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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT

Petitioner,

Atzomey General af the

"Umted States, .

Secretary, United States
Department of Homeland

- SECHI"IW,

" "Aciing Director,

Immigration and Custom
Enforcement

~ Respondents,

Warden of the (olclz,, Aal® ‘ =

CLANNEX
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to the penalty of perjury:

FORITHE EASTERN DISTRICT OF CALIFORNIA
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. PETITION FOR TEMPORARY -

~ RESTRAINING ORDER

" nake the followiag statements under oath and subjéct ~
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L. LEGAL DISCUSSION

TRO must be entered before the Respondenst have an ‘a'd"ef]uate ‘opportu'oity hfo respond. Dragodas U,

: 33037 at *2 (D. D. Fla, Feb 13. 2020). To obtain a Temporary Restrammg order T establish that:

- (1) The likelihood of success on the Merits i is hrgh -

- W -
PR P

(a) Lhave a substantra] prrvate mterest in my own hberty that is unquesuonably affected by

. Respondent s.action detammg me unlawfu]ly The amou.rrt of time I spent at hberty Uﬂﬂers core the gizgs
E gravrty of its loss. T have: srgmfrcant PﬂVﬂte mterest that has been affected by thrs wrongful detenuon ot Bl
+ (b) the isk-of erroneous t~'1913'T1Vﬂt1011 of my llberty interest is consrderable because cml

nmmgratron detentlou is: “non pumuve in purpose and effect » A 5pema] jusnflcauon must outwergh my

S

protected liberty mterest for my detentmu to comport w1th Due Process
-{(c) The govemment interest in detammg me wrthout a ]udmal notice or a pre deprlvatton hear.mg ST

lew. The effort and cost requlred to prowde mé w1th procedural safeguard is n:unmal
T LA RS RS T T R g thepl ol
(2) TRO is necessary to prevent Ixreparable mjury

'_"“‘ »TE . E

" TRO ruay be. ordered hecause of the hkellhood ofhreparable harm in the ahcense of the 2 ]

LTRRL S PO P i i s o5 - LR .

- prelmnnary relief.

o (3) that the threatened i m]ury outwerghs the harm TRO would cause the other hugant

The balance-of equmes tps heavrly in my favor because me case is not drstmgmshed from many )

'-others that.this court already granted a TRO Although I nonce that to be awarded aTROisa
: ruemorab]e -mercy from this cotrt and a]l aré not ehg1ble for the extraordmary rerued}r for rehef

Lk

however I must petmon for TRO to seek Immedlate re]ease
- (3) That an injunction is in the puhhc Interest.,« . ;... “vy . vGar 3. oo
It is in public interest that my rights are not violated day, after.day and the TRO would not BE. ..

adverse to the public.
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JURISDICTION

28 U. S C 2241 federa] courts auﬂlorlty to hear habeas clanns by non cmzen cha]lengmg

oy unnngrauon law Thls aetmn arises under the Due Process Clause of the F1frh Amendment of the U S

--Consm'uuon Junsdlctlons proper under 28. U S C §§133 [federal questmn), 241(baheas comg;s), U S

Tt Const ATt T,§ 2 (suspenSron Clause), and 5 U S.C §702 (Adr.l:umstranve Procedure Aet) Thas court

may granf ‘Felief under thie habeas corpus statues, 28 U. S.C. 52241 et seq., the Declaratory Judgment

Act, 2 BU S. C§220 etseq , and dleAlantsAct 28 U. S. C. 8§1651.

wy congress ‘has presetved judicial review of challenges to prolonged 1mm1gratlon detenuon See e il

5 Jenningsv. Radu"‘uez 1385 Ct. 830 839 841,(2018) (holding that 8 U.'S. C. §§1226 (e), 1252(1:0(9)

* <" do ot bar review of chalienges to prolenged immigration detentmn), see also id. At 876(Breyer, J.,

... by its terms applies only with respect of an order or removal_”_)_

dissenting). (“8 U. 5. C.. 1252(h

3
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(internal quotation marks and brackets omitted). - ; R 25 A

3. Federal Rule of Civil Procedure 65(b)- Authority to issue Temporary Restraining Order.(TRO)

4. All Writs Act, 28 U. S. C. § 1651(a) empowers federal court to issue all writs necessary or -

appropriate in aid of their respective jurisdiction.. . . . -, i § 5
-+ 5, 8U.8..C. 81931 (a!jG)eind_FifthAmend};dep_t.’s Due Process.Clause --Basis for petitioner’s . .
. challenge to his continued detention. .. . .. . I s SN - N

Venue is: proper in thts Dlstnct because ﬂllS is the dlstnct in whlch pentloner conﬁned

‘See Doev, Garland, 109 F, 4 1188, 1197-99 (9“’ cir, 20241
- PARTIES
B et rl Tam-anon: t:nmen currently detamed at'Golden State Annex by Respondents pendmg ongomg @l

" ',-._remova]proceedmgs - B BT T RN TR

i, 2 Respondent warden of Golden States Am]ex detentton center 1s petinoner s lmmedlate custodlan .

,|-.

. atthe fac:hty where penooner is detamed. See Doe 108 F 4“‘ a 1194—97_ p

" 4 3 Respondent Actmg or Current Attomey General of the Umted States is the most senior ofhmal g M

¥ in the U, S Department of Justlce(“DOJ ”) They have the authonty to mterpret the unnugreuan laws B

: .-I- and adjudlcate removal cases. They delegate ﬂ]J.S I‘esponSIblhty to the Execuuve offxce for Imrmgranon e s

. g Rewew (“EDIR”), whlch admlmstrates the 1mm1granon courts and the Board of Imrmgtatton Appeals
(“BLA”) They are named in their official capaetty
4, Respondent Secretary of the U S department of Homeland Secunty (“DHS”), an agency of the

- United States is responsible for the aduumstranon of the lmxmgratlon laws. 8 U. S. C. §1103 ( a\

4
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“Htin shall grant the petition for Temporaty Restrammg order or at least prehmmaty InJunctlon
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They aré the legal custodian of petitioner. They are named in the:r ofﬁmal capamty

el RespondentActmg or Current Field Office Director of ICE with Administrative jurisdiction

) o\}eij p_éﬁﬁbﬁef's‘ case. They are a Jegal custodian of petitioner and are. named in their. official capacity. .

A. I am llkely to succeed on the Meru:s

II ARGUNIENT

Through the Habeas petluon I petrnoned l show I am hkely to prevaﬂ and succeed on the ments of

" my petltton hecause the ba]ance of equltles tlps toward my favor and 1t’5 in pubhc mterest that the coun - |

As I a]ready dan:ned in my habeas corpus petmon my wrongful detennon is 1mperm1ss1b1e under

 Zad : "da v, Davis, 533 U. S 678 (2001). In addmon my detentlonlslmpermls51b1e because

" Respondents have failed to comiply with regulatioris governing detention of persons subject to removal

procedure govemmg the agency, the Constitution, and INA.

@ 1 I Wﬂil Inkely Succeed On my Clan:n that Current Detennon Vinlates M

SlEﬂ v Nlelsen 2018 WL 1876907 at *6 (N D Cal Oct. 21 202_1 (cmng authontles

). Mass_ Se L. 25”2025. (“Most courts to con$1der the

1ssue have concluded that the Zad\_rgda penod is cumulauve motwated Jn part hy a concern that thE

o ‘federal government cou]d othemse detam non citizens mdef]mt&ly The:efore oy peuuon t” Hebeas '

| se'co'nd If_'_o‘r the 'depnvatlo_n _of ptocedural du

it Corpus is vahd because ICE vlolated my Due— Process protecuon in the FJ.fth amendment

Fn:st for the dephvahon of substantlve due- process detentlon tn vmlauon of the Flfth amendment and

e-process detenuon 1n vmlatlon of the Flfth amendment.

e 2Iw1HLikely Siiécéed On His Claim That Ii'e'spnﬁdeﬁts Violated Govefning'ﬂe‘gulations

T AS 16 my iTaim that ICE violated its own regulations in detaining/ re- detaining me in without a
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written warrant and pre- detetmon heanng I_{espondents_ faJle_dl to _show a clear provision to deta_m me.

~. ICE failed to-comply its own laws and I?g_‘:_ﬂaﬁm} by violating my right not to have bond in a .bﬂl'ld
hearing in front of neutral decision maker and by not following the rules and regulation set by ICE. : |
-+ - So1have shown that ICE’s unlawful detention vmlated the law because ICE did not comply with

- its own regulations under section 241.13(i)(2); Hoac, 2025 W1 199771 -at*4; - -,

- bGpp also Bui v. Warden Otay Mesa Detention -Centei'_:_ﬁgci]i et al,, 2025 WL 2988356, at*5 (8. D. . .
- Galy Oc't 23,2025)-(granting petition and ordering reledse where respondent failed to follow its own

_ regulatlons in revokmg release) Constantmovmv Bondi ] E. S_p D: __3 d

¢ 2025 WL 2898985

S: DICal_Oct_ 10, 2025)(Same); Sun v. Noem 2025WL 2800037 15 D Cal Se t 30. 2025

' (granting TRO for rélease where respondent et Rl i aan re‘gulauc;ns in revoking releése)'t et
: - Be-1 suffer Irreparable Harm Everyday I am Illegally Detained.

The Nlnth Gicuit; has recogmzed “the nreparab]e harms 11:nposed on anyone sub]ect to Jmmtgratmn I

105 (mnngHemandez

V. Sessmns 872 E.3 d 976. 995 9" Cir. 201
The Courttconcludes that ICE’s fallure to foﬂow its own regulauons resulted in n'reparable harm el

iz .Govemment agenaes are required to follow their own. regulatlons United States v Ramos 623 F.3d

.- 672, 683 ( 9‘h Cir. 20 10} ( it is a well known: mamm—that agencies' must comply with theu own ©
regulauons ”) (citations and quotation marks omitted). .- |
-~ “Both §241 4 and 241. 1.3 were intended to prmude due prucess protectmns to. [non cmzens] followmg
" -the remuval permd as. they are conmdered for conmmed detentlon ” McSweeney, 2025 WL 2998376, at | _ |
~ X7 {mternal citation-and-quotation marks omitted). ICE and DHS depnved me of these due process
_protections when: falled 10 provide me with sufﬂment notice or a prompt interview to respond to the

- reasons for wrongfully detain me. “it is well estab]jshed that the deprivation of constitutional rights

6
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“a unquesﬁoﬁably constitutes irreparable injury.” Melendre_s V.A

essions, 872'F,3d 976.-995. 1000 (9%

" *'3012); seé aiso Hernandez v. S

' ““[uJnlawful detention” by immigration officials constituted “irreparable harm”):.

Cir 2017) (tiolding that .. _ ..

 Under rﬁé""s“.‘x“econd Winter factor, the Coyrt:may considers whetherI am ‘,‘]ikely tosuffer . . . .. . -

: '-'meparable harm in‘thie ahsence of [m;unctwe] rehef » Winter,.555.U. S. at 20. 20 1 would hke to argue Rl o

R that 1 am expenenmng unlawful detentmn Whlch is a dear: ureparable harm leen the Court’s

2 -fmdmg that 1 wr]l Temain m detentlon seemmgly mdefmrtely, I am lﬂcely to succeed on at least one. of

; "m'y-_ c],arm_s, 'I h_‘ave g_st_abhshed an Jrreparable Jharm in the form of unlawful detenﬂon Therefore e L

the SeeondMnt_erfactorfavorsme.. Y e e cwn e = L

el pTheBalﬁncenqumnes and the Public’s Interests Favor Grant of the Peunnn R

" “The consideration of the balance of eqr,l__itje_'s_" and the public interest in an injunction merge when

* {lie goverhment is a party. Yang v. Kaiser, No. 2:25— GV — DAD ~AC (HC), 2025 WL 2791778,

| "(gmcir.-;iﬂm)(ciﬁngmkenv._ﬂdder 556U, S.418.435(2009). . . . . oo

' “It 1s a]ways m the pubhc mterestto prevent Lhe vmlatmn of a party’s consututronal nghts

*. Melen drgs v ArDaJo EQSF 3d 990 1002 ( 9" Cir 2012) furthermore, [_]]ust as the pubhc has an 5. : |

o mterest m the orderly and effrcrent admunstranon of ﬂus counny’s mrmgrauon Iaws the pubhc has a

" sitng teret n upholding procedyral protections against unlawfldetention.” Hoac, 2025 WL

. ..199'3“77.1’ at*@’(ihié‘rn’éj Q{;ptariqn_marks omitted). Here, the central issu‘e is whether my d_ét_e_p!i_qrrni_g =

Port e g e

. G z S W pEa B
S LR S e R

""""’""goverendbys U’S. C. §1225 0r 8 U, 5.C. §1226, and where the current unlawful detention E

""" al nght to due process. The balance of equmes favnr issuance of a TRO L

'-Respondents biit also that'a TRO would serve the public interest: ensuring due process mamtams an

7

I have estabhshed ‘not only that my threatened i IHJUI'IES outwergh the harms that a TRO would cause o
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appropriate balance of interests. See_Zadvydas, 533 U. S. at 690: Mejia v. Noem no. 2 25-cv—981 SPC-

NPM. 2025 U.'S. Dist LEXIS 217352, at *7, 2025 WL 3078656, at *3 (M. D. Fla. Nov 4. 20205) .

1127. 1145 (9® Cir 2013)) |

Moreover wheo “the unpaet of an m]unctlon reaches beyond the partres canymg w1t]1 1t E: potennal

.Jl\

}.._ ~

it -.-'for pubhc f:onsequences the. pubhc interest wﬂl be relevant to whether_the '_dlstnct'court grant o

T riaie, -
R e e

- pre]mnnary mjunctzon.” Hemandez 872 F Bd at 996 the Nmth Crrcmt has recogmzed that “neither

: eqmty nor: pubhc s. mterest are furthered by a]lowmg vmlanons of federal law to conunue o) Galvez V.

C1r 2022)(hold1ng that the dlstnct court d1d not abuse m drscrenon n,

. ﬁndmg the- balg-mce of hardships weighed in favor of plaml]ffs who credrbly alleged that the
-+ government-was:violating the [NA). The public interest _I_ra_’,s_ a strong interest in-upholding pr_ocedoral

- protections against unlawftﬂ detention. - .
. - & N L o e R

The harm to Respondent here i is minimal: N othmg prevents the Government from re-detammg—

.- me if the Govemment sansfles the procedural requuements and shows the 1awful detennon is reqmred

: ..-warranted Moreover, a party cannm reasonably assert that it is harmed in any legally cogmzable sense -

. & Nat. Serv. 753F3 6?19"’" |
= g I

- by heing enjoined from cbnsntutlonal wo]anons 2

727(9%Cir, 2023). . T

Ze'edalv U..S. Immi

| D Securrty

P

3 Fma]ly, Federa] srule of C1v1l Procedure _5_ (s SpECJflES that the coun " may issue a. Temporary

, Restrammg Order only if the movant glves securlty in an amount that r_he court eon51der Droper to pay
“the cost and damages sustamed ]Jy any party found to‘have ’oeen wrongﬁ:lly enjomed or restramed Fed
R.CivP 65{c) Secunty is typlca]ly requlred but” the amount ...is a matter w1thm the drst:renon of the

§
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" rial court, and ﬁle cburt may elect to reguire no security at all”. Be]lSouth Telecommumcatlons, Inc V.

. METMetro Adcess Transmission Serv, LEC. 425 F 3d 964, 971 (11 Cir 2005). Having considered the. -

" matter,

o supemswn set forth in 8 C F R §241 5;

the court will exercise its discretion not to require security, at this time. See Saint Remy v. Bondi .

©Ne896-cy-p8-MNIH. ST, 2026 U. S. Dist LEXIS 53322 ar*3 (M.D. Fla, Jan 12. 2026). That said,

7 this issue mayberewsﬁedat any time, and a monetary security may-be imposed should an application - -

be made in the interest of justice.

m, C_.ON_(_:LUSIONI: o

For the foregomg Yeasons and the reasons set forth inmy peuucms, this court should granrme

e petmon ‘for TRO, or at the very least grant a preliminary injunction, prowdmg that

B Réspbﬁ&é‘ﬁis' SHALL IMMEDIATELY RELEASE me urdef appropriate conditions of

2 Respondents are ENJ OINED AND RESTRAINED from Te- detammg me.

Respéc’tfu]ly submitted,
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Name/Nombre: @afﬂw ( &lns Co ?Q- @;,“ ag&dl
ANumberﬂ\Tumero deA: » <_____

61 Frontage Road

Address/DJrecmon

PROSE

McFarland, CA 93250

_ UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT |
-FOR THE EASTERN DISTRICT OF CALIFORNIA -

. Pentmner,

V; :

|| - TONYA ANDREWS, Warden of the Golden -

State Annex Detention Facility; TODD

~ BLANCHE, Attorney General of the
** United States; MARKWAYNE MULLIN
- Secretary United States Department of security;

_ DAVID VENTURELLA, Acting Director of

Tmmigration and Customs Enforcement;

1 .| Case No.
[Eull namem’ombm comp!ero} i

~ [leave blark for clerk to ﬁH in/
DEJG en. blan co} '

' [PROPOSED] Temporary Restraining Order,
- Order.to Show_ '

ICE/ERO, Fresno Field Office of Buréauof - |

| mm:grauon and Customs Enforcemem

Respondents
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’oase,
1|18 jrreparably hanned by then' mﬂawﬁﬂ dete

'equmes wei

N

L E—— -

— —temwamma Ay
i e = _I=Ea

IEROPOSED| ORDER

pon review: of Petitioner’s Ex Parte I|./Ionon for Temporary Resu-a]mng Order, and any

response filed by ResPondents the apphcanon

Rules of Civil Procedure.and ‘Civil Local Rule 231, the Court orders as folIows

..~ "TEMPORARY RESTRAININ G ORDER
s ".'Petiﬁonef_i:as cam‘ed_thelr burden of sh
Fifth Amiendment’s procedural due process gua.rante& (2)Pet1t10ner 8 detentlon likely wolates the
Fifth Amendment’s qubstantive due proeess g,uarmtee,

Pinchi- class metﬁber-- -thelr detention }ikely- violates the bmdmg prehmmary relief order,

which prohlblts ﬁaen- re—detentlon thhout a matenal change in eJrcumstances, (4) Petitiorier”

gh in Pet:n’ooner s. favor; and (6) the pubhc mtcrest favors grantmg the applmatlon

Accordmgly, a tempOra:cy resh'ammg order pus Suant to Federal Rule of Civil Procedure 65 and the

mherent eqititable powers of this Court is warranted.

ftis ORDERED that, to restore the sratu

are EN]O}NED as follows

1 Respondents must 1mmedlately release Petmoner from custody on the same condltxons ¢

3 that govemed thelr hberty prior to Petitioner s ourrent detent:on

YR 2 l;Respondents are enJomed ﬁ-om re:

Court" or,: m the altematrve, are enjomed from re-detammg Petmoner unless'

8 ; ,Respondents prov1de Petltxoner at least 14 days nonce ﬂxat they will seek a pre—

ot deprivatlon bond heanng before a neutral arb:ter where Respondents must prove,

that Petmoner is a flight risk or danger to the

 clear- and’ eomrmemg ewdence,

commumty such that Petitioner’s physu:al custody is requued

er all property confiscated from Petitioner dm'j'ng

3. Respondents must return to Petition

'Petmoner s an'est, processmg, and‘/or detention, including

but not limited to any

authorization document, medical insurance card,

personal jdentification, employment‘

money, legal documents, and other ]iaersonal eﬁ'ects

is GRANTED Pursuant to Rule 65 of the Federal

(3) to the extent Petitioner is a Garro
in that'

:i:on in Respondents custody, (5) the balance of |

s qUo ante pendmg these proceedmgs Respondents |-

by |-

e PORARY RESTRAINING ORDER| AND ORDER TO SHOW CAUSE -

owing: (l)Pe‘t‘ltloner s detentlon likely wolates the | -

detammg Petltloner absent further order of tlus P
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4, ResPondents are en_]omed from imposing upon. Petitioner additional or

: cOnthrons of release or supemsmn, absent nottce and an opportumty to be heard

5 To preserve this Court’s Junsdxctlon, Respon
Petmoner out of tI:us District .or removmg Pet:noner from the coun
proceedmgs have concluded, WC I =, & e LS

6 No. security shall be requrred —_—

' 0 0RDERTO§I-IOWCAIJSE 5L
Instructwns ta Petitioner: Do not fill in any of the blanks below. I?zey are for Ihe ;uc?ge ra f II in.
Ir:stmt:cmngs al/a.la Peticionario/a: No complete ninguno:-de los espacios en- blanco a-

- canrmuaczdn. Son pam que Ias complete el _guee R o o

Respondents are ordered to show cause before tlns Court why a prehmmary 111_]l11‘JCtl011

should not issue requmng Respondents to ab:de by the mguncttons ordered herem if

detennmes a hearmg on

at _

') .

The Clerk of thls Court 1s ordered fo, serve the Temporary Restrammg Order

eadmgs and papers onRespondents by e -_ sz 8

Show Cause and all supporhng pl ErE
- to apply to the Court for modlﬁcation or

_ Respondents are hereby notrﬁed of theu' nght
dlssolutton of the Temporary Restrammg Order on two (2) days n
s . R
_the Court may allow Fed R C1v P. 65 (b) '

ﬁtss_oomms;_-- A R e

"United States District Judgé ~

[PRDPOSED] TEMPORARY. RES’IRAINING ORDER AND

ORDER TQ SHOW CAUSE . .

o i g, = e e

more restrietiva _

dents are enjoined ,_ﬁ'em__t_rar_lsfernnﬁg--. :

try untit these | = |

the Cout |

and-Order to . :

otlce or such shorter notlce as -

the order to show cause 1s warranted, ‘a hearmg w111 be held on ;
Respondents shall ﬁle responsrve papers on E




 NoTE:

(A)

C @,

L Opposing F-‘arty United States agencies IcE,

;Chepkohe::'-f 'F‘iling_par_'ty is repre_sen_ted by.counsel ..

Has there been actual not:ce, (
‘See Local Rufe 231 and FRCP 65(b)

SRR P, b e S B BT T SR

Case 126" cv-OSqu,ng B
o LReE newmmlsmmp@@ﬁeyzﬁ
~ ==~ EASTERN-DISTRIET OF CALIFORNIA - - ’_??‘gfifif’_f Yo |

TEMPORARY RESTRAINING ORDER
. : (TRO). : .

_ - CHECKLIST
: When ﬁllng a Motlon fora TRO with the court you must choose Motlon for TRO You must

B -complete this document and attach it to your motion:as an attachment i GM/ECF. If you have
"questions, please call the CM/ECF Help Desk at 1-866 884 5525 (Sacramento) or

' '1-866-834- 5444 (Fresno)
" Filing party Is af:'ting in pro se" B o |

ora suﬂ'icrent showmg of efforts to provrde notlce to the aﬁected party’?

Yes. See Dec]aralion of Petrtioner In Support of THO, paragraphs 4-5. -

Did applrcant d|scuss alternatwes to a TRO hearmg"
_See Declaratnon of Petatroner In Support of TFlO paragraph 4.

Did applicant esk-oppone'ni“to 'st'ipulate'_ to a'TRO?
See Declaration of Petitioner in'Support of TRO, paragraph a

DHS and'DOJ}:Warden of'ﬂei'enti"_’;". facility : i

= Telephone No (91 6) 554~2700 (U S. Attorney s Oﬂlce for E D Cal )

- (©

Has there been undue delay in bnngmg a TRO?

T No See. Declaration of Petitioner In Support of TRO, paragraph 6 ;

Could this have been brought earlier?

al No:

Yes:.
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(D) What is the irreparable injury? - o
See Petitlon for Writ of Habeas c::rpus, paragraphs 53, 66-68.

“Why the n‘ééd for an expedited hearing?
‘Petitioner; pro e, does not request a hearing. -~

(E) Dncuments to be t' Ied and (unless lmpossmle) served on affected partiesicounsel:

| (1 ) __Comptamt
R R ) Mction.ffor.-TRo ..
'-'_ " '-'il (3) - © ".Bnef ‘on-all legal lssued presented by the mat{on
| . _{4_)-I - Affidavit de:allmg notice, or efforts to effect notlce or shomng why it shouId not be gwen
| (5) | _. Afﬂdawt in support of emstencte of irreparable harm . |
!El | (t;‘) ﬁmposed ojrr_der with provision Ifqr bond | l
¥ M tétopused orde with-blanks :fbr:ﬁidr;g:

| Tameand daté:o-f-heé'tiﬁg for r'n,otic’trj fEtr_ 'p_ré’li_mi.hér}_inj‘_tlnctiph
B | Date f;:tr filing responswe papers ‘
+ ‘ | ..__ Amount of bond if any | -
' :. -Date and hour of iSsuance

otlfy affected parties they can

_ .{8)- . For TRBs requasted ex parte proposed order shall n _
o s e h:shorter- notlceas

- ;7 apply foithe court for modifi cation/dissolution on 2 days notice or suc
the court may allow See Loca! Rule 231 and FRCP 65(b) o



