintiff,

V.

DONALD J. TRUMP, in his official capacity as
President of the United States, et al.,

Respondents—Defendants.

IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
FOR THE EASTERN DISTRICT OF CALIFORNIA

DECISION
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Pursuant to Local Rule 230(m)(2), in support of Petitioner-Plaintiff (“Petitioner”) Y.G.H.’s
motion for a temporary restraining order, Petitioner respectfully submits this Statement of Recent
Decision to advise the Court of J.A.V. v. Trump, No. 1:25-CV-072, 2025 WL 1257450, at *1 (S.D.
Tex. May 1, 2025) (finding invocation of Alien Enemies Act through Proclamation at issue here
“exceeds the scope of the statute and is contrary to the plain, ordinary meaning of the statute’s

terms”), see also id at *20 (permanently enjoining detention, transfer, or removal of Southern

District of Texas class of detainees based on Proclamation). A copy of J.A.V. is attached hereto. :

Respectfully submitted,

Dated: May 2, 2025 By: /8/ Jordan Wells
Jordan Wells

LAWYERS’ COMMITTEE FOR CIVIL RIGHTS
OF THE SAN FRANCISCO BAY AREA
JORDAN WELLS (SBN 326491)
jwells@lcersf.org

VICTORIA PETTY (SBN 338689)
vpetty@lccersf.org

131 Steuart Street # 400

San Francisco, CA 94105

Telephone: 415 543 9444

Attorneys for Petitioner

" Petitioner’s Opposition to the Motion Dismiss indicated that he would respectfully request the
opportunity to file a sur-reply if the government introduced arguments on reply regarding the
unknown-location rule that he had not had an opportunity to address. Dkt. 20 at 9 n.4. While
Petitioner is able to file a sur-reply before Monday’s hearing if the Court so orders, he otherwise
intends to respond to the government’s reply arguments at the hearing.
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