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UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE
EXECUTIVE OFFICE FOR IMMIGRATION REVIEW
OFFICE OF THE CHIEF ADMINISTRATIVE HEARING OFFICER

June 24, 2026

RAVI SHARMA, )
Complainant, )
)
) 8 U.S.C. § 1324b Proceeding
\% ) OCAHO Case No. 2026B00017
)
)
CISCO SYSTEMS, INC., )
Respondent. )
)

Appearances: Ravi Sharma, pro se Complainant
K. Edward Raleigh, Esq., Anna Perina, Esq., and Samatha Caesar, Esq.,
for Complainant

ORDER SUMMARIZING SECOND PREHEARING CONFERENCE

On May 19, 2026, the Court conducted an initial prehearing conference. During the conference,
the Court informed the parties that Initial Disclosures would be required. The Court then set forth
a detailed explanation with instructions regarding initial disclosures.

On June 22, 2026, Complainant filed a submission providing notice related to Initial Disclosures,
discovery generally, and his desire to amend his Complaint.

As to the prospect of an Amended Complaint, Respondent indicated it would oppose an
amendment. The Court informed Complainant he would need to file a Motion to Amend the
Complaint. That Motion should make clear what the specific amendment would be, and why
Complainant believes he should be permitted to amend his Complaint. Complainant was not
provided a deadline to file this Motion, but the Court explained that motions to amend should be
filed expeditiously because the passage of additional time would adversely impact the likelihood
of his success. Complainant was encouraged to review OCAHO precedential decisions.

Complainant expressed a desire to meet and confer via email exclusively. The Court counseled
Complainant that parties can select the method through which they communicate, and there are
benefits and drawbacks to the various approaches. The Court reminded Complainant that, if he
desires to later file a motion to compel, OCAHO regulations require proof he met and conferred
over the discovery dispute.
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As to the Initial Disclosures described in Complainant’s filing, the Court explained that the
information he received from Respondent sounded consistent with the Court’s instructions in the
prior Order Summarizing the Initial Prehearing Conference, and Complainant could formulate
discovery requests to address his desire for more or additional information. The Court referenced
discovery-related decisions, United States v. Facebook, Inc., 14 OCAHO no. 1386d (2021), United
States v. Terrapower, LLC, 19 OCAHO no. 1548f (2025), and United States v. Terrapower, LLC,
19 OCAHO no. 1548h (2026).

Mindful of the narrow nature of the allegation (non-selection for a “Hardware Engineer — FPGA”
job to which he applied on August 27, 2024 based on citizenship status), and the provision of
information through Initial Disclosures, the Court limited discovery in the following manner, to
wit:

Parties may serve no more than:

10 (inclusive of subparts) interrogatories,

10 (inclusive of subparts) requests for production,

10 (inclusive of subparts) requests for admissions, and
4. 1 deposition.

w =

Motions to compel may not be filed before September 17, 2026, but must be filed by September
29, 2026, unless the Court receives other discovery related motions (as explained below).

If either side desires additional discovery (and can demonstrate good cause as to the necessity of
that additional discovery), they may request that discovery through a written motion. Any such
motion shall be filed by September 29, 2026. If the Court receives any discovery-related motions,
the parties can anticipate a revised deadline for motions to compel (and if such a revised deadline
is given any prior filed motion to compel (or response) may be supplemented in advance of the
revised deadline).

The Court will hold a prehearing conference on September 17, 2026 at 10:30am PT. Dial-in
instructions will be provided via separate correspondence.

SO ORDERED.

Honorable Andrea R. Carroll-Tipton
Administrative Law Judge
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