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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 NATALIE WEBB IN 
SUPPORT OF PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION FOR 
A PRELIMINARY INJUNCTION  
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DECLARATION OF NATALIE WEBB IN SUPPORT OF PLAINTIFFS' 
MOTION FOR A PRELIMINARY INJUNCTION

I, Natalie Webb, upon my personal knowledge, hereby declare under penalty of perjury 
as follows: 

1. I am over the age of eighteen and make this declaration based upon my own personal
knowledge.

2. I am a licensed attorney and member in good standing of the Oregon State Bar and am
admitted to practice in the U.S. District Court for the District of Oregon.

3. I am a staff attorney providing primarily removal defense and other immigration legal
services at the CLEAR Clinic. I have 2 years’ experience practicing immigration law in
the state of Oregon.

4. Based on my knowledge and expertise as an immigration attorney focused on removal
defense and detained work, access to clients and prospective clients at an ICE field office
is important because it may be the only meaningful chance we receive to speak with
clients directly, gather reliable information, and inform them of their rights under the law.
In many cases I have been completely my clients for days or weeks at a time after they
are taken from the Portland ICE office due to rapid transfers across the country.

5. Specifically, I had scheduled a virtual legal visit with an 18-year-old female client
detained at Northwest ICE Processing Center (NWIPC) who required indigenous
language interpretation services. On the day of the virtual appointment (October 31st,
2025) she never arrived at our scheduled Zoom meeting. When I called the front desk of
the NWIPC in Tacoma, they stated that she did not show up to her appointment because
she had already been transferred to a different detention facility.

6. I did not receive a cancellation notice for our scheduled legal visit, nor did I receive
notice of her transfer. My client was still listed as present at NWIPC in the ICE detainee
locator and when I called Portland ERO that same afternoon the ICE officer claimed she
was still listed as present at NWIPC in their internal system.

7. On Monday November 3rd, 2025, the ICE detainee locator did not provide her location
but prompted me to “call ICE” at a number for the Eloy Detention Center in Arizona.
After calling that number, the officer on the phone suggested my client was at Eloy by
mistake and instead would be sent to Florence, Arizona later that day. I was unable to
speak with the client.

8. On Tuesday, November 4th the ICE detainee locator still did not provide a location for
my client but prompted me to “Call ICE” at a number for the Florence Correctional
Center in Arizona. The officer in Florence claimed my client was in Florence by mistake
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because Florence was a men-only facility and she would be transferred back to Eloy the 
next day. I was unable to speak with the client. 

9. On Wednesday, November 5th and Thursday November 6th the ICE detainee locator still
did not state my client’s location and prompted me to “Call ICE” at the number for the
Florence Correctional Center in Arizona. This led me to believe the client was still
mistakenly held at a men’s facility. I was denied access to the client on both days.

10. As of Monday, November 10th, the client is finally listed in the ICE detainee locator as
present at the Eloy Federal Facility in Arizona, meaning there were ten days in which I
could not reliably determine her location or speak with her.

11. I have provided or attempted to provide rapid response legal interventions at the Portland
ICE field office and have been denied meaningful access to clients or prospective clients
in the following circumstances.

12. On the morning of October 30th, 2025, I received a text requesting rapid response
attorney assistance at the Macadam ICE facility. At approximately 11:00 AM I arrived at
the Macadam ICE facility with my colleague, Doug Valladares.

13. Mr. Valladares and I first attempted to enter the facility around 11:30 AM. We explained
to the front door officer that the rapid response network had been called by numerous
family members of those detained and we were requesting access to provide pre-
representational interviews for individuals detained. The officer insisted we would not be
allowed to enter without G-28s for each individual we wished to meet with.

14. At approximately 12:20 PM, after receiving a list of names of specific community
members who had been detained, Mr. Valladares and I attempted to enter the facility with
specific G-28s corresponding to individuals detained earlier that day. Again, the officer at
the door denied us entry. This time, the officer stated that we could not meet with any of
these people because another attorney, Kelsey Provo, had previously entered G-28s for
them. Ms. Provo was also attempting to provide rapid response legal services through the
ECO program.

15. Around 1:45 PM I received an additional rapid response request for an individual
detained at Macadam earlier that day. After speaking with his wife and completing a G-
28, I attempted entry to the Macadam field office for a third time. I was allowed to enter
the facility at around 2:00 PM.

16. Upon entry, the officer at the door gave me a disclaimer that the two interview rooms
were currently occupied; one by attorneys from Innovation Law Lab, who were also
providing rapid response legal services through the ECO program, and the other by the
Guatemalan consulate. He informed me that the building closes at 3:00 PM, so “if both
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rooms are still occupied at 3:00 PM close, we did our best. If one opens up, but your 
client is already gone, we did our best.”  

17. Despite the officers stating only two rooms were available, I knew from previous
experience that a third meeting room existed. I asked the officers if I could speak with my
client in the third room. The officer stated that this room was a special “contact room”
only to be used for special interviews and attorneys could not use it to meet with clients.

18. I waited for nearly one hour and neither of the two meeting rooms in the Macadam
facility had opened. To my surprise, at 2:56 PM, an officer came out and informed me
that I would be allowed to meet with my client after all. He opened the third “contact”
room and allowed me to meet with my client for approximately four minutes. Promptly at
3 PM, an officer banged on the door indicating that my time was up.

19. I was escorted out of the “contact” room and attempted to meet with the Deportation
Officer (DO) in charge of the client in order to gain more information and advocate for
the client’s release from detention. The DO refused to meet with me. I was told by an
ICE officer in the non-detained unit that no release decision would be made and I should
leave the facility. I was escorted out of the building by the front door officer.

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 November 12, 2025. 

_/s/ Natalie Webb______________________ 

Natalie Webb 

Staff Attorney, CLEAR Clinic 
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