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ILED

Name/Nombre: __Raul Estrada Ramirez JUL 06 20%
A Number/Numero de A: _> < EAS CLERK US. DisTRICT coRy
T
Address/Direccion:. 611 Frontage Road Wﬂmmm
S DE
McEarland, CA 93250 | PRSI e
PRO SE

UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
FOR THE EASTERN DISTRICT OF CALIFORNIA

___Raul Estrada Ramirez

[Full name/Nombre completo]
Petitioner,

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

. Immigration and Customs Enforcement;
" ICE/ERO, Fresno Field Office of Bureau of

Immigration and Customs Enforcement.

Respondents,

CaseNo.J. 2 6N 05186 2R (U224
[leave blank for clerk to fill in/
Deju en blanco]

Notice of Motion, Motion, and Memorandum
of Points and Authorities in Support of
Petitioner’s Ex Parte Motion for

Temporary Restraining Order,
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- Court for Eastern D:stnct of Cahforma, Petmoner in the abov

' redetammg Pe

-Respondents demonstrate at a pre«deprwatlon

R that Petltloner isa ﬂlght risk or danger to the communi

1 mcluding but not lnmted 0 personal 1dent1ﬁcanon, empl

I _-1n5urenee cards money,
: pleserve thls Court § Jurlsdlctlon,

: ﬁom n’ansfemng Petrtloner out of this

affidavit in support of existence O
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N OTICE OF MOTION AND MOTIQ_

TO ALL PARTIES AND THEIR COUNSEL OF RECORD
be heard in the United States District

PLEASE TAKE NOTICE that as soon as it may
e—capnoned matter-will and hereby

does move fora temporawT restralnmg order pursuant to Federal Rule of le Procedure 6 5(b) 2 and |

Civil Loea] Rule 231. Because Petmoner s ongoing 1mm1gratlon detennon n Respondents

custody v1olates the Due Process Clause of the Fifth Amendment fo thie Umted States Constitution,

and to the extent Petrtloner 1s a Garro Pmchz class member, wolates the binding order in Garro |

Pinchi v. Noem, 813 P Supp 3d 973 ™ D. Cal 2025), Petmoner respectfully requests that this--'-

Court (1) nnmedlately release Petrtloner from Respondents custody and enjoin Respondents from ot

trnoner absent further order of thrs Court (2) in the alternative, immediately release |

custody and enjom Responden,ts from re-detammg Petltioner unless

bond hearmg, by olear and convincing evidence,
ity. such that tak:mg Petitioner into physrca] y

qmred (3) require Respondents to return Petlt:loner to conditions of release no stricter

subjeet to pr;or to their re-detennon, and (4) requ:u‘e Respondents to-
and/or detennon, :

'cu'stody is1e

than those Petltloner was

return a}I property conﬁscated from Petitioner. during the1r arrest processmg,

Oyrnent authonzatlon docmnent medlcal ;

‘documents related to any legai proeeedmgs, and personal effeets 'I‘o-_

Pet1t10ner further seeks an order (5) prohrbrtmg the goven_annent

Dlstrlet and/or removmg Pet1t10ner from the GO‘Llntl'Y until

these habeas proceedmgs have eoncluded Sy | |
: This ‘motion is based -on th1s No‘oce of Motlon and Mo'ti'on, -the  accompanying
Petitionet’s afﬁdavn detailing notice, Petitioner’s | -

Mem_orandum _of Po_mts and Authorities,
Proposed Order, and TRO Checklist filed

f irreparable harm,

herewith; the papers, evidence, and records on file in this action; and any other evidence OF

oner may present to the Court by the time this moti

by the Court. This motion is also supported by the Pro Se Petition for Writ of Habeas Corpus-.

TRl A DUTTTTONRR 2R BY PARTR MDTION FOR TRO

argument Petiti on is taken under submission
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Consistent with Civil Local Rule 231(b), Pet:ltloner seeks relief at the earhest possﬂale

op;jor’rmﬁty.-Taki_ﬁg_ du'e:acemmt of Petitioner’s pro se, detamed status, Pefitioner is: filing this

': motion as soon-as soon as feasible after ﬁling their Petition for Writ of Habeas Corpus.: .

- Pusuant to' Civil Local Rules 142 and 231(c)(5), and as-detailed in Pe@iﬁoﬁer’s-supyefﬁng .

.deelaratmn below,. Pentmner prowded or attempted to prowde, counsel for- Respondents ‘with:

_application for a temporary restraining _order.

T O MTN MTN. AND MPA 180 PETITIONER’S EX PARTE MOTION FOR TRO i

: notlee of thxs Motlon and of the emergency Teasons requnmg Petitidner: fte seek an ex parte. |
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_conocimiento pers

( pro se 1 do not have an attorney to 1epr

.- habeas corpus ¥ 'Ja mocién. de orden de restr:cczén te

[full niame / nombre comple

| {deciam, bajo pena de perjurzo, que

DECLARATION OF PETITIONER IN SUPPORT OF TRO

I:ty o], . r\)\(15 O\ F%{’ v&r\(\ %ﬁw w3

to], declare under penalty of perjmy the followmg is

lo s:gmente es verdadero ¥ correcto]

iy ) I have persona] k:nowledge of the fa

onal de los hechos ezgpuesfos en esta declaracrdn ] o

‘3 'h"t{'?

rl B .‘ ".

2. .. Jam. detamed at [Estoy detema’o/a en] _ Ca h\ d N

M\n QA . - ___[name of datcntion center where you are

detamed 1 escnba el nombre del centro de detenczdn donde esfci detenido].
_3.'_ i 1 am ﬁ]mg thls habeas petmon and mot;on for temporary restrammg order‘ (’['RO)
esent 1Iie in thls habeas petmon [Presento esta peticion de

mporal (T RO) pro se. No cuento con un

abogado que me represente en esta pehc;orz ‘de habeas corpus

&% Follow _eack of the step

S (25 wrztten be!ow and, in paragmph 4, ckeck rke applrcable baxes

" to indicate what happened [Siga cada uno de los pasos tal como se mdaca a commuacmn
ge para mdtcar lo que sucedw’]

en el pdrmfo 4, marque la casilla carrespondzen
ne number for ﬂze US

A Ihe phone number (91 6) 554-2 700. Thz.s' is the mam pho

far rhe Easz‘em Dzsmcz‘ of Calj forma [Liame al mi

Vs

Jo) C’a
imero de

Aﬂomey s Office

" teldfono (916) 554-
F zscal de los EE. UU pam el Dzsmro E.s'te de Cahforma ]

_ Q" Someane pzcks up the _phone or yt)u are able to Zeave a vo:cemazl say, in Englxsh

L ar deramed by ICE in Detention

“My fuZI namie s

"C’ente}--;i' am calling to z'nform you rhat I am ﬁlmg a pro se habeas petmon and

marmn , for temporary restrammg order because my detention is unlawﬁ;l I plan to

d——zo the extent ITam a Garro Pinchi

i order. Will the

seek release under the Fifth Amendment an:
er—under the December 1 9, 2025 Garro Pinchi
e so I can avoid filing a TRO?” [Si alguien contesia

voz, diga —en inglés—lo siguiente: «Mi

class memb
government agree 10 release m

el teléfono o si logra dejar un mensaje de

iii

— T TE A S mTTANTEDC BV P ARTR MOTION FOR TRO -

__'_ Case1:96-cv-05186-EJD-—-Doeument 3~ -Filed 07/06/26™ Pagedorar——"" " T

true and correct

cts. set forth 1n thls dec]aratlon [Tengo

2700. E,S're es ef numero é‘e teZefono prmczpal de Za Oj‘ cma del




co

12

13
BN 7Y
15
Yo
17

18

19"

0

21

.22

24
25
26
27
28

" Case 1:26-Cv-05186-EJD-—Dedument 3 ~Filed 07/06/26 " Page 50f 3L

" nombre completo es-_
- Detencion de . Llamo para,inﬁnnarlés que estoy presentando, pro 56,
unb}seacm de habeas corpusy una moci&n dé c;ai'déﬂ' de véstriccion temporal, dado
ki que i derencmn es ilegal. Tengo Ia mtenc:én a’e solicitar mi libéracion en virtud

A Td Qmm’a Enmienda y —en la medida.en que sea miembro de la clase Garrézi

g 'dAcepraré ol gobierno concea'erme dla' libertud: para gz;e pueda. evn‘ar la
presentacién de la orden de restriccion rempoml_?,».] '
-5 ' Eisten carefully for any answer, and chec?c the appropriate boxes- in paragraph 4

" (below) to tell the Court what happened: [Escuche atentamenté cualgquier respuesta

i S g marque las casillas correspondrentes ‘én el pdrmfo 4 (a Continuacion) para |

informar al Tribunal de lo sucedido.]

g 4-"' o, "-Parsﬁaﬁt to Local Rule 231 and Fed. R. Civ. P. 65(b), I tmade the following efforts

cal 231 y'Ta Regla Fedéral de

'tempomi'y resframmg order [De ccmform;dad eon la Regla Lo
ogados del

‘Procedzmzenta cwil’ 65 (b) realicé las szgmenres gestzones para norgﬁcar a‘los ab

Gobzerna s'obre mi peﬂc;on de habeas corpus ymi moczon de orden de resmcclon z‘empora! ]

Check all boxes thai apply to you [Margue todas tadas las casillas que corresppndan & usted]:
Ef\l d:aled the followmg phone num’oer from a telephone avaﬂable -to.-me‘ in the
* detention famhty for legal calls (916) 554-2700 I understand this i8 the phone

number for the E.D. Cal U S Attomcy 'S Ofﬁce based in Sacramento [Margué el

| '-_"szgmente numem de telefono des

: " detencion - para realizar Zzamadas legales: (91 6) 554-2700. Entiendo gue este es el

e teléfono de'la Oficina del F; zscal de los EE. UU. para el Distrito Este de

1

California (E.D. Cal.), con sede en Sacmmem‘o ]
QE(NO one picked up the phone. [Nadie contesz‘d el teléfono.)
@gl\_was not able to Jeave a voicemail. [No pude dejar un mensaje de voz.]

. Me encuentro detenido por ICE en el Centro de |

'Pmch:— en virtud de la orden Garro Pmchr del - ]9 de diciembre dé: 2025. ,

---- tice :_of- my"habe'eis--peﬁtidﬁ: a___ﬁéi'mbt’ibn for a |

de un teléfono dlspomble para mi.en el centro de |-

NAOTICR OF MTN. MTN. AND MPA ISO PETITIONER’S EX PARTE MOTION FOR TRO iv
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[0 T left a voicemail explaining I planned to file a habeas petition and ‘motion for

" temporary restraining order, put T could ﬁot leave a call-back muritber because 1

canfiot directly receive incoming calls’ w}n]e in detention. [Déjéun mensaje de

“yoz explicando que tenia previsto presenrar una peticion:de hi
" yna mocion de drden de vestriccion temparal pero-no pude dejor -y mimero’ |-

de comacto, Y que no puea’a rec;bm’lamadas entrantes directamente mientras

CEEd e s &y e

me encuentro dee‘emdo.]

OA porson answered the phone but did not agree to speak to me about my case or

- transfer me to someone who could talk to me about my case. Twas niot able to- |-

' ':sPeak to anyone about my case. [Una persona contesto ol té efono, pero no

' accedié a Vablar conngo sobre i caso nid rransfermne -con-alguien que

- pudzem hacerlo. No logré hablar con nadxe sobre i casol]

DA j:i‘ei‘son answered the phone and agrced to speak with me.'T told- thom'l'was-'

ﬁhng a pro se habeas pot1t10n and a- monon Jfor temporary restra:mng order

“because 1 believe my detentlon is urﬂawfu‘l 51 exPIaméd T¢ would seek releasc

* 4nder the Fifth Amendment and—to- the Lsherit-1 ant 2

 inernb er——under the D
" the govcrmnent would agree to reles

‘person 1 spoke to said “no™

eI z‘elefono ¥ accedza a hablar conmigo. Le iiformé que'-esi‘ab_a

T persona contesfd

R _pre‘.s'em‘ando una pencmn ‘de habeas corpus por derecho prop:o'y una moa:on"

de orden de r‘esmcczon temporal dado que considero que mi detencion es’

en virtid de’ la Quinta’

Pinchi— en’

" ilegal. Le expliqué que sohcn‘ar{a ‘mi_ liberacion

—enla medzda en que soy mzembro de la clase Gatro’

Z 19 de dicienibre de 2025, Pregunté si el

- Enmienda y

" yirtud de la orden Garro Pinchi de

pobierno accederia liberarme para asz’ evitar la presem‘aczon de ln.orderi de

persona con Ia que hablé respondzo que «no», 0 bien

- pestriccién temporal. La

que no podza ofrecerme una re.spuesta ]

e e v D A DT MNATION 'FnR TRO . I v

G’arro Pmch: class |-

ecember 19, 2025 Gar?o Pinichi ordér. Iasked whether |- -
ase e 50 T could avo;:a filing & TRO. The"_ TR

or that they could not prowde me s angwer: [Una | 3
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| puedo. envzar]es por correo electrdnico los documentos gice tengo la intencion

_ petition and motaon for TRQ as quickly as reasonab

| -dado el hecho de qué me encuentro deremdo, carezco.de. accesoa Intérn

-|in my habeas pet.lt:lon [Las dafias irreparables que estoy

{connn

_ Case 1:26-cv-05186-EJD.... Document-3 - Fited 07/06/26 - Page7 of 31~~~ 77~

[1 Other (explain) [Otro (explicar)]:

. 5 . 1am detained in
detamed Therefpre, 1 cannot provide email notice to attcimeys

email them the documcnts I intend to ﬁle [Me encuentro detenido bajo la oustadt

Demandaa’os 3y .no tengo

w6 Thcre has_.not been undue delay in bringing this TRO. I have prepared my habeas

Iy possible, given the fact that Iam _dctall_ned,

Respondents’ custody: and do not have actegs 10 e_maij *whllc .

acceso al correo elecf?‘omco mientras permanezc:o derema'o Por |

' cangmente, no puedo. natzf car por carreo’ eiecrronico-a los- abogados del gobz_emo. Tampoco::

de presentar] . |- .

for the govemm;:nt; 1 al_sg'-pa_nrlfot ], .3

a delos | -

‘have no or hmﬁed access to fhe Internet and- legal resources, and donot have an attome;y to.assist B

me. [No ha hab;do una demora indebida enld, p:resentaczdﬂ de-esta TRO. He preparado mi pe?zczon | AP

de habegs corprgs g mimQcion] parala T, RO tan

.0 este es hmzrado——y no. cuento con un. abogado que me, aszs:‘a 1

- '7_,._ 'I‘he Hreparable harms 1 am experiencing ﬂ‘om my ongoing dctentlon are a:gplamcd .

uada se expl;ccm en mi | peticidn de habeas corpus }See Petition for Wnt of

153, 66-68:

8 I was ablé to complete this decl

_porquel:

(1.1 am dble to read English and/or Spanish, and 1 could follow the directions in this

- declaration to fill it out _myself [Soy capaz de leer inglés y/o espafiol, y pude seguir

las instrucciones de esta declaracion para completarla por mi mismo.]

suﬁ'zenda a cansecuencxa demi derenczdn 1

Habeas. Cpmus 8

aration because {Pude completay e;",td 'ziedaraaz‘én i

| AR AH VTN MTN. AND MPA 1SO PETITIONER’S EX PARTE MOTION FOR TRO

Vi

mpxdamente como hasido razonablemenre pomble, - w

etyﬂ recursos legales——.-- LY
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1 ﬁl am not able to complete this declaratlon mdependently, due to language batriers.
2 or other accessibility issues: Therefore, one or MOre Persons assisted me. Their foll
3 " name(s) 1sfa1‘e [No puedo completar esta deciamczdn de forma independiente- | -
4 a’ebldo 4 barreras lingilfsticas u otros problemas de accesibilidad. Por lo tanio,
541 *una 0 mds pe'rsonas me han dasistido. Su(s) nombre(s) c@mpleto(s) es/son]:
6 ' W 00 r@&\m@o |
74 L
g _
i Iam executmg this declaratmn at: [check one/ marque uno] .
q 0_._' [:| Mssa Verde Detention Faclhty, 425 Golden State Ave, Bakcrsfle]d CA 93301
g K Goiden State Annex, 611 Frontagc Road McFarland, CA 93250 '
o5 0 . Cahforma City ] Detemmn I‘acﬂxty 22844 V1rgm1a Blvd Callforma Clty, CA 93 505
1 ao Central Valley Annex, 254 Taylor Avenue, Mcleand CA 93250
14
| | ' Respectfaly submiied,
oA %I aorh - Raal:
: Date [F echa} ¥ . ... ~Printed Name [No?’?ﬁfe_{mfféﬂ?].
Signature [Firma] .. . = ..
21" Pro.se Petitioner.
L5 | |
23
24
25 r
26
27
28
A A FU B ADTE MOTINN FOR TRO' — vii




B | oy th I (7% ™~ s

[CN SIS C I C R C S C S G . |
=S R S R S T i T - c e - o R » B~ o v o«

i ik s e 2 SRR e o e S e e

Case 1.26°Cv-05186-EJD— Document 3- —Filed-67/06/26 - Page9 0f 31~

i

TABLE OF CONTENTS
NOTICE OF MOTION AND MOTION ..... sl
DECLARATION OF PETITIONER IN SUPPORT OF TRO i
TABLE OF CONTENTS .y vm
TABLE OF AUTHORITIES m ........ lx
INTRODUCTION .o oo < R i
BACKGROUND ................................................................................
STANDARD OF REVIBW
- 'ARGUMENT s . =
PETITIONER 1§ LIKELY TO SUCCEED ON THE MERITS g |
A Pet:ltmner S Detent‘lon Vlolates the Flﬁh Amendment s Due Procéss Clausa......._;j | :
B Pe’tltloner s Detentlon May leatethe Bmdmg Garm Pmch; Order Prohlbttmg
Their Re-Detention Without a Material Change i CirOUISIANCES. vuvveresrrsensseissssen '
I PETITIONER WILL CONTINUE 10 SUFFER SERIOUS AND IRREPARABLE 1"
INTURY ABSENT A TRO. v s s
"I THE BALANCE OF THE EQUITES AND THE PUBLIC INTEREST WEIGH
| STRONGLY INPETITIONER’S FAVOR... T N W ——
s SECURITY | 12
" CONCLUSION..cosivern ..... — ........ el

s A g W AND MPA 180 PETITIONER’S EX PARTE MOTION FOR TRO C- viil

8|
il

..--..;..1'1 157




1

10 |-

11
- 12
13

14
154 -
16 |
17-

18

19

20
21
22
23
24
25
26
29
28

= S & TR 8

R oA R SR

— """ Case 1:26-cv-05186-EJD

_Document 3 - Filed 07/06/26 — Page 10031

TABLE OF AUTHORITIES
Cases
AAH. v. Chestut, g . T . |
No 1:25+ CV 0175 8-DJC—EFB, 2025 WL 3640677 (B.D. Cal. Dec. 16, 2025) vusrimmresmimmaserss 7
| AFAM v. Albarran, | e
- No. 25-CV- 10492—AMO 2025 WL 3752190 (N.D. Cal. Dec;--.2_'2',‘.2025)..,'..-..._..;r.....'.;.i.‘._..._.;.,,..-. 6,7
All for the Wild Rockies V. Cotirell, . g ST :
632 F.3d 1127 (9th C1r 2011) wereenss O a e 0 3,10
Baca v. Moreno Valley Un;ﬁed Sch. Dist.,- "
" 936 F. Supp. 719 (C.D. Cal. 1996) v e 12
. C‘asteﬂonv Kaiser, | i ﬂ S Tam w b
NO 1¢ ZS-CV—00968 J’LT EPG 2025 WL 2373425 (ED Ca.l Aug. 14,;?.02_5_k)'.,.._;...-._.....,. 5 :
Claros v Allarrian, 811 F. Supp. 3d 1062 (ND Cal. 2025) ........ 4
Cnty. of Sacramento v- Lewzs, B _
523 U.S. 833 (1998)... e S bl R i A w3 |
D.AM. v. Barr, | el F T e
486 T Supp. 3d 404 ®. DC. 2020) ....... ettt 10 .
Demorev KIM, i By T RN M
538 U S 510 (2003) ".lli.‘ _'.-'4. ]
" Dogv. Becerrd; Ee o ° - S - 8
No. 2:25-CV- 00647—DJC-DMC 2025 W'L 691664 (BD Cal Mar 3 2025).., ....... sssinssasnasness 6
__Elrad v Burns, 427 U.8..347 (1976) ... ] s i
Eny’t Prot. Info..Ctr. . Caﬂsan ' N
968 F.3d 985 (9th Cir. 2020) W11
Foucha v. Louisigna, 2 B
504 U.S. T1 (1992) surerssmrsissssssssssissanersanens T T P - s sssssaanras ssienes 1
Gagnon v. Scarpélli LI | -
DTER 0L L (L) T—— —— 4
Galvez v. Jaddou, :
52 F.Ath 821 (9th Cir. 2022).... .12
Garro Pinchi v. Noem,
792 F. Supp. 3d 1025 (N.D. Cal. 1170) [T 7
Garro Pinchiv. Noem, 813 F. Supp. 3d 973 (N.D. Cal. 2025)0u0seneeness 1,2,8,9
— T T ThA merTTANED A BY PARTRE MOTION FOR TRO x




—y

© ® = L B W N

Mwwmmmm-w. . o

People of State of Cal. ex rel. Van De Kamp v. Tahoe Reg ] Plan. Agency,
766 F.2d 1319 (9th Cir.), amended, 775 F.2d 998 (9th Cir. 1985)cuermsciccssssemssmssnsmsssssssssssneeees

NOTICE OF MTN, MTN, AND MPA 150 PETITIONER'S EX PARTE MOTION FOR TRO

. Casel:26-ev-05186-E3D- -Document3 Filed 07/06726  Page 11 6f31
Guzman v. Andrews, No. 1 25—0V-01015~KES -SKO, 2025 WL26]7256 (E.D. Cal. Sept. 9, 2025)
Hernandez v. Sessions, : _ '

872 F.34 976 (9th Cir. 2017) s TR ———— ) | 2L
Index Newspapers LLC v. U.S. Marshals Serv., T ' ' o
977 F.3d 817 (91b Cir. 2020) ormmssie i ——_— 12
Jackson V. Indiana, - E : | | I. X R |
406U S 715 (1972) ...... '...........-.........-..;..-_...._.....; ....... "..--. ........ '....'.....;;,._nl--_'- ........... FRTTRRTRET 7

' Jones v. Blanas, : - pow ta T L -

393 F.3d 918 (9th Cir. 10117 — e S
Jorgensenv Cass:day, o TEet T e o P TE el E e e g

320 F,3d 906 (9th Cir. 2003) ........ T ——— W ) |
Man‘mezv Clark S ' “ ) + 8 s i B

" 124 F.4th 775 (9th Cir. 2024) it R —————L
Mathews v. Eldridge, E - i f o .

. 424U8. 319 (1976)-wrssisssasninesns e oeeeeiees st mee st R SRR — %y
_Marter of Sugay, 1'?1 &N Dec 637 (BIA 1981) ...... crererenrsra s 8 -
Melendresv Arpaio, S a - -

%05 .30 990 (9th Cir. 2012) servsrrrr U AL - 0 S — 10
Mawes VA W Waﬁ'ord No. 1:25- cv—01419 SKO 2026WL252237 (ED Cal Jan 30 2026) 5
.Morrwseyv Brewer, LT A
4080U.8.471 (1972)........’.’ ............ ISR H T SR srcasanppaprdinnagdli PR T N us 4,5
 Nielsen v. Preap,_ ; R i P w Ve BT o '

586 U.5. 392 (2019).cmmrssie ST
Nkenv. Holder, ' - o H B
556 UL, 418 (2000) v I —— SRR — P
'Nozz:v Hous. Auth. oszty ofLos Angeles, | o ghoa B8 AT

806 F.3d 1178 (9th i 2015) erranssssiions T BRI — ]
Ortegav Bonnar, T : ' o

415 F. Supp. 3d 963 (N.D. Cal. 2019) eocscrrmsssssssies F——— S 4,5,7
Padilla v. US. Immigr. and Customs Enf't; - ' _

704 F. Supp. 3d 1163 (W.D. Wash. 2023) ..................... L seiasessesissessisiesESESsS IR SRS LT ACRIR TS SRS 8




.\D_

10

11
12

13
14

16 |
14

19

20
21

an
23

25

26

27
28

-« | W.C.v. Bowen,
15

' Case 1:26-cv-05186-EJD  Document 3- Filed 07/06/26- Page 120f31- -

Perez v, Albarran, ' ' : ' :
No. 1:25-CV-01540-DAD-CSK, 2025 WL 3187578 (E.D. Cal. Nov. 14, 2025).cssessessssinessrenes |
Rodriguez Diaz v. Garland, O :
83 F. 4th 1177 (9th Cit. 2023) eusvimsresimsssmsmmreneees TR - St
Rodr: ez Diaz v. Garland ' | o ' : '
53F. 4th 1189 (9th Cir. 2022) ......... s ieseediangannensd A SO - Em—— 5
Rasa?es—Mrelesv Umted States, i a4 | _ L L
535 U.S. 129 (2018)...............;..;.‘ ......... S NN T e embirssessssasissssnminitiee 10
' Saraviav. Sessions, - )
280 F.-Supp. 3d 1168 (N D Cal. 2017), aff’d sub nom. Saravza forA H v: Sessions, 905 F.3d
1137 (Oth Cir. 2018)..surmmrsssssssssssssssssssssmeee pimnmphebiENs ................................ 8
.S'mghv ndvews, 803 F. Supp. 3d 1035 (ED Cal 2025) .......... RO o B S Tt ST
Singh v. Holder, ' y : : ;e o
638F 3d 1196 (9th Cn 201 1) e NE TN ST IR A 6.
Smgh 803 F. Supp. BT T T 5
Tmoco V. Noem, No 1:25-cv-01762-DC- JDP 2025 WL, 3567862 (ED Cal. Dec 14, 2025)

'807 F.2d 1502 (9th Cir.), as amended on denial ofreﬁ g, 319 F.2d 237 (9th Cll‘ 1937)....! 9,10
Warsoldier v. Woodford - " " g “ BEL w e -,
418 F.3d 989 (9th Cir. 2005) ereremrsrsersimsmnsnnnssenszasssseetes T e PN IR - sinsnuies L0
Weidemzr-hael V. Warden of Golden State Annex, e | B 0y
No 1:25- V-01553-EFB, 2026WL84080(ED Cal Jan 12 2026) ............... B B T O |
_ererv Nat. Res. Def. Councd Inc., ' ' '_ = Tos s
555 U.S. 7 (2008)-ecssugmrmssaassirnesensess NIRRT ...... T
Wolffv. MeDonnell, UL R
418 U. S 539 (1974) 3
Zadvydas v: Davis, o’
AT L 171 ) I —— eeisssint e e 1,3,4,7
Zinermon v. Burch, _ . E B -
494 U.S. 113 (1990)....... T R i SasRa SR A 4
Statutes ' ' ' o
8 U.S.C. § 118200 .2, 9
2.8, 9

s P ———

e A T n AR TR MAOTINN FOR TRO xi




O A XY

O oee. =] o wn

10

)
12

“13
14

s

16

171
18
19|
20

21

22

23
24
25
26
27
28

| IETCR0 W VTS D———— SR ————

_Case 1:26-cv-05186-EJD - Document 3 -- Filed-07/06/26 ~Page 13 of 31

VT ol R .7, W —— W T— S

Regulations

e T O 8

8CFR§2361 ..... o e o B 8

AT OF MTN. MTN. AND MPA 1SO PETITIONER’S EX PARTE MOTION FOR TRO xii




.=

o TR Y6 T 6 S N B :
2 2 R BB ERBLE I aar b .= s

§it nombre completo] files this motion for a temp

immedia‘te release.

' 'Davis,'-' 533 U.S. 67

| “detaining class members despite no chang

] ':ICE’S San Franci
: 1039—40 Thus, Respondents may not 1mplement their pohcy of re-

'noncmzens w1thm ICE’s San Franc

cjrcumstances as to ﬂlght risk or dangerousne

"~ Case 1:26-v-05186-EJD.. Document 3. - Filed 07/06/26- -Page-14 of 31

A

i

INTRODUCTION

Petitioner _ qﬁu\ 'EC\*mr‘m Q\hmfﬁg’ L [yoﬁrfullnamef

orary restrammg order (TRO) ordering their

dment, Zadvydas V.
s’ within the

Petitionier’s re-détention is unconetamuonal lmder the Fxfth Amien

8, 693 (2001) (“[T]he Due Process Glause apphes to all “person
United States, including _[noncmzens] whether their presence here is lawful, unlawful, temporary,

of pemi‘aﬂent.’-’); Foucha'v. Louisiana, 504 U S. 71, 80 (1‘992) (“Freedom from bodlly restraint has

always been at the cdre of the liberty -protected by the Diie Process Clause from arbitrary
governmeﬂtal action. B &= " 3. | o '

Petltloner may bea member of the certlﬁed class in Garro Pinchi v. Noem,

_ In addition,

3, 101011 (N.D. Cal, 2025). On December 19, 2025, the Garro Pinchi coutt

omeland Securlty S (DHS) new policy of re-arresting and re-
¢ in theif mdlwdual clrcmnstances as to their

frative Procedure Act (APA). Id. at 1027. |

813 F. Supp. 3d 97
held that the Depariment of H

dengerousness or flight risk likely vwlates the Admmjs
“stay[ed] DHS’s re detentmn pehcy p
osfpone[d] the effective: date of the re-detention policy within
this action: » 1d. et

The Gario Pinchi court ending final resolution of [the
plamhffs’] APA’ claims,” and “p ' '

SCO area of respons1b1hty untﬂ the enn*y of a final Judgment in
arresting and re- detammg

1sco Area of Respons1b1]1ty absent a matena] change in |
88, To the extent Petitioner is a Garro Pinchi class

member, Respondents appear to have re-detamed Pet1t10ner in vwlatmn of the December 19,2025

Garro Pmchz order, whlch remains in effect
Because Petitioner is likely to succeed on the ments of their claims and their ongoing

detention imiposes irreparable harms, Pet(t:loner respectfully requests that this Court order their
in this Court S Jurlsdlctlon the Court should also

immediate release. To maintai prohibit the

government from transferring Petitioner out of this District or removing them from the country

until these habeas proceedings have concluded.

T AT I ADND A DV RRYTR ATNING ORDER i 1
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' remmn at liberty,

Detennon Pohey is hke}y unlawﬁll because it 1
Id. at 1027. After ﬁndmg that the rest of the factors favormg prellmmary rellef were satisﬁed ‘d:e
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;;I

BACKGROUND
Petitioner is a noncitizen civilly detained by Res'pondents at_ -' Gq ol ﬁ\e )

Sj\fejdn Ay

nombre del centro de detenczon donde estd dez‘emda] ICE Detentlon Center Peftlt:[on

_ [name of the detentton center where yOu are detamed

f'.r’ es-crzba el

for Writ of Habeas Corpus (“Pet ) 1] (o8 5
: Petmoner last entered the United States on/around —&;\u - 2. 6)03

' [wnte the month and year when you entered the U.S. most reoently // escr;ba el mes y el ano en

que mgreso a Zos Esz‘ados Unidos.). Id ‘][42 Petltlonel settled mto hfe in the Umted States 1d.

111[ 3 44 Respondents knew Petmoner was ];vmg
remam at hberty Id. 9.45. In releasing Petltloner from m1t1al eustody and/or

fhght risk. Id 9 46-47.

Yet, desp1te no ma'tenal change in cncumstances as to Petmoner 8 ﬂlght usk or |

. dangerousness, Respondents arrested Pe’oﬁoner on or eround Qm d/L Q.Qy ‘R,()'J, C,

[date of alrest /] escriba la ﬁzcha aproxzmada en que ICE Io arresto y_

Ml&‘m& X L—‘ 3 - I [o:ty,_

Io vofv:o a dez‘ener],

state // escrzba la czudad yel estado dOnde ﬁze arresfaa'o] Pet ‘ﬁ 51 52

| On December 19 2025, the Garro Pmchz oourt oernfled the followmg olass “All_

11011

the Umted States Mthout mspectlon,

' proceedmgs under8 USs.C. § 12293, mcludmg any § 1229a procee

where the dlsnnssal is not adm1n1strat1vely final; and (4) are not subJ ectto detennon undet 8 U. S C '

§ 1226(0) » Garro Pmchs 813 F. Supp 3d 4t 1010- 11 The Garro Pmckz eourt held that the Re- |

s arbltrary and eaprlmous in v1olatlon of the APA

court-issued an order staying Respondents’ Re-Detent_lon Pohcy, eﬁeetlve nnmedlately Id at

1040. Under that order, Respondents may not implement their pohcy of re-arresting and re-

allowmg Petmone1 to

Respondents necessarﬂy determmed that Pelmoner was nelther dangerous nora

AN A ToM DOTITIANER'Q BY PARTE MOTION FOR TEMPORARY RESTRAINBQG ORDER - 2

in the Uznted States and allowed Petl‘noner to _ .'

clt:tzens 1n the Junsdjcnon of the San Fl'al'lGISCO ICE led Ofﬁce who ( 1) entered or wﬂl enter | 2

(2) have been or wﬂl be eha1 ged Wlﬂl madxmsslbmty under _

R 8 USs.C. § 1182-and have been or will be released from DHS custody, and who (3) are in removal i,

dlngs that have Fiden dism1ssed' :

[ ——
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the memts,” (2) they are “]Jkely to suffer u'reparable harm in the absence

[ Al for the Wild Ro

" third a:nd fourth factors merge Nken . Ho

moludmg [nonemzeﬂs],
Zad;{ydas, 533 U.S. at 693 “The touchstone of due process is protecnon of the individual agamst

‘Case 1:26-cv-05186-FEJD. _ Dacument 3. . Filed 07/06/26 — Page 16-0f 3% - —

detammg class members, u:nless Respondents first make an md1v1duahzed detennmatlon that there

are materially changed circumstances as to the class member 8 dangerousness or fhght risk.

Petlhoner may be a Gam) Pinchi class member whose arrest vlolated the bmdm

or_der _ o
Pet:tloner s‘uffers ongoing meparable harm every day they remain in deten’oon Pet 1|‘I| 12
53, 66—68 Prxor to thelr cunren‘t detention, Peuuoner s

dlsrupted by their ongomg detenﬁon 1d g 44.

STANDARD OF REVIEW

To Warrant an ex parte TRO a movant must show that ( 1) they are “hkely 0 sueceed on
of prehmmary rehef '

®3) “the balanoe of equ1t1es tlps in [their] favm,“ and (4) “an mjuncnon is in the pubho mterest

ckies v. Cottrell, 632 F. 3d 1127, 1131 (9t‘ﬂ Cir, 2011) (quottng erer V. Nar
Res. Def Caunczl Inc., 555 U.S. 7,20 (2008)) Where the government is the opposmg party, the
lder 556 U S. 418 435 (2009) In th1s CItGI]lt, even if

the movant ra}ses only “serions quesuons” as to the merits of then' clanns the oourt ‘can grant 1ehef

1f he balance of hardshlps t:lps sharply

All factors here welgh declswely in. Petltmner s fav01
ARGUN[ENT

L P]:TmoNER 1§ LIKELY TO SUCCEED ON THE MERITS s
A Pehtmner s Detention Violates the Flfth Amepdmen

Peﬁt:oner has. estabhshed a hke]ﬂlood of suecess on their p1ocedural and 's.ubstan

whether thezr presence here is Iawﬁﬂ unlawi’\ﬂ temporary, Or permanent

arbﬂrary action of government,” Wolff v. McDornell, 418 U.S. 539, 558 (1974), including “the
exe;rcISe of poWer w1thout any reasonable justificati

objective,” City. of Sacramento v. Lewis, 523 U.S. 833 846 (1998).- “Preedom from

imprisomﬁent—fi'om government custody, detention, or other forms of physical restraint—Jies at

g Garro Pinchi |

tabhshed t1es m the Umted States that are |

*in 1he1r favor All. fbr tke Wz!d’ Rockzes, 632 F 3datl 135L '

t’s Due Procéss Clause. * "
tive due (o g

“aﬂ ’persons “within the United States,-- '

on in the service of & legitimate govenunent -

e TN T T 0D A TTNI Y NRNDER 3




1

12
_I_'_.1'3'._ |
o144
'_'revoeab]e See Gagnon ». Scarpe]lz, 411 U S. 778 782 (1973) (re—detenﬁon aﬂer re]ease on . . .

16

17
48
194

' ,_20' = -Petatloner was neither a danger nor fhght risk requnmg physmal custody See id 1]1[ 46-*47 To the I
21

|
23]
Sag
25|

26
21
28

2

the heart of the liberty that Clause protects.” Zadwdas 533 U. S at 690 Due process constralns
' even “mandatory” immigration detention. See Nze!sen V. Preap, 5 86 U S. 392 420 (2019) (“Our -

decision today on the meaning of [§ 1226(c)] does not foreelose as-app]Jed cha]]enges—-that is,

eonstmmona] challenges to apphoattons of the statute as we have now read it.”); Demore v. Kim,

, sasus 510, 532-33 (2003).(Kennedy, J., eoneurrmg)

1. Petitioner is likely to succeed on t]lelr p1 ocedural due prncess clalm

_ Petthoner ’s procedura] due process claim is h]cely to succeed A nonmtlzen who has hved_
ﬁ‘eely in society and has developed t1es to the1r commumty has “a protected hberty mterest” under |
the Due Process Clavse in remammg out of custody. Smgh v. Andz ews, 803 F. Supp 3d 1035, |
.1046 E. D. Cal, 2025); see also, e.g Ciaros V. Albarranf, 8]1 F Supp. 3d 1062 1066 CN.D Cal. | -
'2025)5 Ortegav Bonnar,415F Supp 3d 963, 970(N D Cal 2019) T}ns is because “[t]he parolee-' :

has rehed on at Jeast an implicit promise that parole wﬂ] be revoked only 1f he falls to live up to

[release] conditions.” Morrissey V. Brewer, 408 U.s. 471 482 (1972) 'Ihe Constmltlon “usual]y

reqwres some kind of a hearing before the State depnves a person of 11berty or properq/

Zmerman v Burch 494 U S. 113, 127 {1990). Th]S is so even when that freedom ;IS lawﬁdly g e

probatmn 1equ1res pre-deprivation hearing); Morr:ssey, 408 U S at 482 (same for parole)

Respondents permltted Petlttoner to live out of custody in the Umted States and develop .

tles to 1theit- eonamumty Pet. 'ﬂ‘ﬁ 44—45 Respondents decmon constltuted a determmatlon that

"~extent Respondents allege Pet1110ner has ‘any new crnmnai atrests, charges, or convictions;.or any -|"

new wolat:lons of ICE’s Intensive Supervtsmn Appearanee Program {ISAP) or snperv}smn

 Petitioner into custody without any process. Id. '[H[ 48—49 Aoeordmgly, Petmoner hasa protected '

intere's't-'in thejr liberty, and they have a right to due proeess-before they can be deprived of that *

interest.
To determine what process is due, courts in this Circuit apply the three-part test from

Mathews v. Eldridge, 424 U.S. 319, 335 (1976). See Rodriguez Diaz v. Garland, 53 F.4th 1189,

. Case 1:26-cv-05186-EJD__Document 3. Filed-07/06/26-- Page-17-6f 81—

c()ndmons smeePetmoner s last encounter with Respondents tho*se new faets do not justify taking | -

T RA eI AAMIED e TV DARTE MNOTION FOR TEMPORARY RESTRAINING ORDER - . 4
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3 re]easmg Petlnoner and prohlblhng their re-

depnvatlon

hear to oontmue" obtammg neoes

| “core values of unquahﬁed ifberty,” mﬂmhng “g ¢ gnevous loss
“[then'] hberty mteresf is arguably greater thiat |

- 'the mterest of the pzuo]ees in Morr:ssey See Orrega, 415 F. Supp
-has not recelved a.ny boﬁd or custody redetermmatlon hearmg
' probab]e value of addltlonal p1ocedu1'al

_thefr last encounter with Respondents. See,

. Case 1:26:cv-05186-EJD  Document3 .. Filed 07/06/26 _Paged8.0f 31 — - — -~

1206 08 (9th Cir, 2022) (“assum[ing] without deciding
detentlon context, ‘and applymg it). Under that test, the court weighs: (1

affected; (2) the nsk of en'oneous deprivation and probable valize of procedyral safeguards,

(3) the govmnment s mterest Marhews, 424 1.8S. at 335. Here,

gOVernment hears a olear—and—oonvincmg burden of proof

Fxrst the pnvate mterest affected in this case is great, for “the degree of potential

Los Angefes, 806 F 3d 1178, 1193 (9111 Cir. 2015) (01t111g Maz‘hews, 424 US. at 341) Petltloner

has estabhshed t1es in the Umted States and oonmbuted 0 the1r fs:[mly andz‘or commumty See Pet

‘[l 44, Penﬁoner 8 detentlon has ripped fromm them the

to fon:n the endurmg attachments of normal life.

also have medzcal condmons that are unaddressed in detentmn See e. g., Pet.  53; .see Casiellon

V. Katser, No 1 25 CV 00968 JLT EPG 2025 WL 2373425 at *9 (ED Cal: Aug 14, 2

(ﬁndmg pe‘hﬁoner “has a substannal pnvate mterest n bemg out: of' oustody,

Moreover, beoause Petmoner faoes cxvzl dez'ennon,

I'- ¥

393 }‘ 3d 913 932 (9th CII' 2004) |
L Secor:d ‘the risk of an erroneous depnvat:on of hberty is ]ngh whetc,

(cﬁation modlﬁed) As Respondents have prov1ded Petltloner w1th no proeedural safeguards, “the

modlﬁed) Thls is 0 even if Petitioner allegedly has any new arrésts charges o convictions sirice

e.g., Moises V A v. Wofford, No. 1:25-cv-01419- SKO,
2026 WL 252237, at *4 (E.D. Cal. Jan. 30, 2026) (“A]though Respondents’ assert that Petitioner

has been charged with several crimes, the charges remain pending, and Petitioner remains innocent

e = T AT A TAVITARTO NDTYER ’ 5

# tﬁat Mathews applies:in the immigration |-
) the: private, interest. | -
and
the factors weigh. heavily i in favor

detentlon, absent a custody hearmg at.which the |

» that Pefitioner’s loss of hberty represents is profound Nozzz v. Hous. Authi of Czty of 1+

“ﬁ'ee[dom] 6 bttt Family-and fnends and |
? Marr:ssey, 408 U.S. at 482, Petmoner may | =

025) |
W]'LIG]] would dallow

sa1y med:tcal care) Respondents have depnved Petmoner of the |
** of Petmoner Morrissey, at 482,

Sd at 970 Jones i B?anas,

asf}'lere, the peﬁﬁoﬂei‘ fe ¥

i Szngh 803 F. Supp 3d ati047 |

safeguards, 1e a bond hearmg, is hzgh » Id. (cltanon ™
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_until proven guilty. No

: sufﬁc1ently to justify: revocation of parole.

__2025 WL 26 17256, at ”'6 (E.D. CaI Sept. 9 .2025) (to comply wrth due process, person who

_ sustams a cormctlon while released on cond1t1onal liberty is stﬂl “entltled toa detenmne,tron as to‘ § o

eonvrctlon dld not Justlfy re-detentron of noncmzen where “no neutra] arbrter

-:-so even if Petitioner allegedly technically. vrolated any ISAP or superwswn condmcns sm

ast encoun

- 3567862 at *1,: *6 (alleged wolatrons of' supervzsron condrtlons d1

a]so requrres th

1 'holdmg temame bmdmg law of our court
(9’:11 Cir. 2023) (Paez, 1, respeetmg the dema] of reheanng en bano) s

"_convmcmg burden of proof”

* Case 1:26-cv-05186-EJD.  Dogument 3..Filed 07/06/26-- +Page-19 of 3t~ -

the community. No-neutral arbiter has

whether that violation watrants modifieation of [their prror] release order"), Tmoco V. Noem, No.

125 cv 01762-DC—JDP 2025WL356’7862 at *6 (E.D. Cal Dee 14 2025) (zmsdemeanor DUI |
has determmed_ . -

whether those facts. show that Petmoner is.a flight risk.ox danger to the commumty”) And this is-

ter wrth Respondents See, e.g., L AFA M, Alborran, No 25 cw10492 AMO, 2025.
WL 3752 190 -at *4 (N.D. Cal. Dec 22, 2025) (“Courts have repeatedly re_] ected Ure argumant that

I(,B can re-delam a noncitizen for techmcal V]O]ﬁ]:lOIlS wrthout regard ’ro whether that tec}:mrcal .

-vrolatlo,n oo, 20
d not Justzfy re—detentlon of | 5

noncltwen where *no neutra] arbner

=

. has, determmed whether those facts show that Pehtroner_

1saﬂ1gh1;rrskor dangertothe eommumty’) = S N - _;'

Because ’the pnvete ipterest in freedom from mmigrahon detentton 1s so great due process

“by clear and convincing evidence that the [noncltrzen] is-a ﬂlght rrsk or, danger to the

commWJty

F4th '?75 ’784—86 (9th Crr 2024) (conﬁrmmg that the government bears the “clear—and-

Clause); Doe v. Becerra, 787 F. Supp. 3d 1083, 1096 (E D. Cal. 2025) (ordenng apre-deprrvahon

bond hearing in which the government bears the burden of proof by clear and convmcmg

evidence).

T AP A TV N AMTT R ANTINN EOR TRMPOR ARY RESTRATNING ORDER . - * 6

neutral arbiter has determlned ﬂaat Petltroner is a ﬂ1 ght rlsk or danger to |
determined that crrcumstances had materrally changed-‘ _

*Y; Guzman v. Andrew.r, No I 25 ev—OlOlS—KES SKO o

ce theu'

at in the event a bond hearmg tekes piace the govemment bears the burden of 1+

ee Mamnezv czar}c 124

2, Sozgh V. Ho!der, 638 F.3d 1196 1203 04 (9th Ci. 2011) “Smgk’s constrtutronal o
» Rodriguéz Diaz, Garland 8 F4th 1177 1179--

atan rmmlgratron bond hearmg ordered pursuant to the Due Process o
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| an opportunrty to be'heard at a custody heating is low:
routitle arid 'impos;e"a immmal’ cost,
: -""'ﬁe?sboﬂdent

‘for 1i‘s ‘&wn sake is not

' J3‘d at 970 '(the gevenunent may have an mterest

1 domg 50 Without 2 heamng is low")
1 =" “petitioner’s 1mmed1ate release is reqmred to return him'%o the status, gio-ant

: :'uncen’tested étatus whmh preceded the pendn‘lg cen‘troversy . Singh, 803-F: Supp 3d 4t-1050.In - |- -

i 'eas'e's'-rmsmg “sifilar claims as Petitionef, courts in this Clrcult hiave. jepeatedly granted ‘emergeneyj' 3

Ik "e‘iief-;iﬁ' the fom of petitioners’ immedi
i pehtloners withouta ple-

““Burden of proéfthat pilysmal custody is reqiiired. See, &. g id: (delleenng cas

I Aorm, 782 ' 'Supp:“3d 1025, 1038 (N.D. Cal: 2025); Perezv Albarrdn, No. 125 CV-01540: |

I DAD-CSK; 2025 WL 318’}‘578 at 5 (BD. ‘Cal. Nov. 14 2025); A H: . Chestnut, No. 1:25-

V Warden of Golden State Annex,

; ."process reqnires that a]l forms of cml det

1t reasonable refation® to-a non—pumtwe purpose 2 AF AM 2025 WL, 3752190 at. *4 (cxtmg |

“permi
¢ at immi gratlon proceedings and preventing danger to the community.

Case 1:26-cv-05186-EJD _ Document 3 _ .Filed 07/06/26. Page 20of31 ~ - - -

B iﬁéf}a'the‘gavémmmt’s intere
- “In lmmigrahon court, custody hearings are | -
» Singh, 803 F. Supp. 3d at ‘1048: Nor would a hearing delay

& efforts to remove Pefitioner: “Any such delay would be: mmlmal . .And detention-

a Iegmmate gevetnmental mte:rest » Cordero Pelico v: Kawey, Ne, 25- Cv- | .
OTQSG-EMC, 2025 WL 9822876, at ¥15 (N D. Cal. Oot 3 2025), see alse Orrega, 415 F. Supp.

in re-arresnng the petmoner, f‘but ﬁs mterest m -

e-—‘the last

deprwaﬁon hearmg at which the govermﬂent bears a clear ard ‘convincing

- '-CV-01758-DJC-EI‘B 2025 WL 3640677, 4t *3 (ED Cal Dec, 16, 2025);: Weldemichael v | - .

No it 25-=CV—01553 EFB 2026 W12 84080; at *7 (E.D Cal Jan
'12 2026) The same result is warre.ntedhere 3O e e RS T
3. Petltnoner is hkely to succeed on their substantwe due process. clalm

'Peuuener 'S mJbstant1ve due proeess glaim is- alse‘ hkely to succeed ‘Substantlve due_

Jack:son Vi fndxana, 406 U.8. 715, 7138 (1 972)) “The~ Supreme Couﬂ has recogmzed only two .

issible ndti-punitive purposes for lmmrgratlon detentmn ensurmg a nqncmzen S appearanee

- Id (citing: Zadwdas, 533
U.S. at 690-92); see Hernandez v. Sessions, 872 F.3d 976, 994 (9th Cir. 2017). When Respondents

released Petitioner from custody (or, to the extent Petitioner was never detained, allowed them to

e Th A TN D OTD A TMTN np_n'p_ﬁ St ]

st in detaining Petiﬁoner without first providing noticeand | -

ate release, and prolitbited: ICE from .re-detalmng the | <" .-

es); Garro Pinchiv. .| ¢

ention, Jneludlﬂg mumgratmn detenuen, bea.r 2| -
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A -prowsmn[] applies to a given noncitizen, .

‘Case 1:26-cv-05186-EJD  Document 3 . Filed-07/06/26- -Pagé 2t ef31 — -
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j

mmam free), Respondents determined Petitioner was nelther a ﬂlght zigk;nor, dang;r See8 U.S. C

- §:1226(c)(4); 8:C.FR. §§ 212. 5(b), 236. 1(©)(®),. 1236 1(b)(,8),~ Matter of Sugays.}T.L &N, Dec
..037, 640.. (BIA &98},), Garro Pinchi; 813 F Supp Bd?at 993, (“No matter which,; Ldetentlon] N

1elease 18 avaﬂabla only where, aDHS ofﬁccr 01'

-by the government that the noncmzen 18 not a danger to 1he commumty or a flight risk. ”)

. ‘The facts since Petitioner’s re]easa show that Petmoner contmues not to pose any such nsk.
-Pentaoncr isnot 8 danger to the commumty .S’ee Pet 19 4’7—48 54 Nor is Petltmner a ﬂJght l:lsk
Seeid, 5[1{ 44-45,49, Addltloually, Petitioner may have pemimg apphcauons fe; unuugratwn re]wf

.(no: Iegmmate concern of flight risk where p]amtlffs have bona ﬁde asylum clanns and dssne to o :_;

- remain in the United Sates). . . . ..:-._f;_f

Because. Respondents depnved Pet1t1oner of thelr 11berLy despite 1;he lack of matenal]y

.__:changed cncumstances to Jjustify doing so, Petltloner S detentlon “lack[s] 2 valld basns and

W Kamer, 80LE: Supp 3d919 939 (N D Cal 2(}25) (ﬁndmghabeaspemmuers have demonstrated -

- rights “by failing to serve any valid purpose’)

B’ “To.the Extent Petitioner s a Garro P ‘""k& Clags Memh.el‘a ’I‘hen' Detention
L)kely Violates the Bmdmg Order Prohﬂnﬁng 'I‘helr Re-])etentmn Wxthuut 2 -

: Material Change in Circumstances.” gt e, LRt
“Tothe extentPetmoner is a member of the Garro Pinchi class, Respondents, dppear to havc

e—dctamed Patmonar dn; violation of'the Garro Pinchi. order Pm;uuoner is @& Gamo P}nc}u cla,ss

.the.United States without inspection, (c) was charged w1th inadmissibility under 8U.8.C.§ 1 182

and was released from DHS custody; (d) is in rcmoval proceedings under 8 U.S.C- § 1229a, -

S R A 1o DOTITIANER 'S BY PARTR MOTTION FOR TEMPORAK? RESTRAININGORDER -~ 8

||.immigrationjudge has. first. determined that a noncitizen neither poses a thret to the pubhc nor is g
hkely to abscond. ”), Samv:a . Sesszons, 280 F Supp 3d 11 68, 1176(N D. Cal 2017) a ’d sub | :
- nom. Samvxa for 4. H, v, Se.sszons, 905 F.3d 113'? (9th Cn‘ 2[11 8) (“Release rsﬂects a determmatlon

L .a,nd a record of appeanng for 1mm1grat10n court and superv131on appomtments ﬁlrther m:hgatmg L

- any risk of flight. See Pet.§ 44—45 Padd!av ICE 704 F. Supp 3d 1163, 1173 (W.D. Wash. 2023)

~violate[s] Pentloner[’s] rlght to be ﬁ'ee from 1mpemn551blc govcrnment custqdy - Va!enaza Zapata | B

“at Jeast a serlous questlon” as to whether their detcntlon violates, thejr substantive due plOGeSS $ e o

member if Petjtiorer: (a) is in the jurisdiction of the San> Franmsco ICE Field Ofﬁce, (b): entered v
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I .._ __ :.I i 0 o . :
[ N t\] P N o Al o R ; i) } :

"meludmg any’ § 1229 proceedings that have been dlSlIllSSﬂ
" administratively final; and (e) is not subjéct to detention: un&er 8 VS § 1226(¢): Ga?ro ' Pinichi; |

813 F. Supp 3dat 1010—11

"'concIuded that fio “sther bars

feg 102 4_2 5. 0n tfa ments the coutt conclude

‘rexplanatlon for its

' Respondents prowde
to consxder ‘raleated nc:ncitxzens serious reli
E -‘fRespondents fmfed to " adequately- conmder noncatlzens

1 mplementmg the new pohey Id. at 1026-36. Conciudlng that prelitinary

i court stayed
: ;Franclsco Area 0fResp0n51b111ty pendmg

T order now it 6ffect, RespOndents within ICE’s San Francisco Are

' :-l-.'to then' Iongstandmg prlor policy of not ré- arrestmg and re-detammg ‘class members imleéss 1hey F 2

A first Thalte an individualized determmat]on that fhere afe matétially: Chaﬂged citcumstanicesés 10 |

' -.:the class member s dangerousness or ﬂ1ght nsk

' '-"'Petm
1T dangcrousness or fh
! ICE's Sari Franmsoo A:rea of Resp
Pinchis 813 Fi Sllpp 3 at 1039-40. This-ren

" ;".unlawﬁﬂ “Agency action taken vnder a vmd rule has no legal effect’

‘ _.1502 1505 (9’:]5 Clr) as amendéd on dénial of reh’g, 819 F 2d 237 {6th Cit"1987): ‘Accordingly, |

* wyhiett & conrt with _']ui‘l'sd}ctlon finds that the plamnffs beforelt wéte harmed by alragencydeclsmn R

_ Case 1:26-cv-05186-EJD __ Document 3 .. Filed 07/06/26. " Page 22 of 31~
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Garrﬁ Pinchi held that Responderits* Re

precluded it from reaching the rerits o1 Plaintiffs” APA challenge Jd.

new pohcy at the time’ of its nnplelnentmbn, any p

d for the Re-Detenuon Policy was based on'legal érror; Respondents failed

relief was warranted,

Respondents mlplementatlon of the Re-Deténfion Policy Wﬁh}‘n ICE’s .8an

Yet to the extent Petltmner is a Garro Pmcki class ‘member, Respendents re—arrested

Snir and now eont:mue to détain thém déspité nio matenally “ehanged ciréurnstafices

ders Petmoner § ‘afrest and ongomg detentmn

o7

LA rnap deplctmg the geographic the _]unsdlcnon ofthe San Francisco ICE Field Officeis -
ov/doclib/about/offices/ero/pdfferoFieldOffices.pdf. _

Detention P3lidy is'4 findl dgéncy action and

' ‘theref{)re-ls rewewa"ble under the APA. Garro Pinchi, 8'_1-3 F: Supp: -3d‘£t’f_i-01_,9.——24;'-‘1?he 1cein;'t. |

yost hoc rataonalmatmn.

final Judgment Id, at 1037-40:} Under.the Garro Pinchi-

& of Reésponsibility mtist 1-eve1't :

available at https:/www.icg.go
= TmAn I AN DO ATMING (RTIFR W - 9

d-where the dismissal=i§ not |

d that: Respondents failed to provide a reasoned .

iance mterests when unpléhsentingthenewpdmy, and,'
- protected” liberty interests ‘when |

S as ‘to thelr HE

ght nsk Pet. 9 46-51. To the extent Respondents arrested Petxﬁener within |- -

0n51b1htyg the arrest vaIated the Garro Pmchz ordel Garro R

WO V. “Boweri, 807 F.2d S




o v a

-~

: ,.-.ilQ- I
13,
s 4 :
s
3 19 .Gonstltutes meparable mJury = Hernandez, 872 F. 3d at 994—«95 (cmng Melendres' v, Arpmo, 695 ki
El
-2._,]-.? "_most eourts hold that no further shovm}g of meparable mjury 1s necessaty ” War.s'oldter V.
=
25
.26 )

27
28

- v. Barr, 486 F. Supp. 3d 404 416 (D.D.C, 2020): (applymg W.C. v, Bowen)
- The Garro Pmchz order was entered on December 19 2025 at 3 43 p m. IfRespondents

arrested Petitioner before, then, Respondents” :ongoing detennon of Petltloner smee the order s

issuance is unlawful. If Respondents: a:crestedPetmoner aﬁerthe December 19 2,025 Garm P;nckz L AE

~order, Petltmner s arrest and subsequent re-dete:atlon are. unlawful Regardless, of the preclse

| _Case 1:26-cv-05186-EJD ___ Docurient 3. Filed 07/06/26 --Page 23 of 31-— -2 - -

. issued under an illegal rule, the court should vacate that—mongful' decisip_n as a remedy_.;” DAM A . .

_ sequence of events, Respondems violate.the binding Gar‘m Pmc&z order every day that Pet:tmner o i W

__continues to be.detained. Petitioner should be 1mmed1@te;y_ releagsed. - -

F LT 'i e T ‘ R :" feia)

- For the foregomg TeasoNs,. P_etmoner is Ilkely to succeed on. the merlts of thelr clanns

Altematwely, at a minimuni, Petitioner. presents at least “serlous questlon[s] gomg te the merlts

of their claims, elongsede a “balance of hmdshlps” tlppmg dec1ded1y mtheu' fav01 Aﬂ for rhe -

- Wild Rockies, 632 F. 3d at 1135. This Court should enter the requested TRO

. PETITIONER WILL CONTINUE. TO seeeen semoes AND IRREPARABLE
 INJURY ABSENT A TRO. e Il |

Process Clause mﬂlcts an mepm able 1 mjury upon themf

F. Bd 990 1002 (9th Clr 2012)) “When an allegecl deprwa‘aon of a constatutlonal rlght is mvolved

Wooa'ford 418 F Sd 989 1001-02 (9th C;ll‘ 2005) (eltatlon modlﬁed)

Mcu eover, the unlawful depnvatlon of physmal hberty a qumtessenhal 1rreparable harm

.See Hernandez, at, 994 (ho]dmg that plamhffs were meperably har,med “by wrtue of the fact that

| they [We]le 11ke1y tobe unconstltutlonally detamed for an. mdetermmate penod of nme”), See also, s "

e.g., Rosales—MzreZes . Umred Staes,. 585 U.S. 129, 139 (2018) (recegmzmg that “[a]ny amount

of actual Jaﬂ time is s:gmﬁcant and has exceptlonally severe consequences for 1he 1ncarcerated

individual” (citation modiﬁe__d)).

TR AR TROTED 10 TV DARTRE MOTINN FﬂR-TRMPORARI.Y RESTRAINNG ORDER X -' 0 |

Every day Pet1t10ner 1s unlawfully detamed in vw]aI:lon of the Flﬂh Amendment’s Due i

| “I‘t 1s well estabhshed that the depnvatlon of conshtuhcnal mghts unquesﬂonably
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. harms.

': 'Petltloner § contiiued detcntlon may also mﬂlct

b 'Well—bemg See Pet, ‘1] 67-68.

TRO so’onor
I to ﬁl'e'ei=1'ia"15éas"peﬁﬁon o
—detention w1th fimitted 01 116 ‘ACCESS to
I ongomg mechcal problems that aré niot Bemg adequately
o pre.paratlon and ﬁlmg of their pro se habeas poutlon and monon Ffor TRG:

,also have languago Barriers or other accosS1Bﬂ1ty issues that caused yet more. dela;

éf[Pet:ttIoner fa Support of TRO' 1]8 Accotdingly; any pe.rcmvod delay, was riotidue t0-a. lack. of 2

‘_drhgenco, 1t was duc, mstead to Petltlonor s lack of acccss to: habeas counsel and ‘rhe daunﬁng- e s
‘ohaﬂenges of ﬁ]mg for pra se rehef P '

Peﬁﬁoner 1s un]awfully dotamod only compounds

mrcumstances, Pet:lt:loner s unconsnmtlonah unlawﬁﬂ and

: m * e BALANCE OF THE

- modified).

Case 1:26-cv-05186-EJD = Document 3 _ Filed.07/06/26 .. Page 24 of 31-

* “Tn'addition to {heir 10ss of liberty, Petitioner is also suffering additional ongeing irreparable

Pet 1}1[ 53 66—68 To the exteht Petitioner has ekpenenced d;fﬁctﬂty pr

religion; “the [oss +fFiist Amendment freédorns, fof even mlmmal periods oftime,

I‘mally, ‘Petitioner could nof reasonably have filed" tholr haboas potmon
Vthon Respondents Jetaified: Petitioner, Pehtloner had no access to-counsel wil

i their behalf Petitioner worked dahgently to file a habeas petition from

Petmoner 8 1rreparable harm Under these,

. const:[tutes ureparable harm Justlfymg this omergency rehef _
EQUITIES AND THE PUBLIC INTEREST WEIGH '

STRGNGLY IN PETI'HONER,’S FAVOR
W‘hen the govemment is the party’ opposmg tho roquest for

of the: equmes and the pubhc interest mer ge Env
2020) Here, the balance of eqmtles overwholmmgiy favors Pctmonor,

idopara'blé iﬂjﬁry in the formi of ongoing legal v1olatxons and addmonal suffermg ifthe
granted See Seetion 11, supra,

human 'suffering, . _-the balance of hardships tips det:ldediy in plamuffs favor®) (mtatlon

ricticing their |
unqueshonably

sonbiitifes imrephrable injury.” Elrod v. Burns, 427 U.S. 3_5}’?,—*373?(1976)-,.see._P_et_. 4944, 66-68. |

itfeparable harm.ofi their fimily; commmuhity,and: - -
and '-'Ir_totidil: for |

ling |-

1heé Tnternét or other legal resources: Petitioner may have. |;c.- Lire
addlessed i détention diid have:delayed .| g

Pef. 9 53; Pefitionetmay’ | ok
ays. See. Decl. of-

artlcularly whllo detamed Meanwhﬂe every day that o B

unnocessary contmued detennon :

cmolge.noy rohof the balanoej-

’tProt Info C’z‘r V. C‘arlson 968F3d 985,991 | -

‘who faces' |.- -~
TROisnot |

Hernandez, 872 F.3d at 996 (when “[fjaced Wlth provontab]e:

e s p— s T FEAFEK | Y o 2] T 11
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. quulrement m cases ratsmg constltuhonal claims, because “to requlre a bond would have Ble g e

)

24
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'I‘he publi¢ interest likewise weighs strongly in Peﬁttoner s favor. Respondents ongoing -

detention - of Petitioner clearly violates federal law and the Constmmon Therefore, granting |

- emergency relief" w:dl promote. the public mterest by upholdmg the rule of law. “[N]either equity -

. mer. the public’s. mterest are furthered by allowing v;o]at;ons of federal law to con’onue ” Galvez v:

s Jaddau 52 E4th 821 832 (9th Cir. 2022); see also Index Newqupem LLCv U S Marshsls .S‘qrv b 3 s g

971 F.Sd 817,:838 (9th Cn' 2020) (“It is always in'the. pubhc Jnterest to prevent the- molatlon ofa |

p art;l_sccnsumttonal rights.”). ¢ B B
SECURITY

| No seeunty is. necessary here Courts “may dlspense W1th the ﬁllng of a bond when

‘jmembels of the pubhe o .Bac:a V. Moreno Valley Ungf‘ ed Sch D:st 936 F Supp 719 738 (C D |5
""Ca] 1996) Ttnally, Plamtlff’s hkehhood of success on the merlts supports the court s wawmg of I ¥

'_ bond in t]:us ease Sse, eg; People of State of Cal ex re! Van De Kamp V. T ahoe Reg I Plan Lt

Agency, 766 F2d 1319 1326 ©Oth C1r) amended 775 2 Zd 998 (9th Cir. 1985)
| CONCLUS‘ION A ;

For the foregomg reasons and to rest01e the srams quo ante pendmg these proceedmgs

.;unless Respondents prowde Petitioner at least 14 days nottce that they wﬂl seek a pre-depnvanon | s
. bond hearmg before a neutral arb1ter where Respondents must prove by clear and convmcmg'_:

_, ewdence, that Petlhoner isa ﬂlght risk or danger to the commumty such that Penuoner 5 phys1cal_ :

custody is reqmred (3) Respondents must renun to Petmoner all property conﬁscated from

Petitioner during Petitioner’s arrest, processing, and/or detention, including but not limited to any

1AM A 10N DETITINNED ' BY PARTR ~I'\.*I‘l'ﬂ"f'T["Tl'i] FOR TRMPORARY RESTRAINING ORDER 12

here., “there isno reahstlc leehhood of harm to the defendant ﬂ'om en_| ommg hls or her conduct M .

Jorgénsen » Cassxday, 320 E.3d 906 919 (8th Cir. 2003) It is also proper to waave the bond_ 3

o 13-__' g negatlve 1mpact on plamt]ﬁ‘s constltuttonal rjghts as. well as the consututlonal rlghts of other_ b e
: :'Ifm-.‘_'.
s

. 20 : 'Petxuoner resp!:rc‘ntfl,lll}I requests the Court grant a TRO ordenng s follows: (ﬁReﬂpondems mﬂst

| B 21 .. r:1Mned1ately I‘eleafse: Fet:ltloner ﬁ'oru custody on the same CODthlODS that governed thelr hberty

e 23.

" prlor to Pe‘atwner £ current detentlon, (2) Respondents are enj omed from re-detammg Petltloner___ -

‘ absent ﬁn‘ther order of ths Court or, in rke aIternatwe, are enjonqed from re-detammg Petltloner I
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legal dodim

i opportumty t0.be heaId, (5) To preserve thlS ‘Court’s _}unsdlcﬁ on,’

utmnsferrmg
' bfbcée’diﬁgs: tiave concluded: and (6) No secuuiy ‘shall be rgquﬂed.

. Ln‘

'jjefs'oxiél' ident:ifica'ﬁoﬂ, _employment authorization document, medical: insurahee- card, money,

eiits; and’ ‘other personal effects, &) Respnnden‘ts are en_}omed frony: unposmg upon
Pefitioner additional of riiore restricti

Petitmner out of this Distiict or retoving PBHHGHBI‘ ﬁom “the’ country funtil

¥ ot

Respeotfully submmed

@Q,l 9_6_[ QLOLD _X/)\_.(x\ﬂ\ Es\’»raclﬂt_ Q&mr@

ate [Fecha] - Printed Name [Nombre Impreso]
" Signature [Firma I )

. Prose Petitioner-

s

nl

a |l

ve eonditions of releageor supemsmn, absentnoticeandan | -
Respondents ‘dre énjoined from | ©
theS&- =y
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- Name/Nombre: __Raul Estrada Ramirez

Case 1:26-cv-05186-EJD Document 3

Filed 07/06/26 Page 27 of 31

A Number/Numero de A: _» <

Address/Direccion:

611 Frontage Road

McFarland, CA 93250

PRO SE

UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
FOR THE EASTERN DISTRICT OF CALIFORNIA

B. IE ’ I B " N

:.. -+ - [Full name/Nombre completo]
Petitioner,

V.

L TONYAANDREWS, 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

Immigration and Customs Enforcement;
ICE/ERQ, Fresno Field Office of Bureau of
Immigration and Customs Enforcement.

- Respondents,

Case No.

[leave blank for clerk to fill in/
Deja en blanco]

[PROPOSED] Temporary Restraining Order,

. Order to Show ..
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[PROPOSED] ORDER

Upon review of Petitioner’s x Parte Motion for Temporary Restraining Order, and any

response filed by Respondents, the application is GRANTED. Pursuant to Rule 65 of the Federal

Rules of Civil Procedure and Civil Local Rule 231, the Court orders as follows:
TEMPORARY RESTRAINING ORDER

““Petitioner has carried their burden of showing: (1) Petl,tloner s detention likely violates the

Fifth Amendment’s prooedural due process guarantee; (2) Petitioner’s detention likely v1olates the

Fifih Amendment’s substantive due process guarantee; (3) to the extent Petitioner is a Garro
Pinchi class' member; their detention likely violates the o'indjng preliminary relief order. in that
matenal change in cneumstances, (4) Petitioner '_

(5) the ‘balance of

case, whlch prohﬂ:uts their re-detention WJthout a
is irreparably harmed by their unlawful detention in Respondents custody;

equities weigh- in Petitioner’s favor; and (6) the public iriterest favors granting the application.

Accordingly, a temporary restraining order pursuant to Federal Rule of Civil Procedure 65 and the
inherent equitable powers of this Court is warranted. |

“Itis ORDERED that, to restore the starus quo ante pendmg these proceedings, Respondents

are ENJOINED as follows:
- Respondents must 1mmed1ately release Pet‘itloner from custody on the.same condlt:lons '

that governed thelr llberty prior to Petitioner’s current detentmn

2 Respondents
| ) Ceurt"' - in- Ihe alternative, are enjomed from re—deta.]mng Pet1tlone1 unless

Respondents prov1de Pentloner at least 14 days notice that they. will seek a pre-

depnvanon bend hearing before a neutral al‘bltet where Respondents must prove by

¢lear -and convincing evxdence, that Petmoner is a flight risk or danger to the

community such that Petitioner’s physxcal custody is required;

3. Respondents must refurn o Petitioner all property confiscated from Petitioner during
Petitionei’s arrest, processing, and/or detention, including but not limited to any

personal identification, employment authorization document, medical insurance card,

money, legal documents, and other personal effects;

[PROPOSED] TEMPORARY RESTRAINING ORDER AND ORDER TO SHOW CAUSE

MAQHE NN

are enjomed from re-detaining Petitionet absent further order of tl'.us s
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4. Respondents are enjoined from imposing upon Petitioner additional or more restrictive

conditions of release or supervision, absent notice and an opportunity to be heard;

5. To preserve this Court’s jurisdiction, Respondents are enjoined from transferring |

Petitioner out of this District or removing Petitioner from the country until these
proceedings have concluded;

6. No security shall be required.

ORDER TO SHOW C‘AUSE

Iustractzons 0 Petitioner: Do not not fill in any of the blanks below. They are for rhe Judge to fi H in.
- Instrucciones al/a la Peticionario/a: No complete ninguno de los espacios en blanco a-
continuacidn. Son para que los complete el juez.

Respondents are ordered to show cause before ﬂ‘lIS Court why a prehmmary m_]unctlon
should not issue rcqulrmg Rcspondents to abIde by the mjunctmns ordered herem If the Court

detemlmes a heanng on the order to show cause is warrautcd a hearmg wﬂl be held on

The Clerk of this Court is ordered to serve the Temporary Restrammg Order a.nd Order to

Show Cause and all supporhng pleadings and papers on Respondents by
| Rcspondﬁnts are hereby notified of thelr nght to apply to the Court for modlﬁcation or

dlssohmon of the Temporary Restrammg Order on two (2) days nonce or such sh01 ter not1ce as

the Court may allow. Fed R. Civ. P. 65(b)

IT IS SO ORDERED.
Date & Time: '
United States District Judge -
[PROPOSED] TEMPORARY RESTRAINING ORDER AND ORDER TO SHOW CAUSE - 2

CASENO,

at S5y Respondents shal] ﬁle responswe papers on




NOTE:

(A)

. (B)
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TEMPORARY RESTRAINING ORDER

(TRO)
CHECKLIST

. When filing a Motion for a TRO with the court, you must choose Motion for TRO. You must
compléte this document and attach it to your motion as an attachment in CM/ECF. If you have
questions, please call the CM/ECF Help Desk at 1-866-884-5525 (Sacramento) of

1-866-884-5444 (Fresno).

Checkone.  Filing party is represented by counsel -

Filing party is acting in pro se ;

Has there'beer actual nofice, or a sufficient showing of efforts to provide ntice to the affected party?

Ses Local Rule 231 and FRCP 65(b).
Yes. See Declaration of Peiiiioher In Support of TRO, paragraphs 4-5.

Did applicant discuss alternatives to a TRO hearing?
See Declaration of Petitioner In Support of TRO, paragraph 4.

Did applicant ask-oppéneht to stipulate fo a TRO?

See Declaration of Petitioner In Suppott of TRO, paragraph 4.

" Opposing Party: United States aggnc!es'lcfj.'j DHS, and DOJ;--Warden_of detentiqn facility

- (©)

Telephone No.: (916) 554-2700 (U.S. Attorney's Office for ED. Gal)

Has there been undue delay in bringing a TRO?
‘No. See Declaration of Petitioner In Support of TRO, paragraph 6.

Could this have been brought sarlier?

Yes: O No:

i .._'..‘.',"..Z SRR
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(D)

(E)

What is the irreparable injury?
See Petition for Writ of Habeas Corpus, paragraphs 53, 66-68.

Why the need fbr an expedited hearing?

Petitioner, pro se, does not request a hearing.

Documents to bé filed and (unless impossible) served on affected parties/counsel:

.

B & E .

K &

(1)

@

(3)
(4)
(5)
(6)
)

Complaint

Motion for TRO

- Brief on all legal issued presented by the motion .-

Affidavit detailing notice, or efforts to effect notice, or showing why it should not be given
Affidavit in su_ppdn of existt_ence of irreparable harm -

Proposed order with provision for bond

Proposed ordef with blanks for fixir:ng:

| T_ime. a'nd date of heéfih_g for motion for pre'limi.nary injunction |

kA Date fbr filing responsive papers

B Amount of bond, if any

| Date and hour of issuance

For TROs requested ex parte, proposed order shall, notify_affected parties they can
_. apply to.the court for modification/dissolution on 2 days notice or such-shorter notice as
the court may allow. See Local Rule 231 and FRCP 65(b)




