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contrary to his statutory rights. Jd at ¥ 3. ICE has not obtained travel documents for
Mr. Castillo Rivas. Instead, it appears to be following the procedure outlined by the
United States Attorney’s Office in which detainees are transported via land to Mexico
without travel documents. See Wong email, Ex. 1.

However, this effort to remove Mr. Castillo Rivas without travel documents is
tikely to be fruitless and will not moot his Zadvydas claim. As ICE deportation officers
in other cases have described, Mexico refuses to accept any detainee who is not willing
to be removed there. See Parsons Decl,, Ex. 3 at € 11 {(“On October 1, 2025, ICE drove
Petitioner to the Mexican border to effectuate his third country resettiement, but
Petitioner refused to willingly go to Mexico, Petitioner did not express a fear of
removal to Mexico. The Mexican government was ready to accept Petitioner only if he
would willingly go to Mexico.”); Ruiz Decl,, Ex. 7 at § 7 (*On September 29, 2025,
Petitioner was transported to the San Ysidro, California port of entry for removal to
Mexico, but refused to be removed. The Mexican consulate informed ICE ERO that
Mexico would not accept Petitioner for removal against his will.”). Petitioners in other
cases have experienced being transported to Mexico without removal being
accomplished, sometimes multiple times, See, e.g., Izquierdo Decl.,, Ex. 5at§8 (*... 1
was put in a van and was told 1 was going to Mexico. There were several people in the
van from different countries. They took us to the border. | felt intimidated but I said |
did not want to go to Mexico. [ was placed back in the van and sent back to Otay
Detention Center.”); Tan-Gutierrez Decl., Ex. 6 at 1§ 67 ("One day in Texas, they took
us to the border with Mexico. The Mexican officials told us that they were only
accepting people that wanted to voluntarily go to Mexico. We told them that we were
told we did not have a choice and that we did not want to go to Mexico. The Mexican
officials took our pictures and information and told the ICE officials that they would
not take us, ICE then took us back to the detention center . . . 1 have friends that are
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