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ERIC GRANT

United States Attorney

SEAN DAVIS

Special Assistant United States Attorney
501 I Street, Suite 10100

Sacramento, CA 95814

Telephone: (916) 554-2700

Attorneys for Respondents

IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
EASTERN DISTRICT OF CALIFORNIA

LIDIA HERNANDEZ ANCELMO, CASE NO. 1:26-CV-05579-DJC-CSK
Petitioner, RESPONDENTS’ SUR-REPLY
V.
POLLY KAISER, ET AL.,

Respondents.

Respondents did not and do not assert that Petitioner’s removal order was administratively final.
The BIA Rejection Notice was supplied merely for context. The only arguments Respondents made
were (1) insufficiency of Petitioner’s claim, (2) abuse of the writ doctrine, and, alternatively, (3)
mootness. See ECF No. 7.

A removal order becomes administratively final when the time allotted for an appeal expires and
no appeal has been made. 8 C.F.R. § 1241.1(c). The fifteen-day cure period would seem to constitute

part of the time allotted for an appeal.

Dated: July 30, 2026 ERIC GRANT
United States Attorney

By: /s/Sean Davis
SEAN DAVIS
Special Assistant United States Attorney
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