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Attorneys for Plaintiffs 

UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
DISTRICT OF OREGON 

EUGENE DIVISION 

CLEAR CLINIC and PINEROS Y 

CAMPESINOS UNIDOS DEL NOROESTE, 

Plaintiffs, 

v. 

KRISTI NOEM, Secretary of the Department of 

Homeland Security; U.S. DEPARTMENT OF 

HOMELAND SECURITY (“DHS”); TODD 

LYONS, Acting Director of Immigration 

Customs Enforcement; CAMMILLA 

WAMSLEY, Seattle Field Office Director, 

Immigration and Customs Enforcement and 

Removal Operations; U.S. IMMIGRATION 

AND CUSTOMS ENFORCEMENT (“ICE”); 

PETE FLORES, Acting Commissioner of 

Customs and Border Protection; and U.S. 

CUSTOMS AND BORDER PROTECTION 

(“CBP”), 

 Defendants. 

Case No. 6:25-cv-01906-AA

DECLARATION OF NATALIE LERNER 
IN SUPPORT OF PLAINTIFFS’ REPLY IN 
SUPPORT OF MOTION FOR A 

TEMPORARY RESTRAINING ORDER  
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DECLARATION OF NATALIE LERNER IN SUPPORT OF PLAINTIFFS’ REPLY

I, Natalie Lerner, upon my personal knowledge, hereby declare under penalty of perjury as 

follows: 

1. My name is Natalie Lerner.  I am an attorney licensed by, and a member in good standing

of, the Oregon State Bar. I am an attorney with Innovation Law Lab, which is an

organization that provides services through the Equity Corps of Oregon (“ECO”) universal

representation program. I am over the age of eighteen and make this declaration based upon

my own personal knowledge.

Access Attempts at the Portland ICE Office on October 17, 2025 

2. On Friday, October 17, 2025, a little after 10:00 am, a colleague and I headed to the ICE

Portland Office on Macadam Avenue after receiving a request for legal assistance from

family members of a few detained people from the PIRC rapid response hotline. The caller

had requested legal help after their family members had been detained by ICE agents earlier

that morning. My colleague and I arrived at the Portland Office around 10:20 am. A security

guard came out to ask why we were there. We explained that we were attorneys and we

were there to speak to a few people who had been detained that day and who we understood

were currently at the Macadam office. The security guard asked to see signed G-28, Notice

of Entry of Appearance, forms for our prospective clients. We explained that we did not

need them to perform pre-representational interviews, and would be happy to share the

regulation language with him if that would be helpful.

3. The security guard said that he had been told by ICE officers that we would only be

permitted to enter the building if we had signed G-28 forms. We told him we could

provide him with a list of the names of the people we were there to see. We wrote down
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the information, and the officer took it. He went back inside to check if those individuals 

were in the facility. 

4. We waited for several minutes in the doorway. The officer came back out and told us that

“with the information we had provided they could not confirm whether those people were

in the facility.” My colleague and I asked why, noting that what we had provided should

be enough, but he said they could not locate the people without A numbers. We told him

it was not necessary to have this information. He again asked for G-28s, and we again

explained again that according to ICE’s own guidelines we did not need those to do pre-

representational interviews. He replied that he did not know the regulations, but he was

just doing as we had asked and bringing information back and forth. We asked him to

bring an ICE officer to speak directly with us or to ask Assistant Field Office Director

Jeffrey Chan to come speak with us. He said he would go check.

5. After nearly an hour of waiting outside, at around 11:20 am, Assistant Field Office

Director Chan came outside to ask about the people we were meeting. We said we knew

the people were there because their family members had contacted us to speak with them.

Director Chan asked if we had unsigned G-28 forms with the information of the people

we were there to see. We filled out the G-28s with the same information we had provided

before. He took the forms and went inside.

6. About 10 minutes later, the security guard came out and told us to come inside. Director

Chan led us to a visitation room and told us we would be allowed to meet with clients one

at a time. Since we would be meeting with different people, we requested separate

visitation rooms so we could conduct our meetings simultaneously. Director Chan told us

no other visitation rooms were available, although we were aware that there were three

visitation rooms and had only seen one other attorney at the Portland Office that day.
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7. Because we needed to meet with four people, my colleague and I accelerated our

meetings to ensure that we could speak with everyone. We knew from experience that the

people we were there to see could be transported at any moment, so we wanted to ensure

we would actually have sufficient time to speak with each person. Based on our

conversations, three people we spoke with were collaterally arrested in immigration

enforcement actions that day; none of them had been named on an administrative warrant

from ICE. The fourth person we spoke with had already been asked to sign something by

ICE, but he was not sure what it was.

8. During these interviews, we learned that there were at least four other men who had been

detained that morning at the same time as one of our prospective clients, and that they

were interested in meeting with an attorney.

9. At around 12:30, we advised Director Chan that there were four other men who we knew

had been detained as well and that we would wait and be available because we

understood that they wanted to consult an attorney. Director Chan replied that we could

meet with them if the men requested it.

10. We waited until approximately 1:20pm to attempt to receive any other documents that

ICE had served on our prospective clients or asked them to sign. We received a Notice to

Appear for one client but were told that the rest were “still being processed” so it would

take more time to get any documents. We were not provided any warrants for arrest or

any I-213 forms stating that they had been looking to arrest our prospective clients.

11. I tried to advocate for the release of a client who had no criminal record and a pending

DACA renewal application but the officer refused to release him and said the client could

“have a chance for a hearing in Tacoma.”
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12. Around 1:45 pm, we stepped out of the office and received another list of people who had

requested assistance through the rapid response hotline while we were inside the

Macadam facility. We walked to a nearby space to organize and review the newly

received information and decided to try to meet with five more people.

13. At around 3:10 pm, we returned to the Portland Office. The security guard asked why we

were there. We told him we had another list of people to meet whose family or

community members had requested legal assistance for them. He replied that we were too

late, that everyone had left already, and that we had missed them by about 13 minutes.

Consultation with Family and Friends of Detained Oregon Parent 

14. On Monday, October 20, Innovation Law Lab was contacted by a local school, Sitton

Elementary, because a parent of one of their students had been detained in North Portland

on October 15. From what the school employee understands, this parent has a pending

self-petition under the Violence Against Women Act (VAWA), for which he has been

issued a prima facie determination of eligibility, a pending application to adjust his status

to permanent residency, and no known criminal history. They requested our help in

providing legal support to the family.

15. Through conversations with the parent’s family and friends, I learned that the parent had

been detained while leaving for an afternoon walk with his wife. They told me that the

parent had been transported on October 15 first to the Portland Field Office and then, late

that night, to the Northwest ICE Processing Center (NWIPC) in Tacoma, Washington. A 

family friend told me that on October 17, she drove to NWIPC in order to try to deliver a

legal document to the parent, but she was turned away because staff told her he could not

receive documents in person.
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16. The parent’s family and friends informed me that they had received one short call from

the parent, on October 19, to tell them that he was in Arizona, in a large concrete room

with approximately 50 other men, that it was very cold, and that he did not have any

more information and had not been told where he was going.

17. At the time I spoke with the parent’s family and friends, between 12:15 pm and 2:15 pm

on October 20, the parent still did not appear in the ICE Online Detainee Locator System.

18. On October 21, around 2:00 pm, the parent’s family called me again to inform me that by

using the online platform Getting Out, which detained people use for making calls to

their loved ones, they had been able to track that he is now in Adams County Correctional

Center in Mississippi. He has also not been informed of the reason for his detention.

19. The parent’s family informed me that they had spoken with a private attorney for a

consultation on October 20 who had told them that she could not help if she did not know

where he was being detained.

I DECLARE UNDER PENALTY OF PERJURY AND UNDER THE LAWS OF THE UNITED 
STATES THAT THE FOREGOING IS TRUE AND CORRECT TO THE BEST OF MY 
KNOWLEDGE.  

Executed in Portland, Oregon on October 22, 2025. 

__________________ 
Natalie Lerner
INNOVATION LAW LAB
PO Box 
Portland, OR 97204
Telephone: (503) 334-1300
natalie@innovationlawlab.org 
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