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Attorneys for Plaintiffs 

UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
DISTRICT OF OREGON 

EUGENE DIVISION 

CLEAR CLINIC, PINEROS Y 
CAMPESINOS UNIDOS DEL NOROESTE, 
and LEON X, individually and on behalf of 
others similarly situated, 

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 JOSÉ G. MIRANDA IN 
SUPPORT OF PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION FOR 
A PRELIMINARY INJUNCTION  
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DECLARATION OF JOSE G. MIRANDA IN SUPPORT OF PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION 
FOR A PRELIMINARY INJUNCTION 

I, José G. Miranda, upon my personal knowledge, hereby declare under penalty of perjury as 
follows: 

1. My name is José G. Miranda. I am a licensed attorney and member in good standing of the

New York State Bar. I am admitted to practice before the United States Court of Appeals

for the Second Circuit. The focus of my law practice is U.S. federal immigration law. I am

a member of the American Immigration Lawyers Association.

2. I am a Senior Staff Attorney at Innovation Law Lab, which is a nonprofit organization in

Portland, Oregon, that seeks to advance the rights of immigrants and refugees. Law Lab is

part of the Oregon rapid response network and provides legal services to Oregonians

through Equity Corps of Oregon (“ECO”), Oregon’s universal immigrant representation

program. In addition to providing legal services through ECO, Law Lab manages referrals

for ECO.

3. As an attorney at Law Lab, I offer technical assistance on immigration-related matters to

attorneys in the ECO network and develop training materials to help attorneys navigate the

complex U.S. immigration system.

4. As individuals who have been detained by the Department of Homeland Security (DHS)

are reported to Law Lab, records are created for the purposes of documenting the detention,

completing enrollment in the ECO program if the person detained is eligible for ECO, and

determining the next steps for referral to an attorney. A record is created generally for a

detained individual within the same day of a verified detention. Our protocol checks against

three databases: the ICE Online Detainee Locator system, the Access Corrections account

system, and, when an A number is known, EOIR’s Automated Case Information System
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(“EOIR ACIS”). When we search the ICE Online Detainee Locator system for an 

individual and the locator returns zero results, we record “unknown” for the detention 

location. We search the ICE Online Detainee Locator system using the person’s A number, 

or, when we do not have the A number, with the person’s biographic information. We 

conduct the search at least twice using a combination of names. Because the ICE Online 

Detainee Locator system is not always updated, slow to update, and even displays 

inaccurate data when it is updated, we compare the information against Access Corrections, 

and when an A number is known, against the EOIR ACIS. We record “unknown” when the 

ICE Online Detainee Locator displays no results and we cannot confirm the detention 

location with another system. We record “NWDC” if any of the three systems indicates the 

current detention location is the ICE detention center in Tacoma, Washington.  

5. We have found that the ICE Online Detainee Locator is the least reliable of the systems we

check in our attempts to locate someone. We update the individual’s location at the time of

referral. We strive to make a referral within two days of record creation. Referrals are sent

to lawyers to provide representation. At the time a referral is made, the location is checked

again, using the same protocol. After referral, we intermittently check location when a

lawyer reports that they cannot locate the individual, the individual is not at the designated

location, the family or other point of contact notifies us that the person has been transferred

to another facility, or the ICE Detainee Locator returns inconsistent or no results. It is

common for individuals to have been re-transferred several times or even have their

location unknown as late as several days to more than a week after detention.

6. For ECO, Law Lab created 420 records for Oregonians who were detained by ICE from

October 1, 2025 to November 9, 2025. Not all individuals who are detained are reported to
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ECO, so this number accounts for just some of the detentions in the state during that time 

period. Our preliminary analysis shows that at the time of referral, 203 individuals had 

locations reported in Tacoma, Washington, 127 had locations reported as unknown, and 38 

had another location reported, including detention centers in Mississippi, Texas, Louisiana, 

Arizona, and New Mexico. 

7. In the past two months, I have observed the rate of re-transfer between ICE facilities

increase significantly. Prior to this increase in re-transfer, it was common for a person

detained in Oregon and transferred to the ICE detention center in Tacoma, Washington to

remain at the Tacoma facility through the pendency of their case. However, in the last

month, I have seen re-transfers increase exponentially, as the numbers above demonstrate.

It is not uncommon for ICE to transfer an individual two to three times within the first

several weeks of detention.

8. When Law Lab cannot determine an individual’s location prior to referral to a lawyer, it

becomes more difficult to find a lawyer to take on representation. Similarly, when an ICE

re-transfers individuals to numerous detention locations over the span of weeks or even

days, the likelihood of finding a lawyer willing to take the case decreases.

9. Frequent transfers between ICE facilities can thus be detrimental to an individual’s ability

to locate and obtain counsel. ICE’s practice of transferring detained individuals between

different ICE facilities and to facilities that are often thousands of miles away from their

closest loved ones and community, where witnesses and important documents for their case

may be, and where their retained counsel may be, has profound impacts on an individual’s

ability to access representation and all but guarantees that vulnerable individuals will face

the complexity of the immigration court system without meaningful or any access to a
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