0476

Document ID: 0.7.7446.30168



0477

Document ID: 0.7.7446.30168



0478

Document ID: 0.7.7446.30168



0479

Document ID: 0.7.7446.30168



0480

Document ID: 0.7.7446.30168



0481

Document ID: 0.7.7446.30168



0482

Document ID: 0.7.7446.30168



0483

Document ID: 0.7.7446.30168



0484

Document ID: 0.7.7446.30168



0485

Document ID: 0.7.7446.30168



CLUET-RFO-1028

LOP SITES

Attschment (1]

[Pricing Tanis 1 - Logal Ormpraom Frogeam

e Gescripbon.

Attaehment Mo, 1, Pricing Table

Document ID: 0.7.7446.30168

Gt lefice
FETUTT ihvuugh 873118
Iz

Grenn Tatal

0486



DUJIAT-RFQ-1028 LOF SITES Atachmen (1]

Fricivig Tabie 1 - Legal Orienfeten Frogran

T e ———

Ll Pazo Sarvies Processng

(b)(4) per JMD

i zatooth Decondlon Center, Eiizabeth, M.

(b)(4) per JMD

Fredesrick County Aaluit Desention

WD

Attachment No, 1. Pricing Table Page 2

0487

Document ID: 0.7.7446.30168



DNA-1T-RFQ-1029 LOP SITES Arachment (1]

Fricing Tabls - Lagal Crimntation Program

e, Farpilie,

)(4) per JMD

Atuchment No. 1, Pricing Table Page 3

0488

Document ID: 0.7.7446.30168



DRIAT RFQ-1029

LOP SITES

Adtachment (1)

[Pricieig Tabro 1 - Lege Orientanon Frogram

(b)(4) per JMD

i Coury Detention Canser, Keroehs, W

Ata chrment Mo, 1, Pricing Tabde

Document ID: 0.7.7446.30168

0489



DJAAT-RFO-1028 LOP SITES Artachment{l)

Friciig Tabm 1 - Logal Diinnaon Frogram

Bast Fadad [ sen 1 Y T o 1 T 5 Ceand Totai
arae Estrushi Cosf
Al Pariacts

cow | [

Ovaru Comeiry Froceasss Conewr, Alumogordo, N — | = . . - - T -
(b)(4) per JMD EElpe INB

[Fina Frajen Deteunen Conter, Fine Praima, LA

(b)(4) per JMD

Jietansian Can

~ (b)(4) per JMD

Part isabel Service Processing Center, Port fsabel, TX

(b)(4) per JMD

Froting Piins Fogiona’ Jai, Haskedl, TX

(b)(4) per JMD

Atuehmant Ne, 1, Pricing Tadie Page 5

0490

Document ID: 0.7.7446.30168



DULI7-RFO-1029 LOP SITES Attachment [1)

Tirvzing Tabie | - Lege) Orisnmazien Pregram

e Dassripritcn

)(4) per JMD

S it D

(@) per JMD

(D)(4) per JMD

Total Extimated Coad by Perod

Notes

Attachmant No. 1, Pricing Table Page ®

0491

Document ID: 0.7.7446.30168


https://D.IJl..f7

DUEAT.RFQ1029 LOPC SITES Attachment (1)

|Pricing Table 2 - Lagal Onenfadion rrogram fir Custedana
| som Per | 5 B Opben Period d___
| GRGT/13 Mepugh 1 OL0LIE Pwough ITILT
LN [ el Exteaip | ot ovce | Totar Eroy | Umtrrce Totr Esrgty | Uit Frie Totsl
A e, G4 '
D)(4) pe L
D)(4) pe B
oatan MA
b)(4) pe )
b)(4) pe )
[Datas, TX
D pe )
e frvgury. TR
Di(4) pe B
Hausgan, TX
b)(4) pe B,
Abtae bmwnt Mo, 1, Pricing Table Page 7

0492

Document ID: 0.7.7446.30168



DT RFO-1029

LOPE SITES Atac hmant (1]

Prizing Table 1 - Logsl Orelalion Progiem fo7 Clamsian

e Descapran [ it

-A

~(b)(4) per JMD

(b)(4) per JMD

W Wark, KT

(b)(4) per JIMD

Aewark, K.

(b)(4) per JMD -

Attachmant No. 1, Pricing Table

Document ID: 0.7.7446.30168

0493



DA T-RFC1028

LOPC SITES

Pricimg Table - Logal Orierstalon Prograns for Custodisns

Gpdon Parkst

Pan Pericd 3

oeeInE

vewgh 019031

Total Estinaiwd Coal by Paried

Attachment N, 1, Pricing Table

Document ID: 0.7.7446.30168

Al Porirds

Attachment (1]

0494

Page §



DUNATRFG1028 CHILDREN REPRESENTATION SITE Attachment [1)

Pricing Table § - Chifldrers Repeusentation Sie

Total

" (b)(4) per JM

AMichment No. 1, Prcing Table Page 10

0495

Document ID: 0.7.7446.30168


https://DJJI.IJ-#0,10.lt

DA-T-AFO-1028 ADULT REPRESENTATION SITES Attachment (1]

Frteing Tals 4 - Adult Reprasantanan sitss

(b)(4) per JMD

 Arkinerren bmelgeatiorn Ceun

(b)(4) per JMD

o Coart

~ (b)(4) per JMD

" (b)(4) per JMD

(b)(4) per JMD

Attschmant Na. 1, Pricing Tablo Page 11

0496

Document ID: 0.7.7446.30168



DA T-RFQA028 ADUALT REPRESENTATION SITES Astachment (1)

Pricing Tabla 4 . At Hepwsantation Sites

cun | Wem Dus irpoen

ET Faz ingra tun Court

Atachment No. 1, Pricing Table Page 12

0497

Document ID: 0.7.7446.30168



DJAATRFQ-1029 ADULT REPRESENTATION SITES Agtac hmend (1]

Pricing Table 4 - Al Represimbetion e

___Buse Purtod I Do Peried | T gt e T Onson Parind
W17 g W30 14 mrough 07178 1 T3
uuuuu Esron | un T Toasl |

i

Ok .h.. 4

San Francises Immigration Court

(b)(4) per MDD

Stewart immigration Coort

(b)(4) per JMD

Attachrment No. 1, Pricing Tabée Pagail

0498

Document ID: 0.7.7446.30168



DATRFQ-1028 ADULT REPRESENTATION SITES Amachment (1)

[Priciig Talde 4 « Al Rereasnafation Sites

|' o ————— BLLIE traagh 073114

LW | o Cima i Fat oty | Ut Price Tt/

(b)(4) per JMD

Tacoenn nmigratien Cowt

(b)(4) per JMD

Attachment No. 1, Pricing Table Page 14

0499

Document ID: 0.7.7446.30168



D7 RFQ-1 028

IMMIGRATION COURT HELPDESK SITES

Pricing Tk & - o igretioh Coun Hepduek Sies

Eom| o

Los Angees

D)(4) pe )

Nwr York mmigration Couwrt

D)(4) per JMD

$an Antans immigration Court
D)(4) pe B

| Sian Dega mmigratian Cowrt

iher Direct Costx

D)(4) per JIVID)

Fostal Exsimatod Cost by Parfod

Attchment No. 1, Prizing Table

Document ID: 0.7.7446.30168

__ Opdion Peviod 1

BEO1IT firougs ST 086173 hrough 872118
[ Lt Prie Talx it gy | bnitArive Total

[ Estay

| o Prive

Tl

Grand Taiai

Exkimetd Goai

All Prroas

Abtachment (1}

Page 15

0500



0501

Document ID: 0.7.7446.30168



0502

Document ID: 0.7.7446.30168



0503

Document ID: 0.7.7446.30168



0504

Document ID: 0.7.7446.30168



0505

Document ID: 0.7.7446.30168



McHenry, James (EOIR)

From: McHenry, James (EOIR)

Sent: Monday, July 16, 2018 9:03 AM

To: O'Malley, Devin (OPA); Hamilton, Gene (OAG); Wetmore, David H. (ODAG)
Subject: FW: Welcoming New Immigration Judges

Attachments: ResumesJulyNewlJs.pdf; New IJ Training Agenda July-August.pdf

FYSA re: our new lJ class, beginning training today.
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NEW IMMIGRATION JUDGE TRAINING

B Executive Office for Immigration Review, Office of Policy
Legal Education and Research Services Division (LERS)

TRAINING AGENDA
July 16 — August 10, 2018

Unless otherwise indicated, all sessions will take place in the Kevin D. Rooney Training Center
on the 18th floor of Skyline Tower, 5107 Leesburg Pike, Falls Church, Virginia.

Monday, July 16

Welcome to EOIR and the
8:30 a.m. 8:45a.m. New Immigration Judge LERS Staff
Training Program

James McHenry

8:45a.m. 9:00a.m. Director’s Opening Remarks Director. EOIR

Mary Beth Keller

Welcome by OClJ Senior Leadership Chief Immigration Judge

&
O S0 Overview of EOIR and the Christopher Santoro
U.S. Immigration System Principal Deputy Chief
Immigration Judge
BREAK
Introduction to Immigration Christopher Santoro
10:00 a.m. 10:50 a.m. Proceedings, the INA, and its Principal Deputy Chief
Implementing Regulations Immigration Judge
BREAK

Introduction to the Role
of the Immigration Judge and
the Concepts of Removability,
Alienage, and Relief from Removal

Jack H. Weil
Assistant Chief
Immigration Judge

11:00a.m. 12:00 p.m.

LUNCH

Commencement of Removal
Proceedings and the
Jurisdiction & Authorities
of an Immigration Judge

Jack H. Weil
Assistant Chief
Immigration Judge

1:30 p.m. 2:20 p.m.

BREAK
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2:30 p.m. -3:20 p.m.

3:30 p.m. 4:20 p.m.

4:30 p.m. 5:00 p.m.

Document ID: 0.7.7446.32078-000001

The Role of the Immigration Judge
in Identifying & Resolving
Disputes Before the Court

BREAK
The Role of the Immigration Judge
in Assessing the Admissibility &
Reliability of Evidence

BREAK

Question & Answer Period

Jack H. Weil
Assistant Chief
Immigration Judge

Jack H. Weil
Assistant Chief
Immigration Judge

Jack H. Weil
Assistant Chief
Immigration Judge
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Tuesday, July 17

8:00 a.m. 95:20a.m.

9:30a.m. 10:20a.m.

10:30 a.m. 11:30 a.m.
1:00 p.m. 1:50 p.m.
2:00 p.m. 2:50 p.m.

3:00 p.m. - 3:50 p.m.

4:00 p.m. 5:00 p.m.

Document ID: 0.7.7446.32078-000001

Exam #1

BREAK

Understanding Admission to the U.S.,
Immigration Status, and Removability

BREAK
Cancellation of Removal:
Introduction & Non-Lawful Permanent
Resident Cancellation of Removal

LUNCH

Lawful Permanent Resident
Cancellation of Removal

BREAK
Adjustment of Status and
Waivers of Inadmissibility —
PART 1
BREAK
Adjustment of Status and
Waivers of Inadmissibility —
PART 2

BREAK

Alienage and Claims of
United States Citizenship

Administered by
LERS Staff

Maureen O'Sullivan
Immigration Judge

Maureen O'Sullivan
Immigration Judge

Maureen Q’Sullivan
Immigration Judge

Maureen Q’Sullivan
Immigration Judge

Maureen O’Sullivan
Immigration Judge

Maureen O’Sullivan
Immigration Judge
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Wednesday, July 18

8:00 a.m. 9:20a.m.

9:30a.m. 10:40a.m.

10:50 a.m. - 12:00 p.m.

1:30 p.m. - 2:50 p.m.

Document ID: 0.7.7446.32078-000001

Exam #2

BREAK

Asylum, Withholding of
Removal, and The Convention
Against Torture — PART 1

BREAK

Asylum, Withholding of
Removal, and The Convention
Against Torture — PART 2

LUNCH

Asylum, Withholding of
Removal, and The Convention
Against Torture —PART 3
&

Practical Tips

BREAK

Administered by
LERS Staff

Chuck Adkins-Blanch
Vice Chairman, Board of
Immigration Appeals

Karen Hope
Attorney Advisor, BIA

Thomas Snow
Temporary Board Member

Chuck Adkins-Blanch
Vice Chairman, Board of
Immigration Appeals

Karen Hope
Attorney Advisor, BIA

Thomas Snow
Temporary Board Member

Chuck Adkins-Blanch
Vice Chairman, Board of
Immigration Appeals

Karen Hope
Attorney Advisor, BIA

Thomas Snow
Temporary Board Member
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3:00 p.m. 3:50 p.m. Credibility & Corroboration

BREAK

CASE EXERCISE:
Credibility & Corroboration —
4:00 p.m. 5:00p.m. Common Issues Arising in Applications
for Cancellation, Adjustment, Asylum,
Withholding of Removal, and CAT

Document ID: 0.7.7446.32078-000001

Edward Kelly
Board Member

Christopher Santoro

Principal Deputy Chief
Immigration Judge

Edward Kelly
Board Member

Christopher Santoro
Principal Deputy Chief
Immigration Judge
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Thursday, July 19

&8:00 a.m.

9:30 a.m.

10:40 a.m.

1:00 p.m.

2:00 p.m.

3:00 p.m.

4:00 p.m.

9:20 a.m. Exam #3
BREAK
Criminal Immigration Issues —
10:30 a.m. Crimes, Convictions, Sentences,
and Vacaturs
BREAK
Criminal Immigration Issues —
11:30 a.m. The Categorical Approach
and Divisibility
LUNCH
CASE EXERCISE:
1:50 p.m. Analyzing Crimes, Convictions,
Sentences, and Vacaturs
BREAK
CASE EXERCISE:
Applying the Categorical Approach
2:50 p.m. S Pl
and Divisibility to Criminal Statutes
and Records of Conviction
BREAK
Discretionary Determinations —
3:50 p.m.
P Weighing Relevant Factors
BREAK
5:00 p.m. Voluntary Departure
6
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Administered by
LERS Staff

John Crossett
Temporary Board Member

Tammy Fitting
Immigration Judge

John Crossett
Temporary Board Member

Tammy Fitting
Immigration Judge

Tammy Fitting
Immigration Judge

Tammy Fitting
Immigration Judge

Michael Baird
Immigration Judge

Michael Baird
Immigration Judge
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Friday, July 20

8:00a.m. 9:20a.m.

9:30a.m. 10:20a.m.

10:30 a.m. 11:30 a.m.

1:00 p.m. 1:50 p.m.

2:00 p.m. 2:50 p.m.

3:00 p.m. 3:50 p.m.

4:00 p.m. 5:00 p.m.

Document ID: 0.7.7446.32078-000001

Exam #4

BREAK

Effectively Adjudicating
Pre-Decision Motions

BREAK

Effectively Adjudicating
Post-Decision Motions

LUNCH

Shifting Burdens
in Immigration Proceedings

BREAK

Determining
Mental Competence

BREAK

Implementing Court-Mandated
Safeguards and Protections
for Incompetent Respondents

BREAK

Domestic Violence and
Human Trafficking
(vTC)

Administered by
LERS Staff

Lisa de Cardona
Immigration Judge

Michael Baird
Immigration Judge

Lisa de Cardona
Immigration Judge

Michael Baird
Immigration Judge

Jack H. Weil
Assistant Chief
Immigration Judge

Jack H. Weil
Assistant Chief
Immigration Judge

Jack H. Weil
Assistant Chief
Immigration Judge

Daniel Weiss
Assistant Chief
Immigration Judge
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Monday, July 23

8:00 a.m.

8:30 a.m.

9:30 a.m.

10:30 a.m.

1:00 p.m.

2:00 p.m.

3:00 p.m.

4:00 p.m.

Document ID: 0.7.7446.32078-000001

8:30 a.m.

9:20 a.m.

10:20 a.m.

11:30 a.m.

1:50 p.m.

2:50 p.m.

3:50 p.m.

5:00 p.m.

National Association for
Immigration Judges (NAIJ)
Welcome and Orientation

(optional)

Case Management

BREAK

Conducting a Master
Calendar & Docketing
Cases for Hearing

BREAK

CASE EXERCISE:
Conducting a Master
Calendar & Docketing
Cases for Hearing — PART 1

LUNCH

CASE EXERCISE:
Conducting a Master
Calendar & Docketing
Cases for Hearing — PART 2

BREAK

CASE EXERCISE:
Conducting a Master
Calendar & Docketing
Cases for Hearing — PART 3

BREAK

Language Obligations and
Working with Interpreters

BREAK

PRACTICAL EXERCISE:
Language Obligations and
Working with Interpreters

NAI
Representative

Keith Hunsucker
Temporary Board Member

Keith Hunsucker
Temporary Board Member

Keith Hunsucker
Temporary Board Member

Keith Hunsucker
Temporary Board Member

Keith Hunsucker
Temporary Board Member

Karen Manna
Chief
Language Services Unit

Karen Manna
Chief
Language Services Unit
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Tuesday, July 24

8:30a.m. 9:20a.m.

9:30a.m. 10:20a.m.

10:30 a.m. 11:30 a.m.

1:00 p.m. 1:50 p.m.

2:00 p.m. 2:50 p.m.

3:00 p.m. 3:50 p.m.

4:00 p.m. 5:00 p.m.

Document ID: 0.7.7446.32078-000001

Receipt of Evidence — Building an

Evidentiary Record
BREAK

CASE EXERCISE:

Receipt of Evidence — Building an
Evidentiary Record — PART 1

BREAK

CASE EXERCISE:

Receipt of Evidence — Building an
Evidentiary Record — PART 2

LUNCH

Conducting an
Individual Hearing

BREAK

CASE EXERCISE:
Conducting an
Individual Hearing —
PART 1

BREAK

Engaging with Attorneys
and Respondents

BREAK

CASE EXERCISE:
Conducting an
Individual Hearing —
PART 2

Keith Hunsucker
Temporary Board Member

Keith Hunsucker
Temporary Board Member

Keith Hunsucker
Temporary Board Member

Thomas Snow
Temporary Board Member

Thomas Snow
Temporary Board Member

Thomas Snow
Temporary Board Member

Thomas Snow
Temporary Board Member
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Wednesday, July 25

8:30 a.m.

9:30 a.m.

9:30 a.m.

10:30 a.m.

1:30 p.m.

2:40 p.m.

3:20 p.m.

9:20 a.m.

10:20a.m.

10:20 a.m.

12:00 p.m.

2:30 p.m.

3:10 p.m.

5:00 p.m.

Document ID: 0.7.7446.32078-000001

CASE EXERCISE:
Conducting an
Individual Hearing —
PART 3

BREAK

Courtroom Control and

Maintaining a Safe Environment

Professionalism:
Immigration Judge
Performance & Conduct

BREAK

Issuing a Decision:
Components and Structure
of a Decision

LUNCH

CASE EXERCISE:
Structuring and Issuing a
Judicial Decision — VIDEO

BREAK

CASE EXERCISE:
Structuring and Issuing a

Judicial Decision — Decision Preparation

BREAK

CASE EXERCISE:
Structuring and Issuing a

Judicial Decision — Delivery and

Feedback - Round 1

10

Thomas Snow
Temporary Board Member

Matt Reeves
Physical Security Specialist
Office of Security

Thomas Snow
Temporary Board Member

Adam Brill
Associate General Counsel
ELR, Office of General Counsel

Dan Swanwick
Attorney Advisor, OClJ

Mary Cheng
Deputy Chief
Immigration Judge

Mary Cheng
Deputy Chief
Immigration Judge

Mary Cheng
Deputy Chief
Immigration Judge

Mary Cheng
Deputy Chief
Immigration Judge

0516



Thursday, July 26

8:30a.m. 10:30a.m.

10:40a.m. 12:30 p.m.

2:00 p.m. 3:20 p.m.

3:30 p.m. 5:00 p.m.

Document ID: 0.7.7446.32078-000001

CASE EXERCISE:
Structuring and Issuing a
Judicial Decision — Delivery and
Feedback—- Round 1

Meet in 18th Floor Elevator Lobby for

Alternate Location Instructions

BREAK

Board of Immigration Appeals
Oral Argument

LUNCH

CASE EXERCISE:
Structuring and Issuing a
Judicial Decision — Delivery and
Feedback - Round 2

BREAK
CASE EXERCISE:
Structuring and Issuing a

Judicial Decision — Delivery and
Feedback — Round 2

i1

Mary Cheng
Deputy Chief
Immigration Judge

Board Members
Board of Immigration Appeals

Mary Cheng
Deputy Chief
Immigration Judge

Mary Cheng
Deputy Chief
Immigration Judge
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Friday, July 27

8:30 a.m.

9:40 a.m.

10:20 a.m.

1:00 p.m.

2:00 p.m.

3:00 p.m.

4:00 p.m.

Professionalism:
Government Standards of
Conduct

9:30 a.m.

BREAK

Media and the

10:10 a.m. . .
Immigration Courts

BREAK

Case Priorities and Immigration Court

11:30 a.m.
Performance Measures

LUNCH

1:50 p.m. Managing Juvenile Dockets

BREAK

Fraud and Abuse

2:50 p.m. Prevention Program

BREAK
3:50 p.m.

Attorney Discipline Program

BREAK

International Religious Freedom Act

5:00 p.m.
Reth Binder Review

12
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Christopher Cox
Associate General
Counsel for Ethics

Nathan Berkeley
Acting Chief, CLAD
Office of Policy

Christopher Santoro
Principal Deputy Chief
Immigration Judge

Mary Cheng
Deputy Chief
Immigration Judge

Print Maggard
Deputy Chief
Immigration Judge

Daniel Cicchini
Associate General Counsel
Office of General Counsel

Christopher Santoro
Principal Deputy Chief
Immigration Judge

Brea Burgie
EOQIR Fraud and Abuse
Prevention Counsel

Paul Rodrigues
Acting EOIR Disciplinary
Counsel

Administered by
LERS Staff



Monday, July 30

8:30 a.m.

10:00 a.m.

1:00 p.m.

2:50 p.m.

3:30 p.m.

9:50 a.m.

11:30 a.m.

2:30 p.m.

3:20 p.m.

5:00 p.m.

Document ID: 0.7.7446.32078-000001

CASE EXERCISE:
Refining and Issuing a
Complex Judicial Decision —
Introduction, Review, and Preparation

BREAK

CASE EXERCISE:
Refining and Issuing a
Complex Judicial Decision — Delivery and
Feedback— Round 1

LUNCH

CASE EXERCISE:
Refining and Issuing a
Complex Judicial Decision — Delivery and
Feedback—- Round 1

BREAK

CASE EXERCISE:
Refining and Issuing a
Complex Judicial Decision — Delivery and
Feedback - Round 2

BREAK
CASE EXERCISE:
Refining and Issuing a

Complex Judicial Decision — Delivery and
Feedback — Round 2

13

Christopher Santoro
Principal Deputy
Chief Immigration Judge

Christopher Santoro
Principal Deputy
Chief Immigration Judge

Christopher Santoro
Principal Deputy
Chief Immigration Judge

Christopher Santoro
Principal Deputy
Chief Immigration Judge

Christopher Santoro
Principal Deputy
Chief Immigration Judge
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Tuesday, July 31

Jon Cowles
Attorney Advisor, ILD
Office of Policy

Melissa Bauder
8:30a.m. 9:20a.m. 1) Tools & Resources Attorney Advisor, ILD

Office of Policy

Kimberly Camp
EOIR Law Library and
Immigration Research Center

BREAK

Scott Rosen
Chief Counsel, OClJ

Immigration Court Practice Manual i Codw_Fes
9:30a.m. 10:20a.m. and By

Office of Polic
EOIR Policy Manual Jice of Y

Melissa Bauder
Attorney Advisor, ILD

Office of Policy
BREAK
10:30a.m. 12:00 p.m. Rond Praceedingsand Elizabeth Kessler
Custody Issues Immigration Judge
LUNCH

CASE EXERCISE:
Bond Proceedings and
Custody Issues —GROUP 1

Elizabeth Kessler
Immigration Judge

1:30 p.m. 5:00 p.m. —-or-—
Recording Proceedings Using DAR Training Team
Digital Audio Recording (DAR) Office of Information
Location — 18th Floor Courtroom #2 Technology

REQUIRED OUT OF CLASS TRAINING:

e Immigration Court Practice Manual Online Orientation

14
0520
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Wednesday, August 1

8:30a.m. 9:20a.m.

9:30a.m. 10:20a.m.

10:30a.m. 12:00 p.m.

1:30 p.m. 5:00 p.m.

Specialized Proceedings — PART 1
Credible Fear, Reasonable Fear,
Withholding-Only, Asylum-Only,

Claimed Status Review, Rescission
Deportation, and Exclusion

BREAK

Specialized Proceedings — PART 2
Credible Fear, Reasonable Fear,
Withholding-Only, Asylum-Only,

Claimed Status Review, Rescission
Deportation, and Exclusion

BREAK
CASE EXERCISE:

Conducting Specialized
Proceedings

LUNCH

CASE EXERCISE:
Bond Proceedings and
Custody Issues — GROUP 2

Recording Proceedings Using
Digital Audio Recording (DAR)
Location — 18th Floor Courtroom #2

Elizabeth Kessler
Immigration Judge

Elizabeth Kessler
Immigration Judge

Elizabeth Kessler
Immigration Judge

Elizabeth Kessler
Immigration Judge

DAR Training Team
Office of Information

Technology

Thursday, August 2

All day

Document ID: 0.7.7446.32078-000001

Courtroom Orientation and Observation
Arlington Immigration Court

15

ocl
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Friday, August 3

8:30 am. 9:50a.m. EEO/Sexual Harassment Video Miminishered by

LERS Staff
BREAK
David Neal
10:00 a.m. 10:50 a.m. Appellate Review Chairman, Board of
Immigration Appeals
BREAK

Richard Zanfardino
Immigration Judge

What | Wish | Knew arasy "
José Luis Pefialosa, Jr.

11:00a.m. 12:00 p.m. My First Day On The Bench N
Immigration Judge
(vTC)
Mario J. Sturla
Immigration Judge
LUNCH

Matt Reeves
Physical Security Specialist
Courtroom Control and Office of Security

s Ll e Maintaining a Safe Environment

Thomas Snow
Temporary Board Member

BREAK
Lisa Levine
Ombuds
Offices of the Andrew Press
2:30 p.m. 3:00p.m.
pAn R Ombuds, EEO, and Diversity EEO Director
Kimberly Wilkins
Diversity Coordinator
BREAK
16
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Human Resources
3:10p.m. 4:00p.m. Benefits Orientation — PART 1

BREAK

Human Resources
4:10p.m. 5:00p.m. Benefits Orientation - PART 2

REQUIRED OUT OF CLASS TRAINING:

® Professional Responsibility Video (2 hours)

17
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George Pittmon
Supervisory Human
Resources Specialist

George Pittmon
Supervisary Human
Resources Specialist
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Monday, August 6

Live Courtroom Experiential Training
All day and Instructor/Group Feedback ocu
Arlington Immigration Court

Tuesday, August 7

Live Courtroom Experiential Training
All day and Instructor/Group Feedback ocul
Arlington Immigration Court

Wednesday, August 8

Live Courtroom Experiential Training
All day and Instructor/Group Feedback ocl
Arlington Immigration Court

Thursday, August 9

Live Courtroom Experiential Training
All day and Instructor/Group Feedback ocl
Arlington Immigration Court

Friday, August 10

Investiture
All da : ; ; oclt
y Location: Great Hall, Main Justice

18
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Wetmore, David H. (ODAG)

From: Wetmore, David H. (ODAG)

Sent: Monday, July 16, 2018 9:25 AM

To: Bolitho, Zachary (ODAG); Ellis, Corey F. (ODAG)

Subject: New Immigration Judge Class

Attachments: ResumeslulyNewlJs.pdf; New lJ Training Agenda July-August.pdf

EOIR just brought on its latest class of IJs.
Dave

DAVID H. WETMORE

Senior Counsel

Office of the Deputy Attorney General
U.S. Department of Justice

Office IEOICEEE

Mobil - IEOICEEE
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UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE
EXECUTIVE OFFICE FOR IMMIGRATION REVIEW
PORT ISABEL IMMIGRATION COURT

LOS FRESNOS, TEXAS

In the Matter of )
(b)(6) per EOIR ;
(b)(6) per EOQIR )

) Case No. A DIDEESIR
RESPONDENT )
)
In Removal Proceedings )
)

CHARGE: Section 212(a)}(6)(C)(ii) of the Immigration and Nationality Act (“the Act™),
alien who falsely represents, or has falsely represented, himself to be a
citizen of the United States for a purpose or benefit under the Act or any
other Federal or State law

Section 212(a)}(7)(A)(i)(1) of the Act, an immigrant who, at the time of
application for admission, is not in possession of a valid entry document
required by the Act, and a valid suitable trave] document or document of
identity and nationality as required by regulation issued under the Act

ON BEHALF OF THE RESPONDENT ON BEHALF OF THE GOVT.

Tatiana P. Obando, Esq., Lily Dideban, Assistant Chief Counsel
Qualified Representative U.S. Immigration and Customs Enforcement
YMCA Intemnational Services U.S. Department of Homeland Security
P.O. Box 740425 Port Isabel Detention Center

Houston, Texas 77274-0425 27991 Buena Vista Blvd.

Los Fresnos, Texas 78566

WRITTEN D ION HE IMMIGRATION JUDGE
PROCEDURAL BACKGROUND AND REMOVABILITY
On April 3, 2017, the Department of Homeland Security served the Respondent with a
Notice to Appear alleging that the Respondent is a citizen of Mexico who is subject to removal for

violating the immigration laws of the United States. (See Exhibit 1.) On May 2, 2017, in
Immigration Court; the Respondent denied the allegations contained in the Notice to Appear. On
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June 28, 2017, the Court found that Respondent was not mentally competent and ordered that a
qualified representative be assigned to Respondent. Counsel entered her appearance for
Respondent on July 3, 2017,

On October 12, 2017, the Court held a hearing concerning the allegations in the Notice to
Appear and found that the Respondent was subject to removal as charged on the basis of evidence
submitted by the government contained in Exhibits 2, 4, 4A, and 5, Specifically, on April 3, 2017,
Respondent presented himself at the dealgo, Texas Port of Entry seeking admission to the United
States — claiming to be a United States citizen born in Phoenix, Arizona ~ but without any
documents establishing his identity or permitting him to legally be or remain in the United States,
However, on June 11, 2002, Respondent admitted to immigration officers in Laredo, Texas that
he was a citizen of Mexico and had been previously removed from the United States. (Exhibit 5.)

()6} per EOIR ember 3, 2016, Respondent told immigration officers that his name was
' d provided officers with his purported Social Security number. Officers

& (OIGEETRSCl Il ith the claimed Social Security number along with his mother
and brother. All three persons confirmed that Respondent was not the clazmed
(See Exhibit 2, Tab A.) In addition, Respondent has been convicted in United States LIstrict Cou
of 11legal entry and 1Hcgal reentry, under 8 U.S.C. §§ 1325 and 1326, respe ctweiy, on atJeast 1
(b)(6) per EQIR six months (b)( per

‘occasions, resulting in prison sentences of 12 months
| (b)(6) P monthsSee Exhibit lingly, the Court finds that
removability has been established by clear and convincing ev:dence

APPLICATIONS

Respondent has applied for asylum, withholding of removal under section 241(b)(3) of the
Act, and relief under the Convention Against Torture, The burden of proof is on the Reéspondent
to establish that he is eligible for these forms of relief. The provisions of the “REAL ID Act of
2005” apply to the Respondent’s application as it was filed on or after May 11, 2005.
EVIDENCE

A, Documentary Evidence

The following documents were admitted into evidence:

Exhibit 1: Notice to Appear
Exhibit 1A: DHS Notice of Filing NTA Certificates of Service
Exhibit 2: | DHS Notice of Filing ICE Memo to File and Form I-213
Exhibit 3: DHS Motion for Consideration of Medical/Mental Health Records
Exhibit 4: Form [-213
2
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Exhibit 4A: DHS Notice of Filing in Support of Removability with New
Certificate of Service

Exhibit 5: Form 1-215B

Group Exhibit 6: Respondent’s Submission of Asylum Application and Supporting
Documents

Group Exhibit 7: Respondent’s Submission of Memorandum in Support of

Application for Asylum, Withholding of Removal and Protection
Under the Convention Against Torture. (CAT), Psychological
Evaluation & Additional Supporting Documents

Group Exhibit 8: DHS Notice of Filing (Four U.S. District Court Criminal

Judgments)
Exhibit 9: Closing Arguments in Support of Application for Asylum,
Withholding of Removal and Deferral of Removal Under CAT
Exhibit 10: DHS Closing Statement on Eligibility for Relief from Removal
B. Testimonial Evidence

On January 10, 2018, Norma Villanueva, Ph.D., a Texas-licensed Clinical Social Worker
testified before the Court, in relevant part, as follows:

Dr. Villanueva is a specialist in forensic evaluations, particularly dealing with trauma
victims, and has been recognized as an expert witness by courts in Texas, Arizona, and Qklahoma.
She met with Respondent for two hours on December 12, 2017, (See Group Exhibit 7, Tab M.)
She concluded that Respondent suffers from schizophrenia with psychosis. She testified that he
could not communicate at a definitive level and was unable to process complex thought,

Dr. Villanueva opined that schizophrenia is incurable, but that it is manageable with
medication, in an environment with a stable structure in life and routine. She further opined that
Respondent’s prognosis in a structured environment is moderate because he is afraid of
medication, and that without a structured environment Resporident would be victimized. Dr.
Villanueva explained that persons who did not know Respondent would not know how to interpret
his behavior and would thus perceive it as aggressive. In retum, such persons would harm
Respondent.

LEGAL ANALYSIS AND CONCLUSIONS

The Court has considered all of the evidence and testimony in the record, even if not
specifically discussed in this decision.
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A, Respondent’s Condition

Afer submission of all evidence and under query from the Court; the parties agreed that
Respondent suffers from schizophrenia.

B. Asylum
I, Legal Standard

To qualify for a grant of asylum, an applicant bears the burden of demonstrating that he
meets the statutory definition of a refugee. The INA defines the term “refugee” as any person who
is outside his country of nationality who is unable or unwilling to return to, and is unable or
unwilling to avail himself of the protection of, that country because of past persecution or a well-
founded fear of future persecution on account of race, religion, nationality, membership in a
particular social group, or political opinion. See INA § 101 (a)(42)(A); 8 C.F.R. § 1208.13(a). The
harm or suffering must be inflicted by the government or by individuals or an organization the
government is unwilling or unable to control, Tesfamichael v. Gonzales, 469 F.3d 109, 113 (5th
Cir. 2006).

If applicants demonstrate that they have suffered past persecution, then they are entitled to
a rebuttable presumption of a well-founded fear of future persecution. 8 C.F.R. § 1208.13(b)(1).
The presumption may be rebutted if the government establishes by a preponderance of the evidence
that the applicant’s fear is no longer well-founded due to a fundamental change in circumstances
or that the applicant could avoid future persecution by relocating to another part of the country and
that it would be reasonable for the applicant to do so.

A well-founded fear of future persecution based on a protected ground must be objectively
reasonable. See /NS v.Cardoza-Fonseca, 480 U.S. 421, 430-31 (1987).

2. Analysis

Respondent has not alleged, let alone demonstrated, that ke has ever suffered past
persecution in Mexico, Rather, he claims that he has a well-founded fear of returning to Mexico
due to his membership in the particular social group, “Mexican individuals with disorganized
schizophrenia.” Respondent’s asylum claim fails. While it would have been preferable — and the
evidence would have supported — a claim that Respondent’s particular social group consisted of
“Mexican individuals with schizophrenia who exhibit outwardly erratic behavior,” the Court finds
that the claimed particular social group is cognizable, See Temu v. Holder, 740 F.3d 887, 892-97
(4th Cir. 2014). Nevertheless, even assuming a properly-articulated and cognizable social group,
Respondent has failed to demonstrate that members of this group have a well-founded fear of
future persecution in Mexico.

As Respondent’s own submission from Disability Rights Intemational (DRI) states, “The
government of Mexico is the world’s leader in bringing about international recognition of the
rights of people with disabilities under intemational law.” (Group Exhibit 4 at 97.) According to
DRI, “the government of Mexico has done-an outstanding job of meeting its obligation to promote

4
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openness and transparency in preparing its official report, as required by article 35 of the CRPD
{Convention on the Rights of Persons with Disabilities]. We obtained nearly complete access to
visit institutions and programs serving people with disabilities throughout Mexico from federal,
state, and Mexico City authorities.” (Group Exhibit 4 at 99.) Consistent with the foregoing,
‘Mexico's official CRPD report! states:

26. Mexico has also made substantizl efforts to promote the exercise by persons
with disabilities of their social and economic rights, including through such
initiatives as: building basic accessible social infrastructure in rural and urban
communities; designing universally accessible public spaces; . . . creating
infrastructure to help rehabilitate persons with disabilities living in marginalized
communities; facilitating access for civil society organizations that work with and
for persons with disabilities and run projects to create jobs and generate income;
and conducting public awareness-raising campaigns aimed at promoting the social
inclusion of this sector of the population.

(Mexico Report to CRPD at 7.)

92. Torture and injuries indicating cruel, inhuman or degrading treatment or
punishment are criminalized at both federal and state levels, and various local
laws establish that an aggravating circumstance arises if the victim is a person
with disabilities,

({d at17,)

95. The National Human Rights Commission, in its role as National Preventive
Mechanism against Torture, has made initial monitoring visits to the eight
psychiatric hospitals under the authority of the Federal Government, and to three
private clinies in the Federal District that care for persons with mental disabilities.
In the course of those visits, the Commission checked compliance with the
provisions of official Mexican standard NOM-025-SSA2-1994, particularly in
cases-where the user had been admitted to a facility Involuntarily,

96. The Ministry of Health has trained the staff of those facilities in the
prevention of the torture and degrading treatment of mental health service users.
Three events have been held, attended by over 400 people from medical facilities
from across the country, the National Human Rights Commission, the Pan
American Health Organization/World Health Organization and the psychiatric
care services of the Ministry of Health.

(/d at17-18.)

| Neither party submitted the report itself (“Mexico Report to CRPD™), but the Court obtained it
and takes administrative notice of it. It can be found, among other Internet locations, at
http://www.globaldisabilityrightsnow.org/sites/default/files/related-
files/257/CRPD_State_Report_English.pdf
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169. The Federal Government’s 2007-2012 Programme for Targeted Action for
Comprehensive Health Care for Persons with Disabilities, aims to improve the
standard of mental health of the population by promoting policies and
programmes to ensure that people are treated with dignity, by removing the
stigmas and discrimination affecting service users and by facilitating their social
reintegration through comprehensive, ongoing and quality community care.

170. In 2010, with the joint support of professionals and civil society
representatives, and based on the results of clinical and economic studies, work
began on updating and authorizing targeted care programmes for priority mental
disorders featured in the universal catalogue of the people’s health insurance
scheme. This has created an excellent precedent in terms of investment and
spending on mental health. The care that persons requiring such support can now
claim covers preventive, curative and rehabilitation measures and treatment, and
includes, among other measures, the diagnosis and treatment of disorders

such as . . . psychotic disorders (schizophrenia, delusions, psychotic and
schizotypal disorders). . ..

[71. Community mental health care has gradually expanded. Health-care
coverage is provided by 330 specialized medical units providing care to addicts
and 34 specialist medical units specializing in mental health care, distributed
across the states.

172. In order to promote respect for human rights with regard to mental health
and disability, training workshops on the human rights and fundamental liberties
of persons with mental disabilities, for the benefit of mental health workers, have
been organized jointly by the National Human Rights Commission, the Pan
American Health Organization/World Health Organization and the Ministry of
Health,

173. In order to bring the mental health regulatory framework into line with
human rights standards, a legislative study is being carried out with a view to
preparing a draft proposal to update legal provisions in the field of mental health
and psychiatric care services in institutions within the health sector,

174. In the interest of developing an innovative strategy to ensure that neglected:
patients with mental or neurological disorders are provided with care that
adequately meets their needs and fully respects their rights, a pilot project will be
implemented, with the support of Disability Rights Intemnational, to remove
patients who do not require hospital care from an institutional setting, and to
provide them with care in the community,

175. The Ministry of Health will issue an official request to the Pan American
Health Organization to conduct an assessment of the organization and functioning

of mental health services in Mexico, within the framework of human rights
standards,
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(Jd. at 27-28.)

For good measure, the U.S. State Department notes that Mexican “law prohibits discrimination
against persons with . . , mental disabilities in employment, education, air travel and other
transportation, access to health care, the judicial system, and the provision of other services.”
(Group Exhibit 4 at 24.) According to the State Department, Mexican law also “requires the
Ministry of Health to promote the creation of long-term institutions for persons with disabilities in
distress, and the Ministry of Social Development (SEDESOL) must establish specialized
institutions to care for, protect; and house persons with disabilities in poverty, neglect, or
marginalization.” (/)

Having failed to allege, let alone demonstrate, that he has suffered past persecution,
Respondent is not afforded a presumption concerning future persecution. In this respect, and in
light of the foregoing manifest concerns by the Mexican government for the treatment of mentally
ill persons, the most that Respondent can muster is a claim that resources in Mexico are insufficient
to adequately treat members of Respondent’s particular social group. This is insufficient to
demonstrate a well-founded fear of future persecution. See Mohammed Shuaib Khan v. AG of the
Umtea; States, 691 F.3d 488, 499 (3d Cir. 2012); Raffington v. INS, 340 F.3d 720, 723 (8th Cir.
2003).

C. Withholding of Removal Under the Act
1. Legal Standard

A claim of withholding of removal under INA Section 241(b)(3) is factually related to an
asylum claim, but the applicant bears a heavier burden of proof. To qualify for withholding of
removal under Section 241(b)(3) of the Act, the Respondent is required to demonstrate that his life
or freedom would be threatened by persecution on account of . . . race, religion, nationality,
membership in a particular social group, or political opinion. An applicant for withholding of
removal under the Act may establish a future threat to his life or freedom in the proposed country
of removal by demonstrating that he (1) suffered past persecution on account of an enumerated
ground in that country, or (2) more likely than not would be persecuted on account of an
enumerated ground upon removal to that country. § C.F.R. § 1208.16(b)(1)-(2).

Unlike asylum, withholding of removal may not be denied in the exercise of discretion.
This is to say that if the applicant establishes statutory eligibility, withholding of removal must be
granted subject to a few non-relevant exceptions.

2 While not necessary to this decision, the Court adds that as a matter of discretion it would also
deny the claim. Stated simply, granting asylum on the basis proposed by Respondent would be
tantamount to an invitation to all persons with schizophrenia in Mexico who outwardly exhibit
erratic behavior to seek refuge in the United States. This Court would not countenance such a
claim.
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2, Analysis

Because Respondent has failed to satisfy the lower burden of proof required for asylum, it
necessarily follows that he has failed to satisfy the more demanding “clear probability of
persecution” standard required for withholding of removal under the Act. See INS v. Stevic, 467
U.S. 407, 425 (1984); Dayo v. Holder, 687 F.3d 653, 658-59 (5th Cir. 2012). Therefore his claim
in this respect must also be denied.

D. Withholding of Removal Under the Convention Against Torture
1. Legal Standard

An applicant for withholding of removal under the Convention Against Torture bears the
burden of proving, first, that it is more likely than not that he will be tortured upon return to his
country; and, second, that sufficient state action is involved in that torture. Jruegas—Valdez v. Yates,
846 F.3d 806, 812 (5th Cir. 2017); 8 C.F.R. § 1208. 16(0)(2) Torture is defined as “any act by
which severe pam or suffering, whether physical or mental, is intentionally inflicted on a person .

. when such pain or suffering is inflicted by or at the 1nst1gauon of or with the consent or
acquiescence of a public official or other person acting in an official capacity.” 8 C.F.R. §
1208.18(a)(1).

Claims based on the Convention Against Torture differ from those based on eligibility for
withholding of removal because the claim need not be based on race, religion, nationality,
membership in a particular social group, or political opinion, Zhang v. Gonzalez, 432 F.3d 339,
344 (5th Cir. 2005),

2. Analysis
Respondent has not met his burden of proof to warrant withholding of removal under the
Convention against Torture because, as set forth above concerning asylum, he has not shown with

credible evidence that the Mexican government has harmed him or would acquiesce in harming
him, See Dayo, 687 F.3d at 659,
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ORDERS
Accordingly, it is therefore:
ORDERED that the Respondent’s application for asylum is DENIED.

Itis further ORDERED that the Respondent’s application for withholding of removal under
Section 241(b)(3) of the Act is DENIED.

It is further ORDERED that the Respondent’s application for withholding of removal under
the Convention Against Torture is DENIED.

It is further ORDERED that the Respondent be removed to Mexico.

Dated: February 14, 2018

FA ISR

Frank T. Pimentel
United States Immigration Judge

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

THIS DOCUMENT WAS SERVED BY:
(M) MAIL-(P) PERSONAL SERVICE
TO:{ ) ALIEN{M clo CUSTOD@L OFFI

ALIEN'S ATTY REP(}j DHS
DATE‘ - {)- 13 BY: COURT STAFF

( ) Legai Services List ( )
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U.S. Department of Justice Decision of the Board of Immigration Appeals:
Executive Office for Immigration Review

Falls Church, Virginia 22041

e e 0 s 5

File: Los Fresnos, TX Date:  AUB 10 2018

s (b)(6) per EOIR . (b)(6) per EOIR o (b)(6) per EOIR
IN REMOVAL PROCEEDINGS

APPEAL

ON BEHALF OF RESPONDENT: Tatiana P. Obando, Esquire

ON BEHALF OQF DHS: Lily Dideban
Assistant Chief Counsel

APPLICATION: Asylum

The respondent, a native and citizen of Mexico, appeals from the Ihmigration Judge’s decision
dated February 14,2018, denying the respondent’s application for asylum under section 208 of the
[mmigration and Nationality Act.' See 8 U.S.C. § 1158. The Department of Homeland Security
opposes the appeal. The record will be remanded to a different Immigration J udge.

We review the findings of fact made by the Immigration Judge, including the determination of
credibility, for clear eror. 8 C.F.R. § 1003.1(d)(3)(i). We review all other issues, including
questions of judgment, discretion, and law, de novo. 8 CF.R. § 1003.3(d)(3)(ii).

As a threshold matter, the Immigration Judge appropriately assessed the respondent’s mental
competency, determined that he was not competent to proceed without courisel, and instituted
safeguards to ensure the fairness of these proceedings (IJ at 1-2; Tr. at 38-71). Matter of M-A-M-,
25 &N Dec. 474 (BIA 2011). On appeal, the respondent does not challenge the Immigration
Judge’s competency determination or the adequacy of the safeguards provided, and we decline to
disturb these determinations upon our review of the record. See Matter of M-J-K-, 26 I&N Dec.
773 (BIA 2016) (holding that cases in involving issues of mental competency, an Immigration
Judge has the discretion to select and implement appropriate safeguards, which this Board reviews
de novo); Matier of J-S-S-, 26 1&N Dec. 679 (BIA 2015) (holding that an Immigration judge’s
finding of competency is a finding of fact reviewed by the Board for clear error).

Turning to the respondent’s applications for relief, the respondent fears that, due to his mental
iliness, he will be placed in a mental health institution in Mexico where he will be subjected to
persecution and torture. He argues that the harm he would suffer would be on account of his
membership in a particular social group consisting of “Mexican individuals with disorganized

' The Immigration Judge also denied the respondent’s applications for withholding of removal
under section 241(b)(3) of the Act, 8 U.S.C. § 1231(b)(3), and protection under the Convention
-Against Torture, 8§ CFR. § 1208.16-.18, but the respondent does not challenge these
determinations on appeal,
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(b)(8) per EQIR

schizophrenia™ or “individuals who suffer from schizophrenia disorder in Mexico” (IJ at 4;
Tr. at 107). While the Immigration Judge concluded that the respondent was a member of a [egally
cagnizable particular social group, he denied the respondent’s application based on a failure to
demonstrate a well-founded fear of persecution in Mexico on account of his membership in the
group (1J at 4-7) .2

In determining that the respondent’s fear of persecution was not objectively reasonable, the
Immigration Judge relied almost exclusively on the government of Mexico’s 2011 report to the
United Nations on its implementation of the Convention on the Rights of Persons with Disabilities,
which was not presented by the parties (IJ at 5-7). While an Immigration Judge may take
administrative notice of known facts such as current events or the contents of official documents,
8 C.F.R. § 1003.18, he or she must also consider the totality of the evidence in making a
determination whether the respondent has met his or her burden of proof. Here, the record contains
numerous reports, including by the United States government, of systemic problems with Mexico's
mental health system (Group Exh. 6). The Immigration Judge made no findings regarding these
reports, and both sides of the issue must be addressed.

Given our limited fact finding ability, we find it necessary to remand for additional fact finding
regarding whether the respondent has met his burden of demonstrating a well-founded fear of
persecution on his membership in his particular social group. On remand, the Immigration J udge
should consider whether the respondent has shown a reasonable possibility that he will experience
harm rising to the level of persecution if he is removed to Mexico. 8 C.F.R. § 1208,13(b)(2).
Specifically, the Immigration Judge should consider whether there is a reasonable possibility that
the respondent will be placed in a mental health facility in Mexico, and, if so, whether there is a
reasonable possibility that he will suffer harm rising to the level of persecution in such an
institution, In addition, the Immigration Judge should determine whether the respondent’s
membership in a particular social group consisting of Mexican individuals suffering from
schizophrenia would be at least one central reason for any harm he experiences. Section
208(b)(1)(B)(i} of the Act. Finally, the Immigration Judge should also determine whether the
agent of any persecution would be the govenment of Mexico or, if not, whether the Mexican
government would be unable or unw:llmg to protect him from harm. Matter of 4-B-,27 I&N Dec.
316,337 (A.G, 2018). We express no opinion as to the ultimate outcome in this case. 3

2 The DHS states in its appellate brief that the Immigration Judge determined that the respondent’s
particular sacial group is not cognizable. To the contrary, the Immigration Judge found otherwise.

In the absence of a meaningful challenge by the DHS, we find no basis to disturb this aspect of the
Immigration Judge’s decision.

! The Immigration Judge also stated that, while not “necessary to this decision,” he would deny
the respondent’s application in discretion because of his concem that other similarly situated
individuals in Mexico would seek protection in the United States (IJ at 7 n.2). Based on this
statement, the respondent requests that his case be remanded to a different Immigration Judge. We
agree with the respondent that this factor would not be an appropriate factor in the discretionary
analysis and therefore remand to a different Immigration Judge to proceed with the case.
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(b)(6) per EOIR

Accordingly, the following order will be entered.

ORDER: The record is remanded to a different Immigration Judge for further proceedings
consistent with the foregoing opinion and for the entry of a new decision,

QTR A

FOR TH%OARD
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7301 Federal Blvd., Ste. 300
Westminster, CO 80030

(303) 433-2812
R M I A N (303) 433-2823 FAX

rocky mountain immigrant advocacy nelwork www.rmian.org

VIA ELECTRONIC MAIL

March 2, 2020

William P, Barr, U.S. Attorney General
U.S. Department of Justice

950 Pennsylvania Avenue, NW
Washington, DC 20530-0001

Email: AGCertification@usdoj.gov

Re:  Withdrawing Matter of R-A-F-, 27 1&N Dec. 778 (A.G. 2020)
Dear Attorney General Barr:

An immigration judge appointed me through the Executive Office for Immigration Review’s
___(EOIR) National Qualified Representative Program to represent Mr. (BN6) per EOIR
(b)(6) per EOIR st proceedings due to his mental incompetence, and 1 have done so since

October 25, 2018. EOIR is well aware of my representation as I properly filed Notices of Entry

of Appearance as Attorney before both the Immigration Court and the Board of Immigration

Appeals. See Exhibit A (Form EOQIR-28); Exhibit B (Form EOIR-27). Despite the agency’s

awareness of my representation, you certified Ml‘. closed immigration case to

yourself and then issued a precedent decision, Matter of R-A-F-, 27 1&N Dec. 778 (A.G. 2020).

You did so without providing M{CIGHEEMEOUR, i, notice of either the certification or the

decision and, thus, violated his statutory, regulatory, and constitutional rights to counsel and his

due process rights to notice and an opportunity to be heard. See U.S. Const. Amend. V; 8 U.S.C.

§§ 1229a(b)(4)(A), 1362; 5 U.S.C. § 555(b); 8 C.F.R. § 1292.5(b); ¢f. 8 C.F.R. § 1240.10(a)(2).

This violation is particularly egregious where M{RIEDESIZCIR < incompetent and unable to

represent himself.

In order to remedy these grave violations, your office must vacate the decision and allow counsel
the opportunity to provide briefing on all relevant legal issues.

Notably, I learned of the decision after your office posted the decision on the EOIR website on
the afternoon of February 26, 2020. While Mr{{QIQNEBR U initials and immigration history
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www.rmian.org

Letter to William F. Barr, Attorney General
Re: Matter of R-A-F-
Page 2

matched those in the decision, I was forced to take multiple steps to confirm the decision
pertained to my client. On February 26, I called the EOIR hotline, which listed Mr{{QICINCR=SlE
case as pending. Early the next morning, T called the BIA Clerk’s Office. T was told that the case
was closed, but was referred to EOIR’s Office of General Counsel, where I left a message. When
I later spoke to a staff attorney at the Office of General Counsel, he again told me that the case
was closed. Separately, I called and spoke to a clerk at the Aurora Immigration Court. She
confirmed that the 1J°s order was final and neither party appealed that decision. However, during
that call, I learned for the first time that your office had requested Mrlosed case
file.

Absent a response from your office by the close of business on Wednesday, March 5, T will be
forced to consider other options, including, but not limited to, litigation in federal court and

media attention.

I look forward to hearing from you.

Sincerely,
N
L - : - / ’ |

Laura Lunn
Detention Program Managing Attorney
Rocky Mountain Immigrant Advocacy Network (RMIAN)
7301 Federal Boulevard, Suite 300 (top floor of Chase Bank building)
Westminster, Colorado 80030
Phone; (b) (6)

(b) (o)

WWW.Irmian.org

Encl: Exhibit A (Form EOIR-28, original)
Exhibit B (Form EOIR-28, new attorney address)
Exhibit C (Form EOQIR-27, original)
Exhibit D (Form EOIR-27, new attorney address)

o Office of Chief Counsel, Aurora, Colorado (via email)
(b) (6)
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U.S. Department of Justice OMB#1125-0006

Executive Office for Immigration Review Notice of Entry of Appearance as Attorney or
Immigration Court Representative Before the Immigration Court
(Type or Print) ALIEN (*A*) NUMBER
NAME AND ADDRESS OF REPRESENTED PARTY (Provide A-number of the party
(b}(‘ﬁ'} per EQIR represented in this case.)
il (b)(6) per EOIR
(First) (Middle Initial) (Last)
Entry of appearance for
c/o GEO/ICE 3130 North Oakland Street (please check one of the following):
(Number and Street) (Apt. No.) Xif gsaeiis
Aurora CO 80010 D Custody and bond proceedings only
= = All proceedings other than custody
(City) (State) (Zip Code) and bond proceedings

Attorney or Representative (please checl one of the following):

I am an attorney eligible to practice law in, and a member in good standing of, the bar of the highest court(s) of the following
states(s), possession(s), territory(ies), commonwealth(s), or the District of Columbia (use additional space on reverse side if
necessary) and T am not subject to any order disbarring, suspending, enjoining, restraining or otherwise restricting me in the
practice of law in any jurisdiction (if subject to such an order, do not check this box and explain on reverse).

Full Name of Court Oregon Supreme Court Bar Number (if applicable) 141480

I am a representative accredited to appear before the Executive Office for Immigration Review as defined in 8§ C.F.R. §
1292.1(a)(4) with the following recognized organization:

E] [ am a law student or law graduate of an accredited U.S, law school as defined in 8 C.F.R. § 1292.1(a)(2).

E] I am a reputable individual as defined in 8 C.F.R. § 1292.1(a)(3).

D I am an accredited foreign government official, as defined in 8 C.F.R. § 1291.1(a)(5), from _ - _(country).
I am a person who was authorized to practice on December 23, 1952, under 8 C.F.R. § 1292.1(b).

Attorney or Representative (please check one of the following):

I hereby enter my appearance as attorney or representative for, and at the request of, the party named above.
EOIR has ordered the provision of a Qualified Representative for the party named above and I appear in that capacity.
I have read and understand the statements provided on the reverse side of this form that set forth the regulations and conditions
governing appearances and representations before the Immigration Court. By signing this form, I consent to publication of my name
and any findings of misconduct by EOIR, should I become subject to any public discipline by EOIR pursuant to the rules and
procedures at 8§ C.F.R. 1003.101 et seq. 1 declare under penalty of perjury under the laws of the United States of America that the
foregoing is true and correct.

SIGNATURK O \ATT(]RNEY OR REPRESENTATIVE EOIR ID NUMBER DATE
_(_i_‘_’__:a"‘,_ — . o AL =2
S A CR907661 024 [20(%

NAME OF ATTORNEY OR REPRESENTATIVE, ADDRESS, FAX & PHONE NUMBERS, & EMAIL ADDRESS

Name: Laura P LUNN
(First) (Middle Initial) (Last)
Address: 3489 West 72nd Avenue, Suite 211

(Number and Street)

Westminster cO 80030
(City) (State) (Zip Code)

Telephone: (303) 433-2812  pacsimile; (303) 433-2823  Eaj (b) (6) L -
D Check here if new address

" Form EOIR - 28
Rev. Dec. 2015
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Indicate Type of Appearance:
Primary Attorney/Representative D Non-Primary Attorney/Representative

I:I On behalf of (Attorney’s Name) for the following hearing: (Date)

I am providing pro bono representation. Check one: yes D no

Proof of Service

I (Name) Laura P. Lunn mailed or delivered a copy of this Form EOIR-28 on (Date) 10/24/2018
to the DHS ( fiforcgment — ICE) at 12445 E. Caley Avenue Centennial, CO, 80111

. Immigration and Customs

Signature of Person Serving

APPEARANCES - An attorney or Accredited Representative (with full accreditation) must register with the EOIR eRegistry in
order to practice before the Immigration Court (see 8 C.F.R. § 1292.1(f)). Registration must be completed online on the EOIR
website at www.justice.gov/eoir. An appearance shall be filed on a Form EOIR-28 by the attorney or representative appearing in
each case before an Immigration Judge (see 8 C.F.R. § 1003.17). A Form EOQIR-28 shall be filed either as an electronic form, or as
a paper form, as appropriate (for further information, please see the Immigration Court Practice Manual, which is available on the
EOIR website at www.justice.gov/eoir). The attorney or representative must check the box indicating whether the entry of
appearance is for custody and bond proceedings only, for all proceedings other than custody and bond, or for all proceedings
including custody and bond. When an appearance is made by a person acting in a representative capacity, his/her personal
appearance or signature constitutes a representation that, under the provisions of 8 C.F.R. part 1003, he/she is authorized and
qualified to represent individuals and will comply with the EOIR Rules of Professional Conduct in 8 C.F.R. § 1003.102. Thereafter,
substitution or withdrawal may be permitted upon the approval of the Immigration Judge of a request by the attorney or
representative of record in accordance with 8 C.F.R. § 1003.17(b). Please note that although separate appearances in custody and
non-custody proceedings are permitted, appearances for limited purposes within those proceedings are not permitted. See Matter of
Velasquez, 19 1&N Dec. 377, 384 (BIA 1986). A separate appearance form (Form EOIR-27) must be filed with an appeal to the
Board of Immigration Appeals (see 8 C.F.R. § 1003.38(g)). Attorneys and Accredited Representatives (with full accreditation) must
first update their address in eRegistry before filing a Form EOIR-28 that reflects a new address.

FREEDOM OF INFORMATION ACT - This form may not be used to request records under the Freedom of Information Act or
the Privacy Act. The manner of requesting such records is in 28 C.F.R. §§ 16.1-16.11 and appendices. For further information about
requesting records from EOIR under the Freedom of Information Act, see How to File a Freedom of Information Act (FOIA)
Request With the Executive Office for Immigration Review, available on EOIR's website at http://www.justice.gov/eoir.

PRIVACY ACT NOTICE - The information requested on this form is authorized by 8 U.S.C. §§ 1229(a), 1362 and 8 C.F.R. §
1003.17 in order to enter an appearance to represent a party before the Immigration Court. The information you provide is
mandatory and required to enter an appearance. Failure to provide the requested information will result in an inability to represent a
party or receive notice of actions in a proceeding. EOIR may share this information with others in accordance with approved routine
uses described in EOIR's system of records notice, EOIR-001, Records and Management Information System, 69 Fed. Reg. 26,179
(May 11, 2004), or its successors and EOIR-003, Practitioner Complaint-Disciplinary Files, 64 Fed. Reg. 49237 (September 1999).
Furthermore, the submission of this form acknowledges that an attorney or representative will be subject to the disciplinary rules
and procedures at § C.F.R. 1003.101e/ segq., including, pursuant to 8 C.F.R. §§ 292.3(h)(3), 1003.108(c), publication of the name of
the attorney or representative and findings of misconduct should the attorney or representative be subject to any public discipline by
EOIR.

CASES BEFORE EOIR - Automated information about cases before EOIR is available by calling (800) 898-7180 or (240) 314-1500.

FURTHER INFORMATION - For further information, please see the Immigration Court Practice Manual, which is available on
the EOIR website at wiww. justice. gov/eoir.

ADDITIONAL INFORMATION:

Under the Paperwork Reduction Act, a person is not required to respond to a collection of information unless it displays a valid OMB control
number. We try to create forms and instructions that are accurate, can be easily understood, and which impose the least possible burden on you
to provide us with information. The estimated average time to complete this form is six (6) minutes. If you have comments regarding the
accuracy of this estimate, or suggestions for making this form simpler, you can write to the Executive Office for Immigration Review, Office of
the General Counsel, 5107 Leesburg Pike, Suite 2600, Falls Church, Virginia 22041.

Form EOQIR - 28
Rev. Dec. 2015
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U.S. Department of Justice OMB#1125-0006

Executive Office for Immigration Review Notice of Entry of Appearance as Attorney or
Immigration Court Representative Before the Immigration Court
(Type or Print) ALIEN (“A”) NUMBER
NAME AND ADDRESS OF REPRESENTED PARTY (Provide A-number of the party
g represented in this ease.
WRRpeECn (b)(6) per EOIR
(First) (Middle Initial) (Last) i
Entry of appearance for
c/o GEO/ICE 3130 North Oakland Street {please check one of the following):
(Number and Street) (Apt. No.) e
Aurora CcO 80010 D Custody and bond proceedings only
(City) (State) (Zip Code) Ij All proceedings other than custody

and bond proceedings

Attorney or Representative (please check one of the following):

. /] 1aman attorney cligible to practice law in, and a member in good standing of; the bar of the highest couri(s) of the following
slates(s), possession(s), territory(ies), commonwealth(s), or the District of Columbia (use additional space on reverse side if
necessary) and 1 am not subject to any order disbarring, suspending, enjoining, restraining or otherwise restricting me in the
practice of law in any jurisdiction (if subject to such an order, do not check this box and explain on reverse).

Full Name ome,,.t_Oreggn Supreme Court Bar Number (if applicable) 141480

T'am a representative accredited to appear before the Executive Office for Immigration Review as defined in 8 C.F.R. §
1292.1(a)(4) with the following recognized organization:

D I am a law student or law graduate of an accredited U.S. law school as defined in 8§ C.F.R. § 1292.1(a)(2).
D [ am a reputable individual as defined in 8 C.F.R. § 1292.1(a)(3).
[ am an accredited foreign government official, as defined in 8 C.F.R. § 1291.1(a)(5), from

(country).
D I am a person who was authorized to practice on December 23, 1952, under 8 CF.R. § 1292.1(b).

Attorney or Representative (please check one of the following):
I hereby enter my appearance as attorney or representative for, and at the request of, the party named above,
EOIR has ordered the provision of a Qualified Representative for the party named above and [ appear in that capacity.

I have read and understand the statements provided on the reverse side of this form that set forth the regulations and conditions
governing appearances and representations before the Immigration Court. By signing this form, T consent to publication of my name
and any findings of misconduct by EOIR, should I become subject to any public discipline by EOQIR pursuant to the rules and
procedures at § C.F.R. 1003.101 ef seq. 1 declare under penalty of perjury under the laws of the United States of America that the
foregoing is true and correct.

SIGNATURE OF ATTORNLY OR RFP:}LSth TATIVE EOIR ID NUMBER DATE
/ ) e /6_ D i T
X e oA, CR907661 Ll i8G9
\\_‘_J,) — | =
NAME OF ATTORNEY OR REPRESENTATIVE, ADDRESS, FAX & PHONE NUMBERS, & EMAIL ADDRESS
Name: LaUI"a B P B LUNN
(First) (Middle Initial) (Last)
Address: 7301 Federal Blvd ] ~ Suite 300
(Number and Street)
Westminster - co 3 80030 )
(City) (State) (Zip Code)
Telephone: @91) ‘_13:1‘281 2 Facsimile: (303) 433-2823 ~_ Emai (b) (6 )

Check here if new address

Form EOIR - 28
Rev. Dec. 2015
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Indicate Type of Appearance:
Primary Attorney/Representative D Non-Primary Attorney/Representative

I:l On behalf of (Attorney’s Name) for the following hearing: (Date)

I am providing pro bono representation. Check one: yes Ij no

Proof of Service

I (Name) Laura P. Lunn mailed or delivered a copy of this Form EOIR-28 on (Date) 06/17/2019
to the DHS (U.S. Immigration and Customs ,nforcsment ICE) at 12445 East Caley Avenue Centennial, CO 80111

Xfcﬁ@% 2~

Slgnatura DchlSOD Serving

APPEARANCES - An attorney or Accredited Representative (with full accreditation) must register with the EOIR eRegistry in
order to practice before the Immigration Court (see 8 C.F.R. § 1292.1(f)). Registration must be completed online on the EOIR
website at www.justice.gov/eoir. An appearance shall be filed on a Form EOIR-28 by the attorney or representative appearing in
each case before an Immigration Judge (see 8 C.F.R. § 1003.17). A Form EOIR-28 shall be filed either as an electronic form, or as
a paper form, as appropriate (for further information, please see the Immigration Court Practice Manual, which is available on the
EOIR website at www.justice.gov/eoir). The attorney or representative must check the box indicating whether the entry of
appearance is for custody and bond proceedings only, for all proceedings other than custody and bond, or for all proceedings
including custody and bond. When an appearance is made by a person acting in a representative capacity, his/her personal
appearance or signature constitutes a representation that, under the provisions of 8 C.F.R. part 1003, he/she is authorized and
qualified to represent individuals and will comply with the EOIR Rules of Professional Conduct in 8 C.F.R. § 1003.102. Thereafter,
substitution or withdrawal may be permitted upon the approval of the Immigration Judge of a request by the attorney or
representative of record in accordance with 8 C.F.R. § 1003.17(b). Please note that although separate appearances in custody and
non-custody proceedings are permitted, appearances for limited purposes within those proceedings are not permitted. See Matter of
Velasquez, 19 1&N Dec. 377, 384 (BIA 1986). A separate appearance form (Form EOIR-27) must be filed with an appeal to the
Board of Immigration Appeals (see 8 C.F.R. § 1003.38(g)). Attorneys and Accredited Representatives (with full accreditation) must
first update their address in eRegistry before filing a Form EOIR-28 that reflects a new address.

FREEDOM OF INFORMATION ACT - This form may not be used to request records under the Freedom of Information Act or
the Privacy Act. The manner of requesting such records is in 28 C.F.R. §§ 16.1-16.11 and appendices. For further information about
requesting records from EOIR under the Freedom of Information Act, see How to File a Freedom of Information Act (FOIA)
Request With the Executive Office for Immigration Review, available on EOIR's website at http://www.justice.gov/eoir.

PRIVACY ACT NOTICE - The information requested on this form is authorized by 8 U.S.C. §§ 1229(a), 1362 and 8 CF.R. §
1003.17 in order to enter an appearance to represent a party before the Immigration Court. The information you provide is
mandatory and required to enter an appearance. Failure to provide the requested information will result in an inability to represent a
party or receive notice of actions in a proceeding. EOIR may share this information with others in accordance with approved routine
uses described in EOIR's system of records notice, EOIR-001, Records and Management Information System, 69 Fed. Reg. 26,179
(May 11, 2004), or its successors and EOIR-003, Practitioner Complaint-Disciplinary Files, 64 Fed. Reg. 49237 (September 1999).
Furthermore, the submission of this form acknowledges that an attorney or representative will be subject to the disciplinary rules
and procedures at 8 C.F.R. 1003.101ef seq., including, pursuant to 8 C.F.R. §§ 292.3(h)(3), 1003.108(c), publication of the name of
the attorney or representative and findings of misconduct should the attorney or representative be subject to any public discipline by
EOIR.

CASES BEFORE EOIR - Automated information about cases before EQIR is available by calling (800) 898-7180 or (240) 314-1500.

FURTHER INFORMATION - For further information, please see the lmmigration Court Practice Manual, which is available on
the EOIR website at wwy. justice.gov/eoir.

ADDITIONAL INFORMATION:

Under the Paperwork Reduction Act, a person is not required to respond to a collection of information unless it displays a valid OMB control
number. We try to create forms and instructions that are accurate, can be easily understood, and which impose the least possible burden on you
to provide us with information. The estimated average time to complete this form is six (6) minutes. If you have comments regarding the
accuracy of this estimate, or suggestions for making this form simpler, you can write to the Executive Office for Immigration Review, Office of
the General Counsel, 5107 Leesburg Pike, Suite 2600, Falls Church, Virginia 22041.

Form EOIR - 28
Rev. Dec, 2015
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U.S. Department of Justice OMB#1125-0005

Executive Office for Immigration Review Notice of Entry of Appearance as Attorney or
Board of Immigration Appeals Representative Before the Board of Immigration Appeals
(Type or Print) ALIEN (“A”) NUMBER
NAME AND ADDRESS OF REPRESENTED PARTY (Provide A~ number of the party represented or
" the visa beneficiary in this case.)
(b)(6) per EOIR (b)(6) per EOIR
(First) (Middle Initial) (Last) USCIS Visa Appeal (Provide beneficiary
name)

c/o GEO/ICE 3130 North Oakland Street
(Numniber and Street) (Apt. No.) Fine (Provide fine number)

Aurora (610] 80010
(City) (State) (Zip Code)

Disciplinary case (Provide docket number)

Attorney or Representative (please check one of the following):

Tam an attorney eligible to practice law in, and a member in good standing of, the bar of the highest court(s) of the following
states(s), possession(s), territory(ies), commonwealth(s), or the District of Columbia (use additional space on reverse side if
necessary) and I am not subject to any order disbarring, suspending, enjoining, restraining or otherwise restricting me in the
practice of law in any jurisdiction (if subject to such an order, do not check this box and explain on reverse).

Full Name of Court Oregon Supreme Court Bar Number (if applicable) 141480

D T am a representative accredited to appear before the Executive Office for Immigration Review as defined in 8 C.F.R. §
1292.1(a)(4) with the following recognized organization:

E I am a law student or law graduate of an accredited U.S. law school as defined in 8 C.F.R. § 1292.1(a)(2).

EI I am a reputable individual as defined in 8 C.F.R. § 1292.1(a)(3).

D I am an accredited foreign government official, as defined in 8 C.F.R. § 1291.1(a)(5), from (country).
D I am a person who was authorized to practice on December 23, 1952, under 8 C.E.R, § 1292.1(b).

Attorney or Representative (please check one of the following):

D I hereby enter my appearance as attorncy or representative for, and at the request of, the party named above.

EOIR has ordered the provision of a Qualified Representative for the party named above and T appear in that capacity.

I have read and understand the statements provided on the reverse side of this form that set forth the regulations and conditions

governing appearances and representations before the Board of Tmmigration Appeals. I declare under penalty of perjury under the
laws of the United States of America that the foregoing is true and correct.

SIGNATHRE OF ATTORNE RESENTATIVE EOIR ID NUMBER DATE

v o CR907661 5/17/2019

NAME OF ATTORNEY OR REPRESENTATIVE, ADDRESS, FAX & PHONE NUMBERS, & EMAIL ADDRESS

Name; Laura P LUNN
(First) (Middle Initial) (Last)
Address: 3489 W. 72nd Ave., Ste. 211

(Number and Street)
Westminster cO 80030
(City) (State) (Zip Code)

Telephone: (303) 433-2812 Facsimile: (303) 433-2823  ppail. (b) (6)
|:| Check here if new address

Form EOIR - 27
Rev. July 2015
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Indicate Type of Appearance:
Primary Attorney/Representative E:l Non-Primary Attorney/Representative

I am providing pro bono representation. Check one: yes D no

Proof of Service

I (Name) Laura P. Lunn mailed or delivered a copy of this Form EOIR-27 on (Date) 9/17/2019

to the L IDHS (U.S. Immigration and Customs Enforcement — ICE) at 12445 E. Caley Avenue Centennial, CO, 80111
DHS (U.S. Citizenship and Immigration Services — USCIS) at
EOIR Disciplinary Counsel at _——,

X T T,

—
Signaturcm@rson Serving

APPEARANCES - An appearance for each represented party shall be filed on a separate Form EOIR-27 by the attorney or
representative appearing in each appeal or motion to reopen or motion to reconsider before the Board of Immigration Appeals (see 8
C.F.R. § 1003.38(g)), even though the attorney or representative may have appeared in the case before the Immigration Judge or the
U.S. Citizenship and Immigration Services. If information is omitted from the Form EOIR-27 or it is not properly completed, the
appearance may not be recognized and the accompanying filing may be rejected. When an appearance is made by a person acting in
a representative capacity, his/her personal appearance or signature constitutes a representation that, under the provisions in 8 C.F.R.
part 1003, he/she is authorized and qualified to represent individuals and will comply with the EOIR Rules of Professional Conduct
in 8 C.F.R. § 1003.102. Thereafter, substitution or withdrawal may be permitted upon approval by the Board of a request of the
attorney or representative of record in accordance with Matter of Rosales, 19 1&N Dec. 655 (1988). Please note that appearances for
limited purposes are not permitted. See Matter of Velasquez, 19 T1&N Dec. 377, 384 (BIA 1986). Attorneys and Accredited
Representatives (with full accreditation) must first update their address in eRegistry before filing a Form EOIR-27 that reflects a
new address.

FREEDOM OF INFORMATION ACT - This form may not be used to request records under the Freedom of Information Act or
the Privacy Act. The manner of requesting such records is in 28 C.F.R. §§ 16.1-16.11 and appendices. For further information about
requesting records from EOIR under the Freedom of Information Act, see How to File a Freedom of Information Act (FOIA)
Request With the Executive Office for Immigration Review, available on EOIR's website at http://www.justice.gov/eoir.

PRIVACY ACT NOTICE - The information requested on this form is authorized by 8 U.S.C. § 1362 and 8 C.F.R. § 1003.3 in
order to enter an appearance to represent a party before the Board of Immigration Appeals. The information you provide is
mandatory and required to enter an appearance. Failure to provide the requested information will result in an inability to represent a
party or receive notice of actions in a proceeding. EOIR may share this information with others in accordance with approved routine
uses described in EOIR's system of records notice, EOIR-001, Records and Management Information System, 69 Fed. Reg. 26,179
(May 11, 2004), or its successors and EOIR-003, Practitioner Complaint-Disciplinary Files, 64 Fed. Reg. 49237 (September 1999).

CASES BEFORE EOIR - Automated information about cases before EOIR is available by calling (800) 898-7180 or (240) 314-1500.
ADDITIONAL INFORMATION:

Under the Paperwork Reduction Act, a person is not required to respond to a collection of information unless it displays a valid OMB control
number, We try to create forms and instructions that are accurate, can be easily understood, and which impose the least possible burden on you to
provide us with information. The estimated average time to complete this form is six (6) minutes. If you have comments regarding the accuracy
of this estimate, or suggestions for making this form simpler, you can write to the Executive Office for Immigration Review, Office of
the General Counsel, 5107 Leesburg Pike, Suite 2600, Falls Church, Virginia 22041.

Form EOIR - 27
Rev. July 2015
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Laura Lunn Non-Detained
ROCKY MOUNTAIN IMMIGRANT ADVOCACY NETWORK ** NQRP ##
7301 Federal Blvd., Ste. 300

Westminster, CO 80030

Fax (303) 433-2823

(b) (6)

Qualified Representative for Respondent

U.S. DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE
OFFICE OF THE ATTORNEY GENERAL

In the Matter of:
(b)(6) per EOIR

BRI (0)(6) per EOIR

In Removal Proceedings

B T e

RESPONDENT’S MOTION TO RECONSIDER
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1. INTRODUCTION
“Resp{mdcm”) files this Motion to Reconsider the decision in
Maiter of R-A-F-, 27 1&N Dec. 778 (A.G. 2020) issued on February 26, 2020 where the Attorney
General certified to himself given that there was no notice provided to Mr. r
undersigned counsel of such certification nor was an opportunity provided for Mr. SAASUESEAN
to provide any supplemental briefing.

In order to remedy these grave violations, your office must reconsider and vacate the

decision and allow counsel the opportunity to provide briefing on all relevant legal issues.

II. LEGAL STANDARD FOR MOTIONS TO RECONSIDER
A motion to reconsider is based on legal grounds, and seeks a new determination based

on alleged errors of fact or law. See 8 U.S.C. § 1229a(c)(6); 8 C.F.R. § 1003.2(b){1).

II1. ARGUMENT

Undersigned counsel was appointed to this matter by an immigration judge through the
Executive Office for Immigration Review’s (“EOIR”) National Qualified Representative
Program (“NQRP”) to represent Mr. (b)(6) per EOIR in removal
proceedings due to his mental incompetence, and [ have done so since October 25, 2018. EOIR
is well aware of my representation as I properly filed Notices of Entry of Appearance as
Attorney before both the Immigration Court and the Board of Immigration Appeals. See Exhibit
A (Form EOIR-28); Exhibit B (Form EOIR-27). Despite the agency’s awareness of my

representation, you certified Mr. (b)(6) per ECIRKIN® immigration case to yourself and then

issued a precedent decision, Matter of R-A-I-, 27 1&N Dec. 778 (A.G. 2020). You did so without

(b)(6) per EQIR

providing Mr. ith notice of either the certification or the decision and, thus,
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violated his statutory, regulatory, and constitutional rights to counsel and his due process rights

to notice and an opportunity to be heard. See U.S. Const. Amend. V; 8 U.S.C. §§

1229a(b)(4)(A), 1362; 5 U.S.C. § 555(b); 8 C.F.R. § 1292.5(b); ¢f 8 C.F.R. § 1240.10(2)(2).
(b)(6) per EOIR

This violation is particularly egregious where Mr. s incompetent and unable to
represent himself,

Notably, I learned of the decision after your office posted the decision on the EQIR
website on the afternoon of February 26, 2020. While Mr[DIOEER=8IR nitials and
immigration history matched those in the decision, I was forced to take multiple steps to confirm
the decision pertained to my client. On February 26, I called the EOIR hotline, which listed Mr.

(b)(6) per EQIRISHINAR pending. Early the next morning, T called the BIA Clerk’s Office. I was told
that the case was closed, but was referred to EOIR’s Office of General Counsel, where I left a
message. When I later spoke to a staff attorney at the Office of General Counsel, he again told
me that the case was closed. Separately, I called and spoke to a clerk at the Aurora Immigration

Court. She confirmed that the II’s order was final and neither party appealed that decision.

However, during that call, I learned for the first time that your office had requested Ml'

Based on the aforementioned, your office committed legal error by failing to adhere to

Mr. tatutory, regulatory, and constitutional rights. See 8 U.S.C. § 1229a(c)(6); 8

C.FR. § 1003.2(b)(1).

IV.  CONCLUSION

(b)(6) per EOIR

Consequently, in order to uphold Mr ue process and statutory rights, the

Attorney General should reconsider its findings on removability.
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Respectfully submitted on March 16, 2020,

\ _,.IIII o

Laura Lunn

RoCKY MOUNTAIN IMMIGRANT ADVOCACY NETWORK
7301 Federal Blvd., Ste. 300

Westminster, CO 80030

(b)(6) per EOIR

Fax (303) 433-2823

Qualified Representative for Respondent
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I, Laura Lunn, hereby certify that on March 16, 2020, I served a true and correct copy of the
foregoing RESPONDENT’S MOTION TO RECONSIDER to the Department of Homeland

Security Office of the Chief Counsel via USPS at:

DHS/ICE Office of Chief Counsel - AUR
12445 East Caley Ave.
Centennial, CO 80111-5663

Christopher S. Kelly, Chief
Immigration Law and Practice Division
DHS/ICE

500 12" Street, SW, Mailstop 5900
Washington, DC 20536-5900

i

Latra Lunn
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LS, Department of Justice OMB#1125-6005
Executive Office for Immigration Review Notice of Entry of Appearance as Attorney ox
Board of Innnigration Appeals Representative Before the Board of Immigration Appeals

(Type o Pring ALIEN (“A*) NUMBER
NAME AND ADDPRESS OF REPRESENTED PARTY (Provide A- number of the party represeited or
(b):ﬁ) per EOIR Evi-ael cpani this case.)
~ (First) © (Middic Initial) (Last) USCIS Visa Appeal (Provide bercficiary
name)
cfo DHSACE 3130 N Oakland Street
{Number and Street) (Apt. No.) Fine (Provide fine number)

Aurora CO 80010

Disciplinary case (Provide docket number)

(City) (State) {Zip Code)

Afttorney or Representative {please checlt one of the following):

I'aman attorney eligible to practice law in, and a member in good standing of, the bar of the highest court(s) of the following
states(s), possession(s), territory(ies), commonwealth(s), or the District of Columbia (use additional space on reverse side if
uecessary) and I am not subject to any order disbarring, suspending, enjaining, restraining or ofherwise restricting me in the
practice of law in any jurisdiction (if subject to such an order, do not check this box and explain on reverse),

Full Name of Court Oregon Supreme Court Bar Number (if applicable) 141480

D Lam a representative acoredited (o appear before the Executive Office for Immigraiion Review as defined in 8 C.IR. §
1292.1(x)(4} with the following recognized organization:

D L am a law student or law praduate of an accredited U.S. law school as defined in § C.ER, § 1292, 1(a)(2).

7] 1 am a reputable individual as defined in 8 CF.R. § 1292.1(=)(3).

Ij [ am an acoredited foreign government official, as defined in 8 C.F.R. § 1291,1{a)(5), from {couniry).
D 1 am a person who was authorized {o practice on December 23, 1952, under § C.F.R, § 1292.1(b).

Afttoriney or Represeniative (jlease check one of the following):
I hereby enter my appeavance as allorney or representative for, and at the request of, the parly named above,
I:l EOIR has ordered the provision of a Qualified Representative for the party named above and T appear in that capacity.

I have read and understand the statements provided on the reverse side of this form that set forth the regulations and conditions
govorning appearances and representations before the Board of Immigration Appeals. 1 declare under penalty of pejury under the
laws of the United States of America thai the foregoing is true and correct.

SIGNATURE.OF ATTORNEY QR-RERRESENTATIVE EOIR ID NUMBER DATE
X ) P CRE07661 5/2% / 2017
\ "__..f [ Y "\\v w

i et
NAME O ATTORNEY OR REPRESENTATIVE, ADDRESS, FAX & PHONE NUMBERS, & EMAIL ADDRESS

Name: Laura P o
{Rirsh (Middle Initial) (Last)
Address: 7301 Federal Blvd.

{Number and Streef)

Woeslminster coO 80030
(City) (State) (Zip Code)

Telephane: 303-433-2812 Facsimile: 303-433-2823 Email: (b){ﬁ) perIR
Check here if new address

Form EDIR - 27
Rev. July 2015
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Indicate Type of Appearance:

Primary Attorney/Representative Ej Non-Primary Attorney/Representalive

I ams providing pro bono representation. Check one: yes E no

Proof of Serviee

I (Name) Laura P. Lunn mailed or delivered a copy of this Form EOIR-27 on (Date) 5 / Z'Z?/ 2017
to the LLIDHS (4.8, Immigration and Customs Enforcement ~ ICE) at_12445 E Caley Avenue Centennial, GO 80111
DDHS (U.S. Citizenship and Immigration Services — USCIS) at

Disgiptinary Counsel at

\ / £ Signature of Person Serving

APPEARANCES - An appearance for each represented party shall be filed on a separate Form EOIR-27 by the attornecy or
representative appearing in each appeal or motion to reopen or motion to reconsider before the Board of Immigration Appeals (see 8
C.F.R. § 1003.38(g)), even though the attorney or representative may have appeared in the case before the Immigration Judge or the
0.8, Citizenship and Immigration Services. If information is omitted from the Form EOIR-27 or it is not properly completed, the
appearance may not be recognized and the accompanying filing may be rejected. When an appearauce is made by a person acting in
a representalive capacity, hisfher personal appearance or signatore constitutes a representation that, under the provisions in § C.F.R,
part 1003, he/she is authorized and qualified to represent individuals and will comply with the EOIR Rules of Professional Conduct
in 8 C.F.R. § 1003.102. Thereafter, substitation or withdrawal may be permitted upon approval by the Board of a request of the
altorney or representative of record in accordance with Matter of Rosales, 19 1&N Dec. 655 (1988), Piease note that appearances for
limited purposes are not permilted, See Matter of Velasquez, 19 1&N Dec. 377, 384 (BIA 1986). Attorneys and Accredited
Representatives (with full accreditation) must first update their address in eRegistry before filing a Form EOIR-27 {hat reflects a
new address.

FREEDOM OF INFORMATION ACT - This form may not be used to request records under the Freedom of Information Act or
the Privacy Act. The manner of requesting such records is in 28 C.F.R. §§ 16.1-16.1} and appendices. For further information about
requesting records from EOIR under the Freedom of Information Act, see How {o File a Freedom of Information Act {FOIA)
Request With the Executive Office for Immigration Review, available on EOIR's website at http://wwiv.justice.gov/eoir.

PRIVACY ACT NOTICE - The information requested on this form is authorized by 8 U1.8.C. § 1362 and 8 C.F.R, § 1003.3 in
order to enter an appearance to represent a party before the Board of Immigration Appeals. The information you provide is
mandatory and required to enter an appearance. Failure to provide the requested information witl result in an inability to represent a
party or receive notice of actions in a proceeding. EOIR may share this information with othess in accordance with approved routine
uses described in EOIR's system of records notice, EOIR-001, Records and Management Information System, 69 Fed. Reg. 26,179
(May 11, 2004), or its successors and EOIR-003, Practitioner Complaint-Disciplinary Files, 64 Fed, Reg, 49237 (September 1999),

CASES BEFORE EOIR - Automated information about cases before EOIR is available by calling (800) 898-7180 or (246) 314-1500.
ADDITIONAL INFORMATION:

Under the Paperwork Reduction Act, a persen s noi required {o respond to a collection of information untess it displays a valid OMD conirol
number. We try to create forms and instructions that are aecurale, can be easily nnderstood, and which impose the least possible barden on you to
provide us with information. The estimated average time to complete this form is six (6) minutes. ¥ yon have comments regarding {he sccuracy
of this estimate, or suggestions for making this form simpler, you can wrile 1o the Executive Office for Immigration Review, Office of
the General Counsel, 5107 Leesburg Pike, Suile 2600, Falls Churck, Virginia 22041,

| ’ Form EOIR - 27
Rev, July 2015
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From: Wetmore, David H. (ODAG)

Sent: Friday, May 22, 2020 3:12 PM

To: (b)(6) - David Wetmore Email Address|

Subject: Fwd: Welcome to EOIR and Training Information

Attachments: New BIA Chairman Training Agenda - May 26-June 10.pdf; ATT00001.htm; Webinar

Logistics - Attendees.pdf; ATT00002.htm; GoToWebinar Participant Demo.MP4;
ATT00003.htm

David H. Wetmore

Associate Deputy Attorney General
Office of the Deputy Attorney General
U.S. Department of Justice

Office: (b) (6)
Mobile (©) (6)

Begin forwarded message:

From: "LERS, EOIR (EOIR)" <EOIR.LERS@EOIR.USDOJ.GOV>
Date: May 22, 2020 at 3:03:54 PM EDT

To: "Wetmore, David (EOIR) OIG) "Wetmore, David H.
(ODAG) (b) (6)

Cc: "Adams Milam, Amanda J. (EOIR) OIG)
Subject: FW: Welcome to EOIR and Training Information
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Program Dates: May 26 - June 10, 2020

TRAINING AGENDA

NEW CHIEF ADJUDICATOR TRAINING FOR THE
CHAIRMAN OF THE BOARD OF IMMIGRATION APPEALS

Executive Office for Immigration Review, Office of Policy
Legal Education and Research Services Division (LERS)

All sessions will take place using the GoToWebinar platform, unless otherwise indicated.

All times are shown in Eastern Daylight Time.

Points of contact: Email EOIR.LERS@usdoj.gov with questions, comments, or suggestions.

If you need more immediate assistance, please contact a LERS team member.

Tuesday, May 26

8:30 a.m. 8:40 a.m.

8:40 a.am. 9:00 a.m.

9:00 a.m. 9:45 a.m.

9:45a.m. 10:30 a.m.

10:30 a.m. 10:55a.m.

11:00 a.m. 12:00 p.m.

Document ID: 0.7.7446.35453-000005

Training Introduction and
Technology Overview

Introduction to the Structure and
Operations of EOIR

Admission, Immigration Status, and
Removability

Alienage & Claims of
United States Citizenship

Burdens of Proof and
Shifting Burdens under the Act

BIA Standards of Review

LERS Staff

Kate Sheehey
Chief Management Officer,
ooD

Earle Wilson
Board Member, BIA

S. Kathleen Pepper
Temporary Board Member,
BIA

Daniel Daugherty
Assistant Chief
Immigration Judge, OClJ

Daniel Daugherty
Assistant Chief
Immigration Judge, OCI/

Ellen Liebowitz
Board Member, BiA
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1:00 p.m. 1:30 p.m.

1:30 p.m. 2:15 p.m.

2:15p.m. 2:45 p.m.

2:50 p.m. 3:15 p.m.

3:20 p.m. 4:00 p.m.

4:00 p.m. 4:55 p.m.

OTHER WORK & LUNCH

Credibility & Corroboration

CASE EXERCISE:
Credibility & Corroboration —
Common Issues Arising in
Applications for Relief

Discretionary Determinations —
Weighing Relevant Factors

Voluntary Departure/Withdrawal of
Application for Admission

Non-Lawful Permanent
Resident Cancellation of Removal

Lawful Permanent Resident
Cancellation of Removal

Edward Kelly
Board Member, BIA

Edward Kelly
Board Member, BIA

Michael Baird
Immigration Judge, OClJ

Keith Hunsucker
Board Member, BIA

Michael Baird
Immigration Judge, OCl/

Deborah Goodwin
Board Member, BIA

Joan Geller
Attorney Advisor, BIA

Sirce Owen
Assistant Chief
Immigration Judge, OClJ

Deborah Goodwin
Board Member, BIA

Wednesday, May 27

8:10a.m. 9:00 a.m.

Document ID: 0.7.7446.35453-000005

Adjustment of Status &
Waivers of Inadmissibility

Sirce Owen
Assistant Chief
Immigration Judge, OCl/

Deborah Goodwin
Board Member, BIA
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9:05a.m. 10:00 a.m.

10:00 a.m. 10:45a.m.

Challenges Facing the BIA

GoToMeeting

Conditional Lawful Permanent
Resident Status and Waivers

Charles Adkins-Blanch
Vice Chairman, BIA

Jake Walker
Director of Operations, BIA

Board Members, BIA
Sirce Owen

Assistant Chief
Immigration Judge, OClJ

Deborah Goodwin
Board Member, BIA

10:50 a.m. 11:30 a.m.

12:30 p.m. 1:10 p.m.

1:10 p.m. 2:00 p.m.

2:05p.m. 2:45p.m.

2:45 p.m. 3:15 p.m.

Document ID: 0.7.7446.35453-000005

Asylum, Withholding of
Removal, and the Convention
Against Torture — PART 1

OTHER WORK & LUNCH

Asylum, Withholding of
Removal, and the Convention
Against Torture — PART 2

Asylum, Withholding of
Removal, and the Convention
Against Torture - PART 3

Specialized Proceedings — PART 1
Credible Fear, Reasonable Fear,
Asylum-Only, Withholding-Only

Specialized Proceedings — PART 2
Claimed Status Review, Rescission,
Deportation, and Exclusion

Charles Adkins-Blanch
Vice Chairman, BIA

Karen Hope,
Attorney Advisor and Legal
Staff Onboarding Coordinator,
BIA

Charles Adkins-Blanch

Vice Chairman, BIA

Karen Hope,
Attorney Advisor and Legal
Staff Onboarding Coordinator,
BIA

Charles Adkins-Blanch
Vice Chairman, BIA

Karen Hope,
Attorney Advisor and Legal
Staff Onboarding Coordinator,
BiA

Sirce Owen
Assistant Chief
Immigration Judge, OClJ

Sirce Owen
Assistant Chief
Immigration Judge, OClJ
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Hugh Mullane

Criminal Immigration Issues — Board Member, BIA
3:20 p.m. 4:00 p.m. Crimes, Convictions,
Sentences, and Vacaturs John Crossett

Attorney Advisor, BIA

Hugh Mullane
Board Member, BIA

CASE EXERCISE:
Criminal Immigration Issues —
Analyzing Crimes, Convictions,
Sentences, and Vacaturs

4:00 p.m. 5:00 p.m.
John Crossett
Attorney Advisor, BIA

Thursday, May 28

Hugh Mullane
Criminal Immigration Issues — Board Member, BIA
8:15a.m. 9:10 a.m. The Categorical Approach
and Divisibility John Crossett
Attorney Advisor, BIA
CASE EXERCISE: Hugh Mullane
Criminal Immigration Issues — Board Member, BIA
9:10 a.m. 10:00 a.m. Applying the Categorical Approach
and Divisibility to Criminal Statutes John Crossett
and Records of Conviction Attorney Advisor, BIA

Sirce Owen
Assistant Chief
Immigration Judge, OCIJ

Bond Proceedings &

10:05a.m. 10:55am. Custody Issues — PART 1

Sirce Owen
Assistant Chief
Immigration Judge, OClJ

Bond Proceedings &

TR oo Custody Issues — PART 2

Beth Liebmann
Senior Legal Advisor, BIA
11:45 a.m. 12:15 p.m. Motions —PART 1
Susan Berry
Attorney Advisor, BIA
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OTHER WORK & LUNCH

Sirce Owen
Assistant Chief
Immigration Judge, OCIJ
1:15p.m. 1:45 p.m. Motions — PART 2 - 2
V. Stuart Couch
Board Member, BIA

Sirce Owen
Assistant Chief

e Immigration Judge, OCIJ

1:45p.m. 2:15 p.m. Reaching Decisions in

Bond Proceedings Michael Baird

Immigration Judge, OClJ

Sirce Owen
Assistant Chief
Immigration Judge, OClJ

2:15p.m. 3:00 p.m. Juvenile Cases
Daniel Cicchini
Associate General Counsel,
0GC

Determinin i

3:05 p.m. 3:50 p.m. g ) Jar_:k e A
Mental Competence Immigration Judge, OClJ

Implementing Court-Mandated
P S Jack Weil

3:55p.m. 4:50 p.m. Safeguards and Protections

Immigration Judge, OCIJ
for Incompetent Respondents 9 g

Friday, May 29

Ana Mann
Board Member, BIA

8:00a.m. 9:00 a.m. Visa Petition Proceedings
Gabe Gonzalez
Attorney Advisor, BIA
Administered by
9:00a.m. 12:00 p.m. Exam LERS Staff
5
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2:.00 pm. 3:25 p.m.

3:30 p.m. 5:00 p.m.

OTHER WORK & LUNCH

Emergency Stay and

Federal Court Remand Processes

Oral Argument, Amicus, Supplemental
Briefing, Publication, and Attorney
General Certification and Decision

Processes

S. Kathleen Pepper
Temporary Board Member,
BIA

Beth Liebmann
Senior Legal Advisors, BIA

Christopher Gearin
Paralegal Team Leader, BIA

Carolyn Elliot
Veronica Rubi
Senior Legal Advisors, BIA

Donna Carr
Chief Clerk, BIA

Alexis Fooshé
Chief, Communications and
Legislative Affairs Division,

OP

Monday, June 1

8:30 a.am. 9:25 a.m.

9:30a.m. 10:25a.m.

Document ID: 0.7.7446.35453-000005

Introduction to the Board’s

Senior Legal Advisors

Introduction to Board Member
Processes and Responsibilities

Carolyn Elliot
Brooke Grandle
Beth Liebmann

Amy Minton

Mark Noferi

Veronica Rubi

Senior Legal Advisors, BIA

Charles Adkins-Blanch
Vice Chairman, BIA

Ellen Liebowitz
Board Member, BIA
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Charles Adkins-Blanch
Vice Chairman, BIA

CAll: Donna Carr
10:30a.m. 11:30a.m. BIA Dashboard and CASE Chief Clerk, BIA
William Robinson
Senior Program Manager,
BIA

OTHER WORK & LUNCH
Charles Adkins-Blanch
Vice Chairman, BIA
Overview of Supervisory Structure and Jake Walker
1:30 p.m. 2:55 p.m. Responsibilities, Case Priorities, and Director of Operations,
Docket Management Matters BIA

Donna Carr
Chief Clerk, BIA

Kate Sheehey
Chief Management Officer,
ooD

Lauren Alder Reid
Assistant Director, OP
Working with the Office of the Director,

3:00p.m. 3:55 pm Office of Policy, Office of the General Jill Anderson
' Tage B i Counsel, Office of Administration, and General Counsel, OGC
Office of Information Technology
Lisa Ward
Assistant Director,
Admin
Edward So

Assistant Director, OIT

0566

Document ID: 0.7.7446.35453-000005



Tuesday, June 2

Sirce Owen
8:30 a.m. 9:25 am. Case Maf:agement —PART1 Damgl Daugh_erty
(Controlling the Courtroom) Assistant Chief

Immigration Judges, OClJ

Sirce Owen
Assistant Chief
; ; Case Management — PART 2 Immigration Judge, OCIJ
9302, 25, (Managing the Docket)
V. Stuart Couch

Board Member, BIA

Board Members, BIA

10:30 a.m. 12:00 p.m. En Banc Board Meetin
P . lake Walker

Director of Operations,
BIA

OTHER WORK & LUNCH

Charles Adkins-Blanch
Vice Chairman, BIA

Garry Malphrus
Board Member, BIA

Jake Walker
Director of Operations,
Detailed Overview of the Structure and BIA
1:30 p.m. 3:00 p.m. Operations of the BIA and the
BlA’s Case Flow Process Julia Egy
Senior Panel Attorney, BIA
Karen Phillips-Savoy
Senior Panel Attorney, BIA
Yasmin Elhady
Attorney Team Leader,
BIA
Leading and Managing the BIA's Jake Walker
3:05p.m. 4:00 p.m. Adjudication and Director of Operations,
Adjudication Support Teams BIA
8
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Cynthia Crosby
Executive Officer, BIA

Donna Carr

Introduction to the BIA’s
Chief Clerk, BIA

4:05 p.m. 5:00 p.m. Executive Office, Office of the Clerk, and

Information Technology Office William Robinson

Senior Program Manager,
BIA

Wednesday, June 3

Jlames McDaniel

Physical Security and Personnel Security : :
Deputy Assistant Director,

8:30 am. 9:25 a.m. g : )
in the Immigration Courts

Admin
Introduction to the Employee Labor Sandy Reinfurt
9:30a.m. 10:25 a.m. Relations Office and Key Management Acting Chief, Employee
Principles for AClJs Labor Relations, OGC

Maria Coleman

Managing Performance and the Associate General Counsel,
10:30 a.m. 11:25a.m. : 5
Performance Appraisal Process Employee Labor Relations,
0GC

Board Member Performance

11:30 a.m. 12:00 p.m. Standards Charles Adiins Blanch

Vice Chairman, BIA
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2:00 p.m. 2:55p.m.

3:00 p.m. 3:55p.m.

4:00 p.m. 5:00 p.m.

OTHER WORK & LUNCH

Labor Issues

Misconduct and Discipline

EOIR’s Judicial Conduct and
Professionalism Unit

Charles Barksdale
Associate General Counsel,
Employee Labor Relations,

0oGC

Adam Brill
Associate General Counsel,
Employee Labor Relations,

0GC

Adam Brill
Associate General Counsel,
Employee Labor Relations,

oGC

Daniel Swanwick
Temporary Board Member,
BIA

Thursday, June 5

9:00a.m. 10:00a.m.

10:00 a.m. 10:25a.m.

Document ID: 0.7.7446.35453-000005

Media, the BIA, and
the Immigration Courts

Office of Legal Access Programs (OLAP)

10

Alexis Fooshé
Chief, Communications and
Legislative Affairs Division,
oP

Kathryn Mattingly
Assistant Press Secretary,
Communications and

Legislative Affairs Division, OP

Steven Lang
Director of Legal Access
Programs, OLAP,
oP
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10:30 a.m. 11:25a.m.

Office of Equal Employment
Opportunity (EEO),
Office of the Ombuds,
and Diversity Program

Andrew Press
EEO Director, OOD

Lisa Levine
Ombuds, 00D

Kimberly Wilkins
Diversity Program Coordinator,
Communications and
Legislative Affairs Division, OP

11:30a.m. 12:00 p.m.

Freedom of Information Act (FOIA)

OTHER WORK & LUNCH

Shelley M. O’Hara
Attorney Advisor,
0GC

2:00 p.m. 2:55p.m.

Space & Facilities Management and
Office of Procurement Services

Mary Costa
Chief, Space and Facilities
Management Staff,
Admin

Gary Carsten
Deputy Chief, Space and
Facilities Management
Staff, Admin

Patricia Hoffman
Deputy Chief, Office of
Procurement Services,

Admin

3:00 p.m. 3:30 p.m.

Fraud and Abuse
Prevention Program

Paul Monsky
Acting Fraud and Abuse
Prevention Counsel,
0GC

3:30 p.m. 4:00 p.m.

Attorney Discipline Program

Paul Rodrigues
EOQIR Disciplinary Counsel,
0GC

4:05 p.m. 5:00 p.m.

Government Ethics for
EOIR Adjudicators

Christopher Cox
Associate General Counsel
for Ethics, OGC

Document ID: 0.7.7446.35453-000005
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Friday, June 6

Melissa Bauder
Chief, Immigration Law

Division, OP
EOIR Policies, Manuals, Guides, and Scott Rosen
Electronic Resources Chief Counsel to the Chief

Immigration Judge, OClJ
OPPMs, PMs, Chairman’s Memoranda,

8:30a.m. 9:25am. the Pending Policy Manual, BIA and Austin Lin
Immigration Court Practice Manuals, Counsel to the Deputy Chief
the EOIR Style Guide, BIA Style Manual, Immigration Judge, OClJ
and EOIR and Component
Electronic Resources Mark Noferi

Senior Legal Advisor, BIA

Joseph Kassell
Attorney Advisor, BIA

Sirce Owen
Eigag g Wit Attorrigys Im m;q i:i:nnju?ifocu
9:30 a.m. 10:30 a.m. and Respondents & 4 -

Courtroom Management Vi Stk Coiiakt

Board Member, BIA

OTHER WORK & LUNCH

Introduction to the BIA’s Team Leaders, BIA
Team Leaders (TLs) and
2:00 p.m. 3:00 p.m. - (Tis) :
Supervisory Case Management Supervisory Case Management
Specialists (SCMSs) Specialists, BIA

Monday, June 8

Sirce Owen
Assistant Chief
Immigration Judge, OClJ

gA a G595 ik Lang.uage.Obllgatlons & _ Karen Mann_a _
Working with Interpreters Chief, Language Services Unit,
ocu
Ray Perron

Deputy Chief, OClJ

12
0571
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Recording Proceedings Using

9:30 a.m. 10:25 a.m. Digital Audio Recording (DAR)
and ECAS Overview —PART 1

Recording Proceedings Using

10:30 a.m. 11:30a.m. Digital Audio Recording (DAR)
and ECAS Overview —PART 2

OTHER WORK & LUNCH

Domestic Violence,

R EAEE Human Trafficking & Collateral Visas

Receipt of Evidence — Building an

T TR Evidentiary Record

Conducting Hearings by Video

Zogpm 2:5pm. Teleconference — PART 1

Using Courtroom

3:00 p.m. 4:00 p.m. Bench Technologies

Sirce Owen
Assistant Chief

Immigration Judge, OClJ

OIT Training Team

Sirce Owen
Assistant Chief
Immigration Judge, OCIlJ

OIT Training Team

Sirce Owen
Assistant Chief
Immigration Judge, OClJ

Ryan Wood
Assistant Chief
Immigration Judge, OClJ

Ryan Wood
Theresa Scala
Assistant Chief

Immigration Judges, OCl/

Theresa Scala
Assistant Chief
Immigration Judge, OCIJ

OIT Training Team

Tuesday, June 9

Conducting a Master
8:30a.m. 9:25a.m. Calendar Hearing & Docketing
Cases for Hearing

CASE EXERCISE:
Conducting a Master
Calendar Hearing & Docketing
Cases for Hearing

9:30 a.m. 10:25a.m.

13
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Sirce Owen
Renae Hansell

Assistant Chief
Immigrationfudges, OClJ

Sirce Owen
Renae Hansell

Assistant Chief
ImmigrationJudges, OClJ
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10:30a.m. 11:25a.m.

11:30 a.m. 12:30 p.m.

2:00 p.m. 3:00 p.m.

3:00 p.m. 3:55 p.m.

4:00 p.m. 5:00 p.m.

Conducting an
Individual Hearing

CASE EXERCISE:
Conducting an
Individual Hearing

OTHER WORK & LUNCH

Issuing a Decision: Components and

Structure of a Decision —
Shortened 1) Decisions Video

CASE EXERCISE:
Structuring and Issuing
a Judicial Decision—
Mock Hearing Video

CASE EXERCISE:
Structuring and Issuing

a Judicial Decision — ROP Review and

Decision Preparation — PART 1

Sirce Owen
Daniel Daugherty
Assistant Chief
ImmigrationJudges, OClJ

Sirce Owen
Daniel Daugherty
Assistant Chief
ImmigrationJudges, OClJ

Irene Feldman
Daniel Daugherty
Assistant Chief
Immigration Judges, OClJ

Irene Feldman
Daniel Daugherty
Assistant Chief
Immigration Judges, OClJ

Irene Feldman
Daniel Daugherty
Assistant Chief
Immigration Judges, OClJ

Wednesday, June 10

8:30 am. 9:25 a.m.

9:30 a.m. 10:25a.m.

10:30 a.m. 11:25a.m.

Document ID: 0.7.7446.35453-000005

CASE EXERCISE:
Structuring and Issuing

a Judicial Decision — ROP Review and

Decision Preparation — PART 2

CASE EXERCISE:
Structuring and Issuing
a Judicial Decision —
Delivery & Feedback

CASE EXERCISE:
Refining and Issuing a
Complex Judicial Decision —
Fact Pattern Review and

Preparation of Decision — PART 1

14

Irene Feldman
Daniel Daugherty
Assistant Chief
ImmigrationJudges, OClJ

Irene Feldman
Daniel Daugherty
Assistant Chief
Immigration Judges, OClJ

Irene Feldman
Daniel Daugherty
Assistant Chief
ImmigrationJudges, OClJ
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11:30 a.m. 12:30 p.m.

CASE EXERCISE:
Refining and Issuing a
Complex Judicial Decision —
Fact Pattern Review and
Preparation of Decision — PART 2

OTHER WORK & LUNCH

Irene Feldman
Daniel Daugherty
Assistant Chief
Immigration Judges, OClJ

Document ID: 0.7.7446.35453-000005

2:00 p.m. 3:00 p.m.

3:00 pm. 3:55p.m.

4:00 p.m. 5:00 p.m.

CASE EXERCISE:
Refining and Issuing a
Complex Judicial Decision -
Delivery & Feedback —

Litigation Update

Appellate Immigration Judge and
Immigration Judge Hiring Process

15

Irene Feldman
Daniel Daugherty
Assistant Chief
ImmigrationJudges, OCLJ

Christina Baptista
Senior Counsel for Immigration,
oGC

Daniel Cicchini
Associate General Counsel,
0GC

Kate Sheehey
Chief Management Officer, 00D
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U.S. Department of Justice

Office of Legislative Affairs

Office of the Assistant Attorney General Washington, D.C. 20530

NOV 01 201

The Honorable Joaquin Castro
U.S. House of Representatives
Washington, DC 20515

Dear Chairman Castro:

This responds to your letters to the Attorney General dated October 23, 2018, and August
15, 2019, regarding the use of video-teleconference (VTC) capabilities in immigration
proceedings for unaccompanied alien children (UAC) in HHS custody. We apologize for the
delay in responding to your letters. We are sending identical responses to the other Members
who joined your letters.

As authorized by the Immigration and Nationality Act and associated regulations, the
Executive Office for Immigration Review (EOIR) within the Department of Justice (Department)
hears cases by video teleconferencing (VTC), primarily in situations where the respondent is
detained. EOIR has utilized VTC since the 1990s, and it has been authorized by statute since
1996. Use of VTC enables coverage in locations where EOIR does not have an ongoing physical
presence, creates greater flexibility in docket management, and reduces dark courtrooms
allowing aliens to receive more timely adjudications. All EOIR courtrooms are outfitted with
VTC equipment, and all immigration judges may hear cases by VTC as warranted. EOIR
follows all applicable law in adjudicating cases, regardless of whether the case is heard in
person, by telephone, or by VTC.

EOIR has conducted approximately 80 hearings in UAC cases by VTC from an HHS
facility since September 2018, though not all of those hearings have resulted in case
completions. Different hearings in one case may be heard by different methods. For
comparative reference, as of September 20, 2019, EOIR has 91,203 pending UAC cases,
including cases of UAC in HHS custody. In FY 2018, EOIR completed 13,363 UAC cases. Of
those, 231 were completed by VTC.

The number of UAC that appear before EOIR via VTC from an HHS facility varies from
week to week. The average is approximately 1.5 per week since September 2018. EOIR has
conducted approximately 80 hearings in UAC cases by VTC from an HHS facility since
September 2018, broken down below.
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Phoenix 33
San Antonio 4
TOTAL 80

Although VTC may be used for either master calendar or individual (merits) hearings, current
VTC usage for UAC cases at an HHS facility typically consists of master calendar hearings. No
immigration judge is conducting exclusively UAC hearings by VTC.

As the custodian of UAC, HHS determines which UAC respondents are brought to an
immigration court in person and which appear by VTC from the HHS facility. HHS notifies the
immigration court of HHS’s decision as to whether a respondent will appear in-person or by
VTC. Many of the respondents selected by HHS for a VTC appearance are either seeking
voluntary departure or have cases classified by HHS as Category 4 cases (being in HHS custody
for more than 75 days with no identified sponsor). Many of the cases selected by HHS for a
VTC appearance have been screened by a legal services provider. EOIR provides notice of a
hearing to the respondent or, if applicable, to the respondent’s representative of record. The
Department defers to HHS for further information regarding its process for determining which
cases are amenable to VTC appearances.

New immigration judges receive training regarding the handling of juvenile dockets, as
well as training on cases involving domestic violence and human trafficking. New immigration
judges further receive training on determining mental competence and related safeguards and
protections. Additionally, judges presiding over cases in any immigration court in California,
Washington, or Arizona receive additional, detailed training specific to procedures and
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protections required by the permanent injunction and implementation order issued in Franco-
Gonzalez v. Holder.

EOIR presents an annual legal training program for all immigration judges. Although the
topics of training may vary, the following topics were included in recent years:
e Mental health and competency issues in proceedings;
o Adjudicating juvenile cases and handling associated issues in those case related to
juvenile respondents and witnesses in those cases; and
o Adjudicating asylum cases, which covered juvenile-related asylum issues and
testimonial evidence in cases involving victims of trauma.

Immigration judges are expected to adhere to all applicable laws and policies in
adjudicating cases to ensure that due process is preserved in all immigration court proceedings,
including those of children. EOIR has not issued any policy memoranda or directives
specifically regarding the types of hearings described in your letter. EOIR policies related to the
handling of immigration cases, including cases heard by VTC and cases of children, are available
online at https://www.justice.gov/eoir/statistics-and-publications. :

We hope this information is helpful. Please do not hesitate to contact this office if we
may provide additional assistance regarding this or any other matter.

en E. Boyd
Assistant Attorney General
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U.S. Department of Justice

Office of Legislative Affairs

Office of the Assistant Attorney General Washington, D.C. 20530
OCT g 3 2018

The Honorable Zoe Lofgren
U.S. House of Representatives
Washington, DC 20515

Dear Congresswoman Lofgren:

This responds to your letters to the Attorney General dated October 23, 2018, and August
15, 2019, regarding the use of video-teleconference (VTC) capabilities in immigration
proceedings for unaccompanied alien children (UAC) in HHS custody. We apologize for the
delay in responding to your letters. We are sending identical responses to the other Members
who joined your letters.

As authorized by the Immigration and Nationality Act and associated regulations, the
Executive Office for Immigration Review (EOIR) within the Department of Justice (Department)
hears cases by video teleconferencing (VTC), primarily in situations where the respondent is
detained. EOIR has utilized VTC since the 1990s, and it has been authorized by statute since
1996. Use of VTC enables coverage in locations where EOIR does not have an ongoing physical
presence, creates greater flexibility in docket management, and reduces dark courtrooms
allowing aliens to receive more timely adjudications. All EOIR courtrooms are outfitted with
VTC equipment, and all immigration judges may hear cases by VTC as warranted. EOIR
follows all applicable law in adjudicating cases, regardless of whether the case is heard in
person, by telephone, or by VTC.

EOIR has conducted approximately 80 hearings in UAC cases by VTC from an HHS
facility since September 2018, though not all of those hearings have resulted in case
completions. Different hearings in one case may be heard by different methods. For
comparative reference, as of September 20, 2019, EOIR has 91,203 pending UAC cases,
including cases of UAC in HHS custody. In FY 2018, EOIR completed 13,363 UAC cases. Of
those, 231 were completed by VTC.

The number of UAC that appear before EOIR via VTC from an HHS facility varies from
week to week. The average is approximately 1.5 per week since September 2018. EOIR has
conducted approximately 80 hearings in UAC cases by VTC from an HHS facility since
September 2018, broken down below.
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Although VTC may be used for either master calendar or individual (merits) hearings, current
VTC usage for UAC cases at an HHS facility typically consists of master calendar hearings. No
immigration judge is conducting exclusively UAC hearings by VTC.

As the custodian of UAC, HHS determines which UAC respondents are brought to an
immigration court in person and which appear by VTC from the HHS facility. HHS notifies the
immigration court of HHS’s decision as to whether a respondent will appear in-person or by
VTC. Many of the respondents selected by HHS for a VTC appearance are either seeking
voluntary departure or have cases classified by HHS as Category 4 cases (being in HHS custody
for more than 75 days with no identified sponsor). Many of the cases selected by HHS for a
VTC appearance have been screened by a legal services provider. EOIR provides notice of a
hearing to the respondent or, if applicable, to the respondent’s representative of record. The
Department defers to HHS for further information regarding its process for determining which
cases are amenable to VTC appearances.

New immigration judges receive training regarding the handling of juvenile dockets, as
well as training on cases involving domestic violence and human trafficking. New immigration
judges further receive training on determining mental competence and related safeguards and
protections. Additionally, judges presiding over cases in any immigration court in California,
Washington, or Arizona receive additional, detailed training specific to procedures and
protections required by the permanent injunction and implementation order issued in Franco-
Gonzalez v. Holder.

EOIR presents an annual legal training program for all immigration judges. Although the
topics of training may vary, the following topics were included in recent years:
e Mental health and competency issues in proceedings;
e Adjudicating juvenile cases and handling associated issues in those case related to
juvenile respondents and witnesses in those cases; and
¢ Adjudicating asylum cases, which covered juvenile-related asylum issues and
testimonial evidence in cases involving victims of trauma.
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Immigration judges are expected to adhere to all applicable laws and policies in
adjudicating cases to ensure that due process is preserved in all immigration court proceedings,
including those of children. EOIR has not issued any policy memoranda or directives
specifically regarding the types of hearings described in your letter. EOIR policies related to the
handling of immigration cases, including cases heard by VTC and cases of children, are available
online at https://www.justice.gov/eoir/statistics-and-publications.

We hope this information is helpful. Please do not hesitate to contact this office if we
may provide additional assistance regarding this or any other matter.

incerely,

Stephen E. Boyd
Assistant Attorney General
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U.S. Department of Justice

Office of Legislative Affairs

Office of the Assistant Attorney General Washington, D.C. 20530
NOV 01 2019

The Honorable Ruben Gallego
U.S. House of Representatives
Washington, DC 20515

Dear Congressman Gallego:

This responds to your letters to the Attorney General dated October 23, 2018, and August
15, 2019, regarding the use of video-teleconference (VTC) capabilities in immigration
proceedings for unaccompanied alien children (UAC) in HHS custody. We apologize for the
delay in responding to your letters. We are sending identical responses to the other Members
who joined your letters.

As authorized by the Immigration and Nationality Act and associated regulations, the
Executive Office for Immigration Review (EOIR) within the Department of Justice (Department)
hears cases by video teleconferencing (VTC), primarily in situations where the respondent is
detained. EOIR has utilized VTC since the 1990s, and it has been authorized by statute since
1996. Use of VTC enables coverage in locations where EOIR does not have an ongoing physical
presence, creates greater flexibility in docket management, and reduces dark courtrooms
allowing aliens to receive more timely adjudications. All EOIR courtrooms are outfitted with
VTC equipment, and all immigration judges may hear cases by VTC as warranted. EOIR
follows all applicable law in adjudicating cases, regardless of whether the case is heard in
person, by telephone, or by VTC.

EOIR has conducted approximately 80 hearings in UAC cases by VTC from an HHS
facility since September 2018, though not all of those hearings have resulted in case
completions. Different hearings in one case may be heard by different methods. For
comparative reference, as of September 20, 2019, EOIR has 91,203 pending UAC cases,
including cases of UAC in HHS custody. In FY 2018, EOIR completed 13,363 UAC cases. Of
those, 231 were completed by VTC.

The number of UAC that appear before EOIR via VTC from an HHS facility varies from
week to week. The average is approximately 1.5 per week since September 2018. EOIR has
conducted approximately 80 hearings in UAC cases by VTC from an HHS facility since
September 2018, broken down below.
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Although VTC may be used for either master calendar or individual (merits) hearings, current
VTC usage for UAC cases at an HHS facility typically consists of master calendar hearings. No
immigration judge is conducting exclusively UAC hearings by VTC.

As the custodian of UAC, HHS determines which UAC respondents are brought to an
immigration court in person and which appear by VTC from the HHS facility. HHS notifies the
immigration court of HHS’s decision as to whether a respondent will appear in-person or by
VTC. Many of the respondents selected by HHS for a VTC appearance are either seeking
voluntary departure or have cases classified by HHS as Category 4 cases (being in HHS custody
for more than 75 days with no identified sponsor). Many of the cases selected by HHS for a
VTC appearance have been screened by a legal services provider. EOIR provides notice of a
hearing to the respondent or, if applicable, to the respondent’s representative of record. The
Department defers to HHS for further information regarding its process for determining which
cases are amenable to VTC appearances.

New immigration judges receive training regarding the handling of juvenile dockets, as
well as training on cases involving domestic violence and human trafficking. New immigration
judges further receive training on determining mental competence and related safeguards and
protections. Additionally, judges presiding over cases in any immigration court in California,
Washington, or Arizona receive additional, detailed training specific to procedures and
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protections required by the permanent injunction and implementation order issued in Franco-
Gonzalez v. Holder.

EOIR presents an annual legal training program for all immigration judges. Although the
topics of training may vary, the following topics were included in recent years:
e Mental health and competency issues in proceedings;
¢ Adjudicating juvenile cases and handling associated issues in those case related to
juvenile respondents and witnesses in those cases; and
¢ Adjudicating asylum cases, which covered juvenile-related asylum issues and
testimonial evidence in cases involving victims of trauma.

Immigration judges are expected to adhere to all applicable laws and policies in
adjudicating cases to ensure that due process is preserved in all immigration court proceedings,
including those of children. EOIR has not issued any policy memoranda or directives
specifically regarding the types of hearings described in your letter. EOIR policies related to the
handling of immigration cases, including cases heard by VTC and cases of children, are available
online at https://www.justice.gov/eoir/statistics-and-publications.

We hope this information is helpful. Please do not hesitate to contact this office if we
may provide additional assistance regarding this or any other matter.

phen E. Boyd
Assistant Attorney General
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U.S. Departmenf of Justice

Office of Legislative Affairs

Office of the Assistant Attorney General Washington, D.C. 20530
NOV 01 2019

The Honorable Nanette Diaz Barragan
U.S. House of Representatives
Washington, DC 20515

Dear Congresswoman Barragan:

This responds to your letter to the Attorney General dated August 15, 2019, regarding the
use of video-teleconference (VTC) capabilities in immigration proceedings for unaccompanied
alien children (UAC) in HHS custody. We apologize for the delay in responding to your letters.
We are sending identical responses to the other Members who joined your letters.

As authorized by the Immigration and Nationality Act and associated regulations, the
Executive Office for Immigration Review (EOIR) within the Department of Justice (Department)
hears cases by video teleconferencing (VTC), primarily in situations where the respondent is
detained. EOIR has utilized VTC since the 1990s, and it has been authorized by statute since
1996. Use of VTC enables coverage in locations where EOIR does not have an ongoing physical
presence, creates greater flexibility in docket management, and reduces dark courtrooms
allowing aliens to receive more timely adjudications. All EOIR courtrooms are outfitted with
VTC equipment, and all immigration judges may hear cases by VTC as warranted. EOIR
follows all applicable law in adjudicating cases, regardless of whether the case is heard in
person, by telephone, or by VTC.

EOIR has conducted approximately 80 hearings in UAC cases by VTC from an HHS
facility since September 2018, though not all of those hearings have resulted in case
completions. Different hearings in one case may be heard by different methods. For
comparative reference, as of September 20, 2019, EOIR has 91,203 pending UAC cases,
including cases of UAC in HHS custody. In FY 2018, EOIR completed 13,363 UAC cases. Of
those, 231 were completed by VTC.

The number of UAC that appear before EOIR via VTC from an HHS facility varies from
week to week. The average is approximately 1.5 per week since September 2018. EOIR has
conducted approximately 80 hearings in UAC cases by VTC from an HHS facility since
September 2018, broken down below.
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Although VTC may be used for either master calendar or individual (merits) hearings, current
VTC usage for UAC cases at an HHS facility typically consists of master calendar hearings. No
immigration judge is conducting exclusively UAC hearings by VTC.

As the custodian of UAC, HHS determines which UAC respondents are brought to an
immigration court in person and which appear by VTC from the HHS facility. HHS notifies the
immigration court of HHS’s decision as to whether a respondent will appear in-person or by
VTC. Many of the respondents selected by HHS for a VTC appearance are either seeking
voluntary departure or have cases classified by HHS as Category 4 cases (being-in HHS custody
for more than 75 days with no identified sponsor). Many of the cases selected by HHS for a’
VTC appearance have been screened by a legal services provider. EOIR provides notice of a
hearing to the respondent or, if applicable, to the respondent’s representative of record. The
Department defers to HHS for further information regarding its process for determining which
cases are amenable to VTC appearances.

New immigration judges receive training regarding the handling of juvenile dockets, as
well as training on cases involving domestic violence and human trafficking. New immigration
judges further receive training on determining mental competence and related safeguards and
protections. Additionally, judges presiding over cases in any immigration court in California,
Washington, or Arizona receive additional, detailed training specific to procedures and
protections required by the permanent injunction and implementation order issued in Franco-
Gonzalez v. Holder.
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EOIR presents an annual legal training program for all immigration judges. Although the
topics of training may vary, the following topics were included in recent years:
e Mental health and competency issues in proceedings;
e Adjudicating juvenile cases and handling associated issues in those case related to
juvenile respondents and witnesses in those cases; and
¢ Adjudicating asylum cases, which covered juvenile-related asylum issues and
testimonial evidence in cases involving victims of trauma. ‘

Immigration judges are expected to adhere to all applicable laws and policies in
adjudicating cases to ensure that due process is preserved in all immigration court proceedings,
including those of children. EOIR has not issued any policy memoranda or directives
specifically regarding the types of hearings described in your letter. EOIR policies related to the
handling of immigration cases, including cases heard by VTC and cases of children, are available
online at https://www.justice.gov/eoit/statistics-and-publications.

We hope this information is helpful. Please do not hesitate to contact this office if we
may provide additional assistance regarding this or any other matter.

Assistant Attorney General
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U.S. Department of Justice

Office of Legislative Affairs

Office of the Assistant Attorney General Washington, D.C. 20530

NOV 01 2019

The Honorable Veronica Escobar

U.S. House of Representatives
Washington, DC 20515

Dear Congresswoman Escobar:

This responds to your letter to the Attorney General dated August 15, 2019, regarding the
use of video-teleconference (VTC) capabilities in immigration proceedings for unaccompanied
alien children (UAC) in HHS custody. We apologize for the delay in responding to your letters.
We are sending identical responses to the other Members who joined your letters.

As authorized by the Immigration and Nationality Act and associated regulations, the
Executive Office for Immigration Review (EOIR) within the Department of Justice (Department)
hears cases by video teleconferencing (VTC), primarily in situations where the respondent is
detained. EOIR has utilized VTC since the 1990s, and it has been authorized by statute since
1996. Use of VTC enables coverage in locations where EOIR does not have an ongoing physical
presence, creates greater flexibility in docket management, and reduces dark courtrooms
allowing aliens to receive more timely adjudications. All EQIR courtrooms are outfitted with
VTC equipment, and all immigration judges may hear cases by VIC as warranted. EOIR
follows all applicable law in adjudicating cases, regardless of whether the case is heard in
person, by telephone, or by VTC.

EOIR has conducted approximately 80 hearings in UAC cases by VTC from an HHS
facility since September 2018, though not all of those hearings have resulted in case
completions. Different hearings in one case may be heard by different methods. For
comparative reference, as of September 20, 2019, EOIR has 91,203 pending UAC cases,
including cases of UAC in HHS custody. In FY 2018, EOIR completed 13,363 UAC cases. Of
those, 231 were completed by VTC.

The number of UAC that appear before EOIR via VTC from an HHS facility varies from
week to week. The average is approximately 1.5 per week since September 2018. EOIR has
conducted approximately 80 hearings in UAC cases by VIC from an HHS facility since
September 2018, broken down below.
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Although VTC may be used for either master calendar or individual (merits) hearings, current
VTC usage for UAC cases at an HHS facility typically consists of master calendar hearings. No
immigration judge is conducting exclusively UAC hearings by VTC.

As the custodian of UAC, HHS determines which UAC respondents are brought to an
immigration court in person and which appear by VTC from the HHS facility. HHS notifies the
immigration court of HHS’s decision as to whether a respondent will appear in-person or by
VTC. Many of the respondents selected by HHS for a VTC appearance are either seeking
voluntary departure or have cases classified by HHS as Category 4 cases (being in HHS custody
for more than 75 days with no identified sponsor). Many of the cases selected by HHS for a
VTC appearance have been screened by a legal services provider. EOIR provides notice of a
hearing to the respondent or, if applicable, to the respondent’s representative of record. The
Department defers to HHS for further information regarding its process for determining which
cases are amenable to VTC appearances.

New immigration judges receive training regarding the handling of juvenile dockets, as
well as training on cases involving domestic violence and human trafficking. New immigration
judges further receive training on determining mental competence and related safeguards and
protections. Additionally, judges presiding over cases in any immigration court in California,
Washington, or Arizona receive additional, detailed training specific to procedures and
protections required by the permanent injunction and implementation order issued in Franco-
Gonzalez v. Holder.
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EOIR presents an annual legal training program for all immigration judges. Although the
topics of training may vary, the following topics were included in recent years:
e Mental health and competency issues in proceedings;
¢ Adjudicating juvenile cases and handling associated issues in those case related to
juvenile respondents and witnesses in those cases; and
¢ Adjudicating asylum cases, which covered juvenile-related asylum issues and
testimonial evidence in cases involving victims of trauma.

Immigration judges are expected to adhere to all applicable laws and policies in
adjudicating cases to ensure that due process is preserved in all immigration court proceedings,
including those of children. EOIR has not issued any policy memoranda or directives 4
specifically regarding the types of hearings described in your letter. EOIR policies related to the
handling of immigration cases, including cases heard by VTC and cases of children, are available
online at https://www.justice.gov/eoir/statistics-and-publications.

We hope this information is helpful. Please do not hesitate to contact this office if we
may provide additional assistance regarding this or any other matter.

phen E. Boyd
ssistant Attorney General
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U.S. Department of Justice

Office of Legislative Affairs

Office of the Assistant Attorney General Washington, D.C. 20530

NOV 01 2019

The Honorable Jerrold Nadler
Chairman

Committee on the Judiciary
U.S. House of Representatives

Washington, DC 20515

Dear Chairman Nadler:

This responds to your letters to the Attorney General dated October 23, 2018, and August
15, 2019, regarding the use of video-teleconference (VTC) capabilities in immigration
proceedings for unaccompanied alien children (UAC) in HHS custody. We apologize for the
delay in responding to your letters. We are sending identical responses to the other Members
who joined your letters.

As authorized by the Immigration and Nationality Act and associated regulations, the
Executive Office for Immigration Review (EOIR) within the Department of Justice (Department)
hears cases by video teleconferencing (VTC), primarily in situations where the respondent is
detained. EOIR has utilized VTC since the 1990s, and it has been authorized by statute since
1996. Use of VI'C enables coverage in locations where EOIR does not have an ongoing physical
presence, creates greater flexibility in docket management, and reduces dark courtrooms
allowing aliens to receive more timely adjudications. All EOIR courtrooms are outfitted with
VTC equipment, and all immigration judges may hear cases by VIC as warranted. EOIR
follows all applicable law in adjudicating cases, regardless of whether the case is heard in
person, by telephone, or by VTC.

EOIR has conducted approximately 80 hearings in UAC cases by VTC from an HHS
facility since September 2018, though not all of those hearings have resulted in case
completions. Different hearings in one case may be heard by different methods. For
comparative reference, as of September 20, 2019, EOIR has 91,203 pending UAC cases,
including cases of UAC in HHS custody. In FY 2018, EOIR completed 13,363 UAC cases. Of
those, 231 were completed by VIC.

The number of UAC that appear before EOIR via VI C from an HHS facility varies from
week to week. The average is approximately 1.5 per week since September 2018. EOIR has
conducted approximately 80 hearings in UAC cases by VTC from an HHS facility since
September 2018, broken down below.
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Although VTC may be used for either master calendar or individual (merits) hearings, current
VTC usage for UAC cases at an HHS facility typically consists of master calendar hearings. No
immigration judge is conducting exclusively UAC hearings by VTC.

As the custodian of UAC, HHS determines which UAC respondents are brought to an
immigration court in person and which appear by VTC from the HHS facility. HHS notifies the
immigration court of HHS’s decision as to whether a respondent will appear in-person or by
VTC. Many of the respondents selected by HHS for a VT C appearance are either seeking
voluntary departure or have cases classified by HHS as Category 4 cases (being in HHS custody
for more than 75 days with no identified sponsor). Many of the cases selected by HHS for a
VTC appearance have been screened by a legal services provider. EOIR provides notice of a
hearing to the respondent or, if applicable, to the respondent’s representative of record. The
Department defers to HHS for further information regarding its process for determining which
cases are amenable to VTC appearances.

New immigration judges receive training regarding the handling of juvenile dockets, as
well as training on cases involving domestic violence and human trafficking. New immigration
judges further receive training on determining mental competence and related safeguards and
protections. Additionally, judges presiding over cases in any immigration court in California,
Washington, or Arizona receive additional, detailed training specific to procedures and
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protections réquired by the permanent injunction and implementation order issued in Franco-
Gonzalez v. Holder.

EOIR presents an annual legal training program for all immigration judges. Although the
topics of training may vary, the following topics were included in recent years:
e Mental health and competency issues in proceedings;
e Adjudicating juvenile cases and handling associated issues in those case related to
juvenile respondents and witnesses in those cases; and
e Adjudicating asylum cases, which covered juvenile-related asylum issues and
testimonial evidence in cases involving victims of trauma.

Immigration judges are expected to adhere to all applicable laws and policies in
adjudicating cases to ensure that due process is preserved in all immigration court proceedings,
including those of children. EOIR has not issued any policy memoranda or directives
specifically regarding the types of hearings described in your letter. EOIR policies related to the
handling of immigration cases, including cases heard by VTC and cases of children, are available
online at https://www.justice.gov/eoir/statistics-and-publications.

We hope this information is helpful. Please do not hesitate to contact this office if we
may provide additional assistance regarding this or any other matter.

ly,

hen E. Boyd
Assistant Attorney General
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U.S. Department of Justice

Office of Legislative Affairs

Office of the Assistant Attorney General Washington, D.C. 20530

NOV 0°1 2019

The Honorable Adriano Espaillat
U.S. House of Representatives
Washington, DC 20515

Dear Congressman Espaillat:

This responds to your letters to the Attorney General dated October 23, 2018, and August
15, 2019, regarding the use of video-teleconference (VTC) capabilities in immigration
proceedings for unaccompanied alien children (UAC) in HHS custody. We apologize for the
delay in responding to your letters. We are sending identical responses to the other Members
who joined your letters.

As authorized by the Immigration and Nationality Act and associated regulations, the
Executive Office for Immigration Review (EOIR) within the Department of Justice (Department)
hears cases by video teleconferencing (VTC), primarily in situations where the respondent is
detained. EOIR has utilized VTC since the 1990s, and it has been authorized by statute since
1996. Use of VTC enables coverage in locations where EOIR does not have an ongoing physical
presence, creates greater flexibility in docket management, and reduces dark courtrooms:
allowing aliens to receive more timely adjudications. All EOIR courtrooms are outfitted with
VTC equipment, and all immigration judges may hear cases by VTC as warranted. EOIR
follows all applicable law in adjudicating cases, regardless of whether the case is heard in
person, by telephone, or by VTC.

EOIR has conducted approximately 80 hearings in UAC cases by VTC from an HHS
facility since September 2018, though not all of those hearings have resulted in case
completions. Different hearings in one case may be heard by different methods. For
comparative reference, as of September 20, 2019, EOIR has 91,203 pending UAC cases,
including cases of UAC in HHS custody. In FY 2018, EOIR completed 13,363 UAC cases. Of
those, 231 were completed by VTC.

The number of UAC that appear before EOIR via VTC from an HHS facility varies from
week to week. The average is approximately 1.5 per week since September 2018. EOIR has
conducted approximately 80 hearings in UAC cases by VTC from an HHS facility since
September 2018, broken down below.
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Although VTC may be used for either master calendar or individual (merits) hearings, current
VTC usage for UAC cases at an HHS facility typically consists of master calendar hearings. No
immigration judge is conducting exclusively UAC hearings by VTC. ‘

As the custodian of UAC, HHS determines which UAC respondents are brought to an
immigration court in person and which appear by VTC from the HHS facility. HHS notifies the
immigration court of HHS’s decision as to whether a respondent will appear in-person or by
VTC. Many of the respondents selected by HHS for a VTC appearance are either seeking
voluntary departure or have cases classified by HHS as Category 4 cases (being in HHS custody
for more than 75 days with no identified sponsor). Many of the cases selected by HHS for a
VTC appearance have been screened by a legal services provider. EOIR provides notice of a
hearing to the respondent or, if applicable, to the respondent’s representative of record. The
Department defers to HHS for further information regarding its process for determining which
cases are amenable to VTC appearances.

New immigration judges receive training regarding the handling of juvenile dockets, as
well as training on cases involving domestic violence and human trafficking. New immigration
judges further receive training on determining mental competence and related safeguards and

“protections. Additionally, judges presiding over cases in any immigration court in California,
Washington, or Arizona receive additional, detailed training specific to procedures and
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protections required by the permanent injunction and implementation order issued in Franco-
Gonzalez v. Holder.

EOIR presents an annual legal training program for all immigration judges. Although the
topics of training may vary, the following topics were included in recent years:
e Mental health and competency issues in proceedings;
e Adjudicating juvenile cases and handling associated issues in those case related to
juvenile respondents and witnesses in those cases; and

e Adjudicating asylum cases, which covered juvenile-related asylum issues and
testimonial evidence in cases involving victims of trauma.

Immigration judges are expected to adhere to all applicable laws and policies in
adjudicating cases to ensure that due process is preserved in all immigration court proceedings,
including those of children. EOIR has not issued any policy memoranda or directives
specifically regarding the types of hearings described in your letter. EOIR policies related to the
handling of immigration cases, including cases heard by VTC and cases of children, are available
online at https://www.justice.gov/eoir/statistics-and-publications.

We hope this information is helpful. Please do not hesitate to contact this office if we
may provide additional assistance regarding this or any other matter.

Y

ephen E. Boyd
Assistant Attorney General
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U.S. Department of Justice

Office of Legislative Affairs

Office of the Assistant Attorney General Washington, D.C. 20530

NOV 01 2019

The Honorable Mark Pocan
U.S. House of Representatives
Washington, DC 20515

Dear Congressman Pocan:

This responds to your letter to the Attorney General dated August 15, 2019, regarding the
- use of video-teleconference (VTC) capabilities in immigration proceedings for unaccompanied
alien children (UAC) in HHS custody. We apologize for the delay in responding to your letters.
We are sending identical responses to the other Members who joined your letters.

As authorized by the Immigration and Nationality Act and associated regulations, the
Executive Office for Immigration Review (EOIR) within the Department of Justice (Department)
hears cases by video teleconferencing (VTC), primarily in situations where the respondent is
detained. EOIR has utilized VTC since the 1990s, and it has bééh authorized by statute since
1996. Use of VTC enables coverage in locations where EOIR does not have an ongoing physical
presence, creates greater flexibility in docket management, and reduces dark courtrooms
allowing aliens to receive more timely adjudications. All EOIR courtrooms are outfitted with
VTC equipment, and all immigration judges may hear cases by VIC as warranted. EOIR
follows all applicable law in adjudicating cases, regardless of whether the case is heard in
person, by telephone, or by VTC.

EOIR has conducted approximately 80 hearings in UAC cases by VTC from an HHS
facility since September 2018, though not all of those hearings have resulted in case
completions. Different hearings in one case may be heard by different methods. For
comparative reference, as of September 20, 2019, EOIR has 91,203 pending UAC cases,
including cases of UAC in HHS custody. In FY 2018, EOIR completed 13,363 UAC cases. Of
those, 231 were completed by VTC.

The number of UAC that appear before EOIR via VTC from an HHS facility varies from
week to week. The average is approximately 1.5 per week since September 2018. EOIR has
conducted approximately 80 hearings in UAC cases by VTC from an HHS facility since
September 2018, broken down below.
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Arlington |
El Paso 4
Harlingen 25
Houston 1
Los Angeles 1
Philadelphia-(including 11
Pittsburgh)

Phoenix 33
San Antonio 4
TOTAL 80

Although VTC may be used for either master calendar or individual (merits) hearings, current
VTC usage for UAC cases at an HHS facility typically consists of master calendar hearings. No
immigration judge is conducting exclusively UAC hearings by VTC.

As the custodian of UAC, HHS determines which UAC respondents are brought to an
immigration court in person and which appear by VTC from the HHS facility. HHS notifies the
immigration court of HHS’s decision as to whether a respondent will appear in-person or by
VTC. Many of the respondents selected by HHS for a VTC appearance are either seeking
voluntary departure or have cases classified by HHS as Category 4 cases (being in HHS custody
for more than 75 days with no identified sponsor). Many of the cases selected by HHS for a
VTC appearance have been screened by a legal services provider. EOIR provides notice of a
hearing to the respondent or, if applicable, to the respondent’s representative of record. The
Department defers to HHS for further information regarding its process for determining which
cases are amenable to VTC appearances.

New immigration judges receive training regarding the handling of juvenile dockets, as
well as training on cases involving domestic violence and human trafficking. New immigration
judges further receive training on determining mental competence and related safeguards and
protections. Additionally, judges presiding over cases in any immigration court in California,
Washington, or Arizona receive additional, detailed training specific to procedures and
protections required by the permanent injunction and implementation order issued in Franco-
Gonzalez v. Holder.
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EOIR presents an annual legal training program for all immigration judges. Although the
topics of training may vary, the following topics were included in recent years:
e Mental health and competency issues in proceedings;
e Adjudicating juvenile cases and handling associated issues in those case related to
juvenile respondents and witnesses in those cases; and ‘
¢ Adjudicating asylum cases, which covered juvenile-related asylum issues and
testimonial evidence in cases involving victims of trauma.

Immigration judges are expected to adhere to all applicable laws and policies in
adjudicating cases to ensure that due process is preserved in all immigration court proceedings,
including those of children. EOIR has not issued any policy memoranda or directives
specifically regarding the types of hearings described in your letter. EOIR policies related to the
handling of immigration cases, including cases heard by VTC and cases of children, are available
online at https://www.justice.gov/eoir/statistics-and-publications.

We hope this information is helpful. Please do not hesitate to contact this office if we
may provide additional assistance regarding this or any other matter.

ly,

phen E. Boyd
Assistant Attorney General
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U.S. Department of Justice

Office of Legislative Affairs

Office of the Assistant Attorney General Washington, D.C. 20530

NOV 071 2013

The Honorable Pramila Jayapal
U.S. House of Representatives
Washington, DC 20515

Dear Congresswoman Jayapal:

This responds to your letters to the Attorney General dated October 23, 2018, and August
15, 2019, regarding the use of video-teleconference (VTC) capabilities in immigration
proceedings for unaccompanied alien children (UAC) in HHS custody. We apologize for the
delay in responding to your letters. We are sending identical responses to the other Members
who joined your letters.

As authorized by the Immigration and Nationality Act and associated regulations, the
Executive Office for Immigration Review (EOIR) within the Department of Justice (Department)
hears cases by video teleconferencing (VTC), primarily in situations where the respondent is
detained. EOIR has utilized VTC since the 1990s, and it has been authorized by statute since
1996. Use of VTC enables coverage in locations where EOIR does not have an ongoing physical
presence, creates greater flexibility in docket management, and reduces dark courtrooms
allowing aliens to receive more timely adjudications. All EOIR courtrooms are outfitted with
VTC equipment, and all immigration judges may hear cases by VTC as warranted. EOIR
follows all applicable law in adjudicating cases, regardless of whether the case is heard in
person, by telephone, or by VTC.

EOIR has conducted approximately 80 hearings in UAC cases by VTC from an HHS
facility since September 2018, though not all of those hearings have resulted in case
completions. Different hearings in one case may be heard by different methods. For
comparative reference, as of September 20, 2019, EOIR has 91,203 pending UAC cases,
including cases of UAC in HHS custody. In FY 2018, EOIR completed 13,363 UAC cases. Of
those, 231 were completed by VTC.

The number of UAC that appear before EOIR via VTC from an HHS facility varies from
week to week. The average is approximately 1.5 per week since September 2018. EOIR has
conducted approximately 80 hearings in UAC cases by VTC from an HHS facility since
September 2018, broken down below.
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Arlington 1
El Paso
Harlingen 25
Houston
Los Angeles
Philadelphia (including 11
Pittsburgh)
Phoenix 33
San Antonio 4
TOTAL 80

Although VTC may be used for either master calendar or individual (merits) hearings, current
VTC usage for UAC cases at an HHS facility typically consists of master calendar hearings. No
immigration judge is conducting exclusively UAC hearings by VTC.

As the custodian of UAC, HHS determines which UAC respondents are brought to an
immigration court in person and which appear by VTC from the HHS facility. HHS notifies the
immigration court of HHS’s decision as to whether a respondent will appear in-person or by
VTC. Many of the respondents selected by HHS for a VTC appearance are either seeking
voluntary departure or have cases classified by HHS as Category 4 cases (being in HHS custody
for more than 75 days with no identified sponsor). Many of the cases selected by HHS for a
VTC appearance have been screened by a legal services provider. EOIR provides notice of a
hearing to the respondent or, if applicable, to the respondent’s representative of record. The
Department defers to HHS for further information regarding its process for determining which
cases are amenable to VTC appearances.

New immigration judges receive training regarding the handling of juvenile dockets, as
well as training on cases involving domestic violence and human trafficking. New immigration
judges further receive training on determining mental competence and related safeguards and
protections. Additionally, judges presiding over cases in any immigration court in California,
Washington, or Arizona receive additional, detailed training specific to procedures and
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protections required by the permanent injunction and implementation order issued in Franco-
Gonzalez v. Holder.

EOIR presents an annual legal training program for all immigration judges. Although the
topics of training may vary, the following topics were included in recent years:
o Mental health and competency issues in proceedings;
o Adjudicating juvenile cases and handling associated issues in those case related to
juvenile respondents and witnesses in those cases; and

o Adjudicating asylum cases, which covered juvenile-related asylum issues and
testimonial evidence in cases involving victims of trauma.

Immigration judges are expected to adhere to all applicable laws and policies in
adjudicating cases to ensure that due process is preserved in all immigration court proceedings,
including those of children. EOIR has not issued any policy memoranda or directives
specifically regarding the types of hearings described in your letter. EOIR policies related to the
handling of immigration cases, including cases heard by VTC and cases of children, are available
online at https://www.justice.gov/eoir/statistics-and-publications.

We hope this information is helpful. Please do not hesitate to contact this office if we
may provide additional assistance regarding this or any other matter.

u

Stephen E. Boyd
Assistant Attorney General
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U.S. Department of Justice

Office of Legislative Affairs

Office of the Assistant Attorney General Washington, D.C. 20530
0CT 28 2019

The Honorable Pete Aquilar
U.S. House of Representatives
Washington, DC 20515

Dear Congressman Aquilar:

This responds to your letter to the Attorney General dated August 15, 2019, regarding the
use of video-teleconference (VI'C) capabilities in immigration proceedings for unaccompanied
alien children (UAC) in HHS custody. We apologize for the delay in responding to your letters.
We are sending identical responses to the other Members who joined your letters.

As authorized by the Immigration and Nationality Act and associated regulations, the
Executive Office for Immigration Review (EOIR) within the Department of Justice (Department)
hears cases by video teleconferencing (VTC), primarily in situations where the respondent is
detained. EOIR has utilized VTC since the 1990s, and it has been authorized by statute since
1996. Use of VTC enables coverage in locations where EOIR does not have an ongoing physical
presence, creates greater flexibility in docket management, and reduces dark courtrooms
allowing aliens to receive more timely adjudications. All EOIR courtrooms are outfitted with
VTC equipment, and all immigration judges may hear cases by VTC as warranted. EOIR
follows all applicable law in adjudicating cases, regardless of whether the case is heard in
person, by telephone, or by VTC.

EOIR has conducted approximately 80 hearings in UAC cases by VIC from an HHS
facility since September 2018, though not all of those hearings have resulted in case
completions. Different hearings in one case may be heard by different methods. For
comparative reference, as of September 20, 2019, EOIR has 91,203 pending UAC cases,
including cases of UAC in HHS custody. In FY 2018, EOIR completed 13,363 UAC cases. Of
those, 231 were completed by VIC.

The number of UAC that appear before EOIR via VTC from an HHS facility varies from
week to week. The average is approximately 1.5 per week since September 2018. EOIR has
conducted approximately 80 hearings in UAC cases by VTC from an HHS facility since
September 2018, broken down below.
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Arlington 1
El Paso 4
Harlingen 25
Houston 1
Los Angeles 1
Philadelphia (including 11
Pittsburgh)

Phoenix 33
San Antonio 4
TOTAL 80

Although VTC may be used for either master calendar or individual (merits) hearings, current
VTC usage for UAC cases at an HHS facility typically consists of master calendar hearings. No
immigration judge is conducting exclusively UAC hearings by VTC.

As the custodian of UAC, HHS determines which UAC respondents are brought to an
immigration court in person and which appear by VTC from the HHS facility. HHS notifies the
immigration court of HHS’s decision as to whether a respondent will appear in-person or by
VTC. Many of the respondents selected by HHS for a VTC appearance are either seeking
voluntary departure or have cases classified by HHS as Category 4 cases (being in HHS custody
for more than 75 days with no identified sponsor). Many of the cases selected by HHS for a
VTC appearance have been screened by a legal services provider. EOIR provides notice of a
hearing to the respondent or, if applicable, to the respondent’s representative of record. The
Department defers to HHS for further information regarding its process for determining which
cases are amenable to VT'C appearances.

New immigration judges receive training regarding the handling of juvenile dockets, as
well as training on cases involving domestic violence and human trafficking. New immigration
judges further receive training on determining mental competence and related safeguards and
protections. Additionally, judges presiding over cases in any immigration court in California,
Washington, or Arizona receive additional, detailed training specific to procedures and
protections required by the permanent injunction and implementation order issued in Franco-
Gonzalez v. Holder.
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EOIR presents an annual legal training program for all immigration judges. Although the
topies of training may vary, the following topics were included in recent years:
e Mental health and competency issues in proceedings;
e Adjudicating juvenile cases and handling associated issues in those case related to
juvenile respondents and witnesses in those cases; and
e Adjudicating asylum cases, which covered juvenile-related asylum issues and
testimonial evidence in cases involving victims of trauma.

Immigration judges are expected to adhere to all applicable laws and policies in
adjudicating cases to ensure that due process is preserved in all immigration court proceedings,
including those of children. EOIR has not issued any policy memoranda or directives
specifically regarding the types of hearings described in your letter. EOIR policies related to the
handling of immigration cases, including cases heard by VTC and cases of children, are available
online at https://www justice.gov/eoir/statistics-and-publications.

We hope this information is helpful. Please do not hesitate to contact this office if we
may provide additional assistance regarding this or any other matter.

tephen E. Boyd
Assistant Attorney General
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Wnited States Denate

WASHINGTON, DC 20510

September 13, 2018

The Honorable Kirstjen Nielsen
Secretary

Department of Homeland Security
Washington, D.C. 20528

The Honorable Jeff Sessions
Attorney General

Department of Justice
Washington, D.C. 20530

Dear Secretary Nielsen and Attorney General Sessions:

We write today to express our concerns about recent reports that Immigration & Customs
Enforcement (ICE) intends to request the recalendaring of thousands of deportation cases that are
currently administratively closed.' We are troubled by this initiative, following a decision by
Attorney General Jeff Sessions that stripped immigration judges and the Board of Immigration
Appeals (BIA) of their general authority to administratively close cases®. and its potential to
further inundate the immigration court backlog.

On May 17", Attorney General Sessions affirmed the BIA’s decision in the Marter of Castro-
Tum after instructing the BIA to refer the case for his review.? In the decision, Attorney General
Sessions used his authority to unilaterally overrule decades of precedent by determining that
immigration judges and the BIA “do not have the general authority to suspend indefinitely
immigration proceedings by administrative closure.™ Additionally, Attorney General Sessions
refused to delegate to judges and the BIA the general authority of administrative closure, and

spoke of the “need” for currently administratively closed cases to be returned to an active
docket.’

In the past, immigration judges and the BIA have used administrative closure for a number of
reasons. Administrative closure helped overburdened immigration judges control their caseloads
by allowing them to temporarily take a case off of their docket and prioritize cases that were

" AILA, ICE Provides Guidance to OPLA Attorneys on Administrative Closure Following Matter of Castro-Tum

(June 15, 2018), htps: www.aila.org/ infonet/ice-guidance-admin-closure-matter-of-castro-tum; Hamed Aleaziz,
The Trump Administration is Seeking to Restart Thousands of Closed Deportation Cases, BUZZFEED NEWS
(August 15, 2018), https. www buzztfeednews.com article hamedaleazizitrump-deportutions-immigration-ice-dhs-
courts; Dara Lind, Jeff Sessions just reopened the door to deporting 350,000 immigrants whose cases had been
closed, VOX (May 21, 2018), hups: www.vox.com 20185 71 17376398 jeff-sessions-immigration-ruling-courts,
* Matter of Castro-Tum, 27 1&N Dec, 271 (A.G. 2018).
2 1d.
Y 1d
S 1d
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ready for adjudication.® Many respondents whose cases are administratively closed have pending
applications for some type of relief, such as a pending application with USCIS.” These cases
include those of unaccompanied children that judges have found to have been abused,
abandoned, or neglected; and whose deportation would be against their best interest. These cases
also include victims of trafficking in persons who have pending applications for T visas. DACA
beneficiaries, and vulnerable populations of immigrants who are too young or mentally
incompetent to understand the proceedings against them,

Despite acknowledgement that requiring the entirety of administratively closed cases be
reopened would likely overwhelm the immigration court system and undercut the efficient
administration of immigration law, the Attorney General lett ICE with the exclusive authority to
decide when and how to recalendar the cases, stating that he expected the process would move
forward in a “measured but déliberate fashion.™ According to recent reports, internal
communications at ICE reveal a plan to restart the deportation cases of thousands of individuals
whose cases are currently administratively closed.” These cases may include those in which [CE
itself sought administrative closure under the 2011 memoranda, which established enforcement
priorities-and prosecutorial discretion criteria, but have now been superseded.!” For cases that
were administratively closed under these criteria, the individuals who will be placed back into
proceedings have no serious criminal history and have demonstrated extensive connections and
contributions to the United States.

Any plan to reopen and recalendar all of the currently administratively closed cases will
undeniably overwhelm the already flooded immigration court backlog. Currently, there are over
730,000 pending cases in the courts.’ The addition of all administratively closed cases —
currently estimated at over 355,000 — would increase the backlog by nearly fifty percent, to over
one million cases, which would presumably create a corresponding increase in the waiting times
for immigration court hearings. Given the population of individuals whose cases were subjéct to
administrative closure, this waste of resources cannot be justified.

Accordingly, we urge the administration to take heed of the recommendations made by an
independent evaluator that the Department of Justice commissioned to study how to resolve the
immense case backlog in the immigration court system. Those recommendations specifically
included the continued use of practices like administrative closure, along with other measures
that would emphasize fair process, judicial independence, and better access to legal

¢ Lind, supra note 1, _ _
7 American Immigration Council, Administrative Closure Post- Castro-Tum. Practice Advisory (June 14, 2018),
sy Swwweamericaniminigrationcouncilorwssites defas v files/practiceadviservadminisoative clusare posts

U .
¥ Matter of Castro-Tum, 27 1&N Dec. 271 (A.G. 2018).

* AILA, supra note 1,

19 John Morton, Ditector, U.S. Immigration and Customs Enforcement, Exercising Prosecutorial Discretion
Consistent with the Civil Immigration Enforcement Priorities of the Agency for the Apprehension, Detention, and
Removal of Alieps, June 17, 2011, Mips.wwe fee ooy doclib securescommunitiespdf proseeuforial-discretion-
memo.pdf,

" Imniigration Court Backlog Tool, hetp: irac. syr.eduphptonls ymisrationcourt_bucklog’,

9]

0664



representation programs.'? To date, the administration has blatantly ignored its own evaluator’s

recommendation of the continued use of administrative closure by immigration judges and the
BIA. "

To aid our understanding on how EOIR and ICE will be handling administratively closed cases,
we request that you respond to the following questions in writing before September 27,

1. Does ICE plan to seck recalendaring of all currently administratively closed cases? If not,
how many cases will ICE seek to recalendar?

2. Is ICE planning to prioritize particular cases for recalendaring ahead of others? If so,

please describe in detail how ICE will prioritize cases and what criteria will be
considered,

3. How quickly does ICE plan to seek recalendaring of administratively closed cases? What
is ICE’s timeline for moving to recalendar administratively closed cases?

4. What is the average age of the cases that ICE is seeking to recalendar? Specifically, how
long ago, on average, was the most recent administrative closure order in the cases that
ICE is seeking to recalendar?

5. Please provide all documents regarding ICE and EOIR plans to recalendar
administratively closed cases, including but not limited to email communications, draft
policy guidance, implementation directives, and instructions.

6. Does EOIR plan to recalendar all cases that are administratively closed cases in which
ICE files a motion to recalendar? If so, how quickly will those cases be recalendared and
scheduled for a hearing? If not, what criteria will EQIR use to decide which motions to
recalendar will be granted?

7. Has EOIR begun recalendaring administratively closed cases? If so, when and how
many?

8. How will ICE and EOIR efforts to recalendar administratively closed cases assist in
clearing the immigration court backlog?

9. What efforts will ICE and EQIR make to ensure that the recalendaring of cases does not
increase the wait times for hearings on removability and applications for relief from
removal?

10. How will individuals be notified that their case has been recalendared? Will attorneys of
record be notified of recalendaring?

12 Emily Creighton, Department of Justice Ignores Its Own Evaluator's Recommendations on fmmigration Courts,
AMERICAN IMM!GRATION COUNCIL {April 23, 2018), ity Bynierationimpactoemy 20 18000 3 department-
: O OUTLS,
Study: Surnntary Report (April 6, 2017).

(3]
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14.

15,

a. In the case of vulnerable individuals whose cases were closed as an incompetency
safeguard under Matter of M-A-M-. 25 1. & N. Dec. 474 (BIA 2011), what
safeguards will ICE and EOIR put in place to ensure that these individuals
understand the nature of the recalendared proceedings, along with any resulting
requirements that they appear in immigration court?

b. Will ICE and EOIR communicate with these individuals regarding recalendaring
through the Nationally Qualified Representative Program?

What safeguards will ICE and EOIR put in place to ensure that unaccompanied children
understand the nature of the recalendared proceedings, along with any resulting
requirements that they appear in immigration court?

. Does EOIR agree with independent evaluator’s recommendation to administratively close

cases awaiting adjudication in other agencies or courts?

What policies is EOIR developing to ensure efficiency and fairness in each recalendared
case?

How does EOIR intend to handle cases in which ICE moves to recalendar where the
individual received a grant of immigration relief — such as a T or U visa — from USCIS
after the individual’s case was administratively closed?

How does EOIR intend to ensure that qualified applicants are not deprived of the
opportunity to obtain immigration relief before USCIS, given that administrative closure
is no longer available for pending benefits applications, and continuances of removal
proceedings for such applications have been similarly restricted by Matter of L-A-B-R-,
27 1. & N. Dec. 405 (A.G. 2018)?

Thank you in advance for your cooperation with this request. We look forward to your responses
to our questions.

Sincerely,

Catherine Cortez Masto Edward J. Markey
United States Senator United States Senator

R oo /}Wfa,m

Patty

ay 1anne Feinstein

United States Senator United States Senator
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Kirsten Gillibrand

United States Senator United Stdtes Senator
1
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Bernard Sanders @ala D. Harris
United States Senator United States Senator
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Richard Blumenthal Cory A. Booker
United States Senator United States Senator
Robert Menendez = Ron Wyden -
United States Senator United States Senator
%yﬂ/&r—-
hris Van Hollen™ Brian Schatz
United States Senator Uni es Senator
Mazie K#irono Tom Udall
United States Senator United States Senator
1§
= &7~
®
Elizgbeth Warren Michael F. Bennet
Unitgd States Senator United States Senator
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2018 EOIR LEGAL TRAINING PROGRAM
JUNE 11-14, 2018

Monday, june 11, 2018

Time Room A Room B Room € Room D RoomE

8:00 a.m.-8:30 a.m. Registration (main lobby}

8:30 a.m.-9:00 a.m. Welcome
lefferson B. Sessions
{ll, Attorney General

James R. McHenry I,

Director, EOIR

9:00 a.m.-10:00 a.m. Identifying and
Combating
Fraud/Updates from
EOIR’s Fraud and
Abuse Prevention
Program

10:00 3.m.-10:15 a.m. BREAK

SLDEF NS AL N M  Advanced Criminal Terrorism-Related Resolving Claims to Non-Criminal Advanced

Immigration Issues | Inadmissibility U.S. Citizenship Grounds of Convention Against

(Categorical Grounds (TRIG) and Inadmissibility & Torture Issues
Approach and Exemptions Deportability;

Aggravated Felony & Waivers
Crimes Involving
Moral Turpitude

updates)
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Fime

11:15 a.m.-11:45 a.m.

11:45 a.m.-1:15 p.m.

1:15p.m.-2:15 p.m,

2:15 p.m.-2:30 p.m.

2:30 p.m.-3:30 p.m.

3:30 p.m.-3:45 p.m,

3:45 p.m.-4:45 p.m,

Room A

Updates from the

Room B

Overview of and

Room €

EOIR's Attorney

Room D

Overview of the

Room E

DAR/VTC Updates

Office of Policy Updates at the Discipline Program Office of the
Office of the Chief Ombuds
Administrative
Hearing Officer
LUNCH {on your own)
Advanced Criminal Non-Criminal Resolving Claims to Advanced Legal Motions Practice
Immigration Issues | Grounds of U.S. Citizenship Research: Using Review and Updates
{Categorical tnadmissibility & Courtlink
Approach and Deportability;
Aggravated Felonies
& Crimes Involving
Moral Turpitude
updates)
BREAK
Advanced Criminal Terrorism-Related Advanced Waivers Cases Involving

Immigration Issues Il
{2017 BIA precedent

Inadmissibility
Grounds (TRIG) and

Withholding of
Removal Issues

Juveniles and UACs

decisions re criminal Exemptions {Barajas Romero v.
statutes) Lynch)
BREAK
Attorney General’s

Professionalism
Policy: Professional
Responsibility Part 1
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Tuesday, June 12, 2018

Time

8:00 a.m.-9:00 a.m.

9:00 a.m.-9:15 a.m.

Room A Room B Room € Room D Room E
Attorney General's
Professionalism
Policy: Professional
Responsibility Part 2
BREAK

9:15 a.m.-10:15 a.m.

Determining Mental

Datermining Mental

Determining Mental

10:15 a.m.-10:30 a.m.

10:30 am.-11:45 a.m.

11:45 a.m.-1:15

1:15 p.m.-2:15 p.m.

2:15 p.m.-2:30 p.m.

Competency in Competency in Competency
Immigration Court Immigration Court (BIA aonly)
Proceedings Proceedings
{lJs in Franco (/s in non-Franco
states—AZ, CA, states only)
WA—only)
BREAK
Advanced Asylum
Issues |
(particular social
group, mental
competency)
LUNCH (on your own)
Advanced Asylum
Issues i
{one-year bar,
persecutor bar)
BREAK
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Time

2:30 p.m.-3:30 p.m.

3:30 p.m.-3:45 p.m.

3:45 p.m.-4:45 p.m.

Room A

Evidentiary
Determinations |
{Admissibility,
Authenticity,
Weighing the
Evidence)

Room B

Special Immigrant
Juvenile Status (SlJs)
Petitions and
Immigration Court
Proceedings

Room €

Advanced
Cancellation of
Removal [ssues

{including Dec. 2017
Final Rule on
cancellation cap and
stop-time rule before
SCOTUS, Pereira v.
Sessions, No. 17-459)

Room D

Motions Practice
Review and Updates

Room E

Advanced Criminal
Immigration Issues I
(2017 BIA precedent
decisions re criminal

statutes)

BREAK

Standards of Review
& Best Practices for
Structuring Board
Decisions
{BIA anly}

Best Practices for
Structuring UJ
Decisions & Tips on
Rendering Oral
Decisions
{OClJ only}

Wednesday, June 13, 2018

Time

8:00 a.m.-2:00 a.m.

9:00 a.m.-9:15 a.m,

A Look at Recent
SCOTUS Immigration
Cases
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Time

9:15 a.m.-10:15 a.m.

10:15 a.m.-10:30 a.m.

10:30 a.m.-11:30 a.m.

11:30 a.m.-1:.00

1:00 p.m.-2:15 p.m.

2:15 p.m.-2:30 p.m.

Room A

Room B

Room € Room D RoomE
International
Religious Freedom
Act: Current Issues
and Topics
BREAK
Evidentiary Advanced Advanced Criminal Advanced Legal Visa Proceedings:
Determinations I Cancellation of Immigration Issues | | Research: Westlaw Frameworks for
{Credibility and Removal Issues {Categorical Analyzing Cases
Corroboration} (in¢luding Dec. 2017 Approach and (BlA only)
Final Rule on Aggravated Felony &
cancellation and Crimes Involving
suspension cap and Moral Turpitude
stop-time rule case updates)
before SCOTUS, ‘
Pereira v, Sessions,
No. 17-459)
LUNCH {on your own)
Conducting Efficient Gang-Based and Pattern or Practice Special Immigrant Evidentiary
Custody & Bond Domestic Violence- and Disfavored Juvenile Status {SlJs) Determinations |
Proceedings Based Asylum Claims Group Analyses Petitions and (Admissibility,
Immigration Court Authenticity,
Proceedings Weighing the
Evidence)
BREAK
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Time

2:30 p.m.-3:30 p.m. Evidentiary
Determinations Il
(Credibility and

Corroboration)

Advanced
Withholding of
Removal Issues

(Barajas Romero'v.
Lynch)

Advanced
Convention Against
Torture Issues

Advanced Legal
Research: Lexis
Advance

USCIS Adjudicators
and DOS Consular
Processing

3:30 p.m.-3:45 p.m.

BREAK

3:45 p.m.-4:45 p.m, Attorney General's
Professionalism
Policy: EEO, Sexual
Harassment, & No

Fear Act

Thursday, lune 14, 2018

Time

8:00 3.m.-9:00 a.m. Attorney General’s

Professionalism

Policy; Ethics
9:00 a.m.-9:15 a.m, BREAK
9:15 a.m.-10:15 a.m, Docketing and Case Docketing and Case Docketing and Case Docketing and Case Docketing and Case
Management Management Management Management Management
(Group A) (Group B) (Group C) (Group D) {Group E)
16:15 a.m.-10:30 a.m, BREAK
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Time

10:30 a.m.-11:30 a.m. Immigration
Judge/Interpreter
Joint Session

Room C

11:30 a.m.-11:45 a.m. Closing Remarks

0674



DRAFT - February 12, 2015

2018 EOIR LEGAL TRAINING PROGRAM
JUNE 11-14, 2018
WASHINGTON, D.C.

Monday, June 11, 2018

Time Room A Room B Room C Room D Room E

8:00 a.m.-8:30 a.m. Registration {main lobby)

8:30 a.m.-9:00 a.m. Welcome
Jefferson B. Sessions
lll, Attorney General

James R. McHenry IH,

Director, EOIR

9:00 a.m.-10:00 a.m. Advanced Criminal Advanced
Immigration Issues | Cancellation of
(Categorical Removal Issues
Approach and (including Dec. 2017
Aggravated Felony & Final Rule on
Crimes Involving cancellation and
Moral Turpitude suspension cap and
updates) stop-time rule case
before SCOTUS,
Pereira v. Sessions,
No. 17-459)
10:00 a.m.-10:15 a.m. BREAK
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DRAFT - February 122015

Time Room A

10:15 a.m.-11:15 a.m. Non-Criminal
Grounds of
Inadmissibility &
Deportability;
Waivers

Room B

Terrorism-Related
Inadmissibility
Grounds (TRIG) and
Exemptions

Room C

Resolving Claims to
U.S. Citizenship

Room D

Room E

11:15 a.m.-11:45 a.m. DAR/VTC Updates

Overview of and
Updates at the
Office of the Chief
Administrative
Hearing Officer

EOIR’s Attorney
Discipline Program

11:45 a.m.-1:15 p.m.

LUNCH (on your own)

1:15 p.m.-2:15 p.m.

Motions Practice
Review and Updates

Advanced Criminal
Immigration Issues |
(Categorical
Approach and
Aggravated Felonies
& Crimes Involving
Moral Turpitude

Resolving Claims to
U.S. Citizenship

updates)
2:15 p.m.-2:30 p.m. BREAK
2:30 p.m.-3:30 p.m. Non-Criminal Terrorism-Related Advanced Criminal
Grounds of Inadmissibility Immigration Issues Il
inadmissibility & Grounds (TRIG) and | (2017 BIA precedent
Deportability; Exemptions decisions re criminal
Waivers statutes)
3:30 p.m.-3:45 p.m. BREAK
2
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DRAFT - February 12, 2015

Time

3:45 p.m.-4:45 p.m. Attorney General’s
Professionalism
Policy: EEO, Sexual

Harassment, & No

Fear Act
Tuesday, June 12, 2018
Time Room A Room B Room C Room D Room E
8:00 a.m.-9:00 a.m. Cases Involving Visa Proceedings:
Juveniles and UACs Frameworks for
(OClJ only) Analyzing Cases
(BIA only)
9:00 3.m.-9:15 a.m. BREAK

9:15 a.m.-10:15 a.m, Determining Mental
Competency in
Immigration Court
Proceedings
(lJs in Franco
states—AZ, CA,

WA—only)

Determining Mental
Competency in
Immigration Court
Proceedings
(lJs in non-Franco
states only)

Determining Mental
Competency
(BIA only)

10:15 a.m.-10:30 a.m.

BREAK

0677




DRAFT

Time

10:30 a.m.-11:45 a.m.

11:45 a.m.-1:15

1:15 p.m.-2:15 p.m.

2:15 p.m.-2:30 p.m.

2:30 p.m.-3:30 p.m.

3:30 p.m.-3:45 p.m.

3:45 p.m.-4:45 p.m.

February 12, 201K

Room A

Advanced Asylum
Issues |
(particular social
group, mental
competency)

Room B

Room C

Room D

Room E

LUNCH (on your own)

Advanced Asylum
Issues I
(one-year bar,
persecutor bar)

BREAK

Advanced
Cancellation of
Removal Issues

(including Dec. 2017
Final Rule on
cancellation cap and
stop-time rule before
SCOTUS, Pereira v.
Sessions, No. 17-459)

Special Immigrant
Juvenile Status (SlJs)
Petitions and
Immigration Court
Proceedings

Advanced Legal
Research: Westlaw
Next

Motions Practice
Review and Updates

Advanced Criminal
Immigration Issues Il
(2017 BIA precedent
decisions re criminal

statutes)

BREAK

Standards of Review
& Best Practices for
Structuring Board
Decisions
(BIA only)

Best Practices for
Structuring lJ
Decisions & Tips on
Rendering Oral
Decisions
(OClJ only)
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DRAFT  Februam 12,2018

Wednesday, June 13, 2018

Time Room A Room B Room C Room D Room E
8:00 a.m.-9:00 a.m. A Look at Recent
SCOTUS Immigration
Cases
9:00 a.m.-9:15 a.m. BREAK
9:15 a.m.-10:15 a.m. International
Religious Freedom
Act: Current Issues
and Topics
10:15 a.m.-10:30 a.m. BREAK
10:30 a.m.-11:30 a.m. Identifying and
Combating
Fraud/Updates from
EOIR’s Fraud and
Abuse Prevention
Program
11:30 a.m.-1:00 LUNCH (on your own)
1:00 p.m.-2:15 p.m. Conducting Efficient Gang-Based and Pattern or Practice Special Immigrant Evidentiary
Custody & Bond Domestic Violence- and Disfavored Juvenile Status (Sls) Determinations |
Proceedings Based Asylum Claims Group Analyses Petitions and (Admissibility,
Immigration Court Authenticity,
Proceedings Weighing the
Evidence)
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DRAF7

Time

2:15 p.m.-2:30 p.m.

2:30 p.m.-3:30 p.m.

3:30 p.m.-3:45 p.m.

3:45 p.m.-4:45 p.m.

Februarv 12, 2015

BREAK

Evidentiary
Determinations I
(Credibility and
Corroboration)

Advanced
Withholding of
Removal Issues

(Barajas Romero v.

Lynch)

Advanced
Convention Against
Torture Issues

Advanced Legal
Research: Lexis
Advance

USCIS Adjudicators
and DOS Consular
Processing

BREAK

Attorney General's
Professionalism
Policy: Ethics

Thursday, June 14, 2018

Time

8:00 a.m.-9:00 a.m.

9:00 a.m.-9:15 a.m.

9:15 a.m.-10:15 a.m.

10:15 a.m.-10:30 a.m.

Attorney General’s
Professionalism
Policy: Professional
Responsibility Part 1

BREAK
Attorney General’s
Professionalism
Policy: Professional
Responsibility Part 2
BREAK
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DRAFT - February 12, 2015

Time

10:30 a.m.-11:30 a.m.

11:30 a.m.-11:45 a.m.

lJ/Interpreter Joint
Session

Closing Remarks
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EOIR Legal Training Program[DRAFT 7/14/2015 12:06 PM l MONDAY, AUGUST 10

Time Ballroom I Ballroom Hl Break-out 1 Break-out I Break-out I
8:00 - 8:30 regisiration
8:30 - 9:00 Welcome X X X X
9:00 - Emerging Issues in the Categorical X X X X
10:30 Approach:
Divisibility & Probability

break (15 minutes)
10:45 - International Religious Freedom Act: X X X X
11:45 Current Issues & Topics

lunch on your own (90 minutes) Optional: Brown Bag - Criminal
Issues in Immigration Proceedings
12:00pm - 12:45 pm,
1:15-2:15 Developments in Particular Social Navigating the Weighing Evidence: Terrorism-Related Symposium:
Group Claims Fault I‘_in_es:. Credibility & Corroboration Inadmissibility Grounds Legalization of
{session 1) Circuit Splits in {scssion 1) (TRIG) & Exemptions Marijuana &
Immigration Law Immigration Law
(session )

break (15 minutes)

2:30 - 3:30 On the Ground Perspective: X X X X
Gangs, Cartels & Immigration Law

break (15 minutes)
3:45-4:30 Latest Updates: DAR & VTC x x X <
4:30 Direcior’s Reception

7/14/2015 EOIR Legal Training Program
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TUESDAY, AUGUST 11

Time Ballroom 1 Ballroom II Break-out 1 Break-out 11 Break-out 111 Break-out IV
8:00 - Unaccompanied Children: X X X X X
9:00 The Journey, Custody &

Reunification
break (15 minutes)
9:15 - Child Development & Eliciting Life, Death & Fear of What Constitutes an Developments in Strategies to Address X
10:15 Accurate Information from Child | Gangs: Overview of Gang- Admission for Immigration Particular Social Problematic Counsel:
Wilnesses Based Asylum Claims Purposes Group Claims Practitioner Discipline
(session 1) (session 1) (session 2) L.aw & Procedure
break (15 minutes)
10:30 - Children’s Issues: Waivers of Inadmissibility Coming to a Court Near Allin the Family: Complex Issues in Advanced
11:30 Relief & Repatriation & the INA You? Expanding Bond Advanced Visa Petition | Adjustment of Statns l.egal
(session 1) Jurisdiction Topies (session 1) Research:
Westlaw Next
Westlaw Next
funch on your own (90 minutes) Exhibitors Regency Ballroom Foyer (Q&A)
1:00 - Special iImmigrant Juvenile (S1J) The Other Reviewers: Waivers of Inadmissibility | Advanced Cancellation Advanced Asylum & X
2:00 Petitions & DHS Adjudicators & the INA of Removal Issues Protection Topics
Immigration Conrt Proceedings {session 2) {session 1) tsession 1)
break (15 minutes)
2:15 - Human Trafficking, Domestic Weighing Evidence: Tying the Knot Post- Advanced Asylum & Life, Death & Fear of X
3:15 Violence & Crime Victims: Credibility & Corroboration Windsor: Protection Topics Gangs: Overview of
Protections & Confidentiality (session 2) Immigration Issues for {session 2) Gang-Based Asylum
Same-Sex Couples Claims
(session 1) (session 2)
break (15 minutes)
3:30- The Fear Factor: Complex [ssues in Analyzing Evidence: Tying the Knot Post- Navigating the X
4:30 Credible & Reasonable Fear Adjustment of Status Authentication of Documents, Windsor: Fault Lines:
Determinations (session 2) Assessing Evidentiary immigration Issues for Circuit Splits in
Weight, & Other Issues Samc-Sex Couples Immigration Law
(session 1) (session 2) (session 2)
4:30 NAL Membership Meeting

7/14/2015 FOIR Legal Training Program
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WEDNESDAY, AUGUST 12

Integrity and Professionalism
{(Part 1I)

Time Ballroom I Ballroom If Break-out I Break-out IT Break-out I Break-out IV
8.00 — Mental Competency in Immigration The Rocky Road to Reform: Interpreting & X X X
9:00 Court Proceedings: The Changing Landscape of Implementing the Decision
Identifying & Analyzing Immigration Law in Franco v. Hotder
Competency Issues P
BIA only art1
OC1J only (CA/WA/AZ judges only)
break (15 minutes)
9:15- Mental Competency in Immigration Government Standards of Interpreting & X X X
10:15 Court Proceedings: Conduct for Board Members & | Jpiplementing the Decision
Handling Competence Issues Attorney Advisors in Franco v. Holder
P
OC1J only BIA only art 1l
(CA/WA/AZ. judges only)
break (15 minutes)
-
10:30 - Home & Away: What Constitutes an Admission Conducting Efficient Advanced Analyzing Evidence: | Advanced Legal
11:30 Consular Waivers & Processing for lmmigration Purposes Custody & Bond Cancellation of Authentication of Research:
{session 2) Proceedings Removal Issues Documents, LEXIS Advance
(inctuding mock hearing) {session 2) Assessing
Evidentiary Weight,
& Other Issues
(session 2)
LEXIS Advance
tunch on your own (90 minutes) Exhibitors Regency Ballroom Foyer (0&A)
1:00 - Federal Anti-discrimination Laws: X X X X X
2:00 EEQ, Sexual Harassment, and
NO FEAR Act
break (15 minutes)
2:15 - Professionalism for EQIR X X X X X
3:15 Adjudicators: Principles of Civility,
Integrity and Professionalism
(Part])
break {15 minutes)
3:30 - Professionalism for EOIR X X X X X
4:30 Adjudicators: Principles of Civility,

7/14/2015 EOIR Legal Training Program
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THURSDAY, AUGUST 13
Time Ballroom 1 Ballroom 11 Break-out I Break-owt Il Break-out IIT
8:00 —9:00 Government Standards of Conduct lor X X X X
Immigration Judges &
Attorney Advisors
(OCH) closed session)
break (15 minutes)
9:15-10:15 Discussion Groups: Discussion Groups: Discussion Groups: Discussion Groups: Discussion Groups:
Docket Management Docket Management Docket Management Docket Management Docket Management
Isee registration packet |see registration packet |see registration packet |see registration packet |see registration packet
Jor room assignment| [for room assignment| Jor room assignment| for room assignment| Jor room assignment|
break (15 minutes)
10:30 - Waorking with Interpreters: X X X X
11:30 A Team Approach
11:30 - Closing Remarks X X X X
11:50

7/14/2015 EOIR Legal Training Program
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