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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
EASTERN DISTRICT OF CALIFORNIA

KARINA ALEJANDRA GARCIA MARIAGUA,
Petitioner,
V.
CHRISTOPHER CHESTNUT, ET AL,,

Respondents.

Case No., 1:25-CV-1744-DJC-CKD
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Petitioner respectfully concurs with the Findings and Recommendations by the Chief
Magistrate Judge (ECF 22). Respondents’ Objections to Magistrate Judge’s Findings and
Recommendations (ECF 23) is a general objection raising no new grounds of opposition,
resting on their prior filings regarding the temporary restraining order (ECF No. 8) and
preliminary injunction {ECF No. 15).!

For the foregoing reasons, this Court should grant the petition for writ of habeas COrpus

following the Chief Magistrate Judge’s recommendations.

Date: February 20, 2026 Respectfully Submitted,

/s/ Tala Hartsough

Tala Hartsough (SBN 230204)
CARECEN SF

Counsel for Petitioner

I Raising no specific objections to the Recommendations may be considered no objection at all.
Harris v. Haynes, No. C20-6167-JCC, 2021 WL 5847216, at *3 (W.D. Wash. Dec. 9,

2021), aff'd, No. 22-35049, 2023 WL 3533886 (9th Cir. May 18, 2023); Strawbridge v. Sugar
Mountain Resort, Inc., 243 F. Supp. 2d 472, 475 {W.D.N.C. 2003}
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