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INTEREST OF AMICI CURIAE 

Amici curiae are Oregon organizations working with immigrant populations in Oregon 

and Southwest Washington as part of the Oregon Ready coalition (Oregon Ready).1  Oregon 

Ready endeavors to foster statewide inclusion and a stronger immigrants’ rights infrastructure by 

combining community-based organizing, immigrant defense work, immigrants’ rights policy 

development, and public discourse.  Both Southwest Washington and Oregon are subject to 

oversight by the Immigration & Customs Enforcement (ICE) Field Office in Seattle, 

Washington.2  All of the amici organizations, through their members, clients, or communities, 

have experienced the harmful and disruptive impact of ICE’s courthouse arrest practices across 

the Pacific Northwest, which are implemented through the Seattle ICE Field Office.  In this 

action, the State of Washington raises issues that are of profound importance to amici’s 

organizational missions.  Amici organizations have unique, first-hand experience with the legal 

and social issues facing immigrants, including the chilling impact of ICE’s courthouse 

enforcement; such a perspective will assist the Court in resolving this case. 

INTRODUCTION 

ICE activity in state courthouses across the country limits access to courts and 

fundamentally compromises our justice system, causing irreparable harm.  Crime victims do not 

receive justice, resolution, or restitution when criminal proceedings are closed without a final 

disposition.  Individuals in criminal proceedings cannot fully and fairly defend themselves when 

exculpatory evidence cannot be presented.  Communities are not safe when survivors of abuse 

are afraid to seek help for themselves and their children.  The justice system suffers when 

                                                 
1 Amici organizations are Causa Oregon; Adelante Mujeres; Metropolitan Public Defender; Northwest Workers 
Justice Project; Immigration Counseling Services; Interfaith Movement for Immigrant Justice; Central Pacific 
Conference of the United Church of Christ; Latino Network; VIVA Inclusive Migrant Network; Pueblo Unido; 
American Immigration Lawyers Association of Oregon; Immigrant and Refugee Community Organization; Rural 
Organizing Project; Doctors for Camp Closure, Oregon Chapter; and Unite Oregon.  These organizations are 
described in Appendix A to this brief.  
2 U.S. Immigration & Customs Enf’t, Enforcement & Removal Operations Field Offices, available at 
https://www.ice.gov/contact/ero (last visited Jan. 15, 2020). 
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individuals are arrested before the conclusion of their criminal proceedings, and precious judicial 

resources go to waste.  Noncitizen community members find neither safety nor justice in a 

system that fails to protect them from unlawful arrests by federal immigration authorities. 

Amici are organizations in Oregon dedicated to protecting Oregon’s collective prosperity 

by building a human network of people who care about and help each other.  Their clients, 

members, and communities rely on state courthouses in Oregon and Southwest Washington to be 

safe and accessible spaces.  Through this brief, amici seek to explain how ICE’s courthouse 

arrest policy has harmed that human network across the Pacific Northwest. 

ARGUMENT 

Washington and Oregon law share the fundamental principle that state courthouses are 

open to all, including immigrants and persons of color, on like terms.  See, e.g., Greenfield v. 

Cent. Labor Council of Portland & Vicinity, 104 Or. 236, 268, 207 P. 168 (1922).  Our 

respective state constitutions require that “justice . . . be administered . . . completely,” Or. 

Const. art. I, § 10, a guarantee that “ensure[s] fairness in the administration of justice” and vests 

courts with the authority to “control their courtrooms, including taking such actions as may be 

necessary to protect vulnerable participants in judicial proceedings,” State v. Macbale, 353 Or. 

789, 795, 806, 305 P.3d 107 (2013); see also, e.g., Wash. Const. art. I, § 10 (“Justice in all cases 

shall be administered openly . . . .”); Wash. Rev. Code 7.69 (rights to access for victims, 

survivors, and witnesses); Wash. Rev. Code 7.80 (rights to access for civil infractions); Wash. 

Rev. Code 7.90 (rights to access for sexual assault protection orders); Wash. Rev. Code 7.92 

(rights to access for stalking protection orders).  ICE’s courthouse arrest policy compromises 

these principles and undermines the promise of equal and fair access to justice for all. 

Oregon’s state courts are essential to a prosperous civil society because they serve as 

instruments to support the interests of all Oregonians.3  Indeed, just last year, Oregon’s state 

                                                 
3 See, e.g., Paul J. De Muniz, Past is Prologue: The Future of the Oregon Supreme Court, Willamette L. Rev. 415, 
446 (2010) (“The laws that we enact and adopt affect real people, and real people have real disputes.  For the last 
150 years, the courts of this state have provided an accessible, open, and peaceable means for people to resolve 
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circuit courts received filings in more than 780,000 cases, including civil, criminal, domestic 

relationship, probate, and many others.  See Oregon Judicial Dep’t, Cases Filed, 2018 Circuit 

Court Case Statistics (2018).4  In each of these cases, parties, witnesses, jurors, and other 

interested parties sought to protect, and were entitled to protection of, their legal rights, including 

their rights in criminal cases, civil litigation, child custody disputes, probate matters, and divorce 

proceedings.  They also participated in, and are entitled to participate in, other important 

courthouse services. 

In every one of those cases, our state courts seek to ensure access, instill trust and 

confidence, assist with dispute resolution, build partnerships, and administer justice.5  And, in 

every case, our courts seek to do so within the context of our respective statewide policies of 

inclusivity.  Or. Exec. Order No. 17-04, ¶ 2 (Feb. 2 2017) 6 (“It is the policy of this State that 

Oregon be an inclusive jurisdiction that embraces, celebrates, and welcomes its immigrant and 

refugee residents and recognizes their contributions to the collective prosperity of all 

Oregonians.”); see also Wash. Exec. Order No. 17-01, ¶ 1 (Feb. 23, 2017) 7 (“The state of 

Washington shall remain a welcoming jurisdiction that embraces diversity with compassion and 

tolerance and recognizes the value of immigrants.”).  At this moment, those services and 

objectives are stressed and threatened by the actions of ICE in and around our courthouses. 

I. ICE exploits state courthouses for its deportation objectives. 

Beginning in 2017, ICE began to focus on state courthouses, using local justice systems 

                                                                                                                                                             
those disputes, whether it be with a neighbor or the government.  And, we will be open for business for the next 
150.”); Cliff Collins, Pushing the Bar’s Priorities, Or. State Bar Bulletin 22, 23 (May 2012) (Oregon legislator 
explaining that the Oregon court system “really impacts all parts of our society”); Randall T. Shepard, The 
Judiciary’s Role in Economic Prosperity, 44 Ind. L. Rev. 987 (2011). 
4 Available at https://www.courts.oregon.gov/about/Documents/2018CasesFiled.pdf; See also Washington Courts, 
Caseloads of the Washington Courts—2018 Annual Report;  
https://www.courts.wa.gov/caseload/?fa=caseload.showReport&level=s&freq=a&tab=&fileID=filyr (showing total 
filings of 266,869) (last visited Jan. 15, 2020). 
5 See Oregon Judicial Dep’t, 2014–2019 Strategic Plan at 1 (setting forth those priorities for the Oregon state 
courts), available at https://www.courts.oregon.gov/about/Documents/ojdstrategicplan1222014-19_test%20(4).pdf. 
6 Available at https://www.oregon.gov/gov/Documents/executive_orders/eo_17-04.pdf. 
7 Available at https://www.governor.wa.gov/sites/default/files/exe_order/eo_17-01.pdf 
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as tools in its mass deportation strategy.  In January 2017, the President of the United States 

issued two executive orders making everyone subject to removal under the federal immigration 

laws an immigration enforcement priority.8  Shortly thereafter, the Department of Homeland 

Security (DHS) issued two memoranda implementing the President’s expanded deportation 

directives.9  ICE’s strategy for implementing those directives specifically includes using state 

courthouses as focal points to undertake civil arrests for deportation. 

Within the three months following DHS’s implementation of its expanded immigration 

directives, at least six Chief Justices from states across the country, including Washington’s 

Chief Justice Mary Fairhurst and Oregon’s then-Chief Justice Thomas Balmer, sent letters to the 

U.S. Attorney General and the Secretary of Homeland Security raising concerns with ICE’s 

courthouse enforcement and describing the impacts of the DHS directives on those courts’ 

abilities to operate and administer justice.10  A number of state Attorneys General made similar 

statements.11  Despite the requests of those state courts and Attorneys General, ICE persisted in 
                                                 
8 See Enhancing Public Safety in the Interior of the United States, Exec. Order No. 13,768, 82 Fed. Red. 8799, 8799, 
§ 5 (Jan 25, 2017); Border Security and Immigration Enforcement Improvements, Exec. Order No. 13,767, 82 Fed. 
Reg. 8793, 8793, § 2 (Jan. 25, 2017).  
9 See, e.g., Memorandum from John F. Kelly, Sec’y of Homeland Security, Enforcement of the Immigration Laws to 
Serve the National Interest (Feb. 20, 2017), available at 
https://www.dhs.gov/sites/default/files/publications/17_0220_S1_Enforcement-of-the-Immigration-Laws-to-Serve-
the-National-Interest.pdf. 
10 See Letter from Tani G. Cantil-Sakauye, Chief Justice of the State of California, to Jeff Sessions, Attorney 
General, and John F. Kelly, Secretary of Homeland Security (Mar 16, 2017) (“As Chief Justice of California 
responsible for the safe and fair delivery of justice in our state, I am deeply concerned about reports from some of 
our trial courts that immigration agents appear to be stalking undocumented immigrants in our courthouses to make 
arrests.”); Letter from Mary E. Fairhurst, Chief Justice of the State of Washington, to John F. Kelly, Secretary of 
Homeland Security (Mar. 22, 2017) (“I write to express concern regarding immigration agents being in and around 
our local courthouses. * * * * [T]hey impede the fundamental mission of our courts, which is to ensure due process 
and access to justice * * * .”); Letter from Thomas A. Balmer, Chief Justice of the State of Oregon, to Jeff Sessions, 
Attorney General, and John F. Kelly, Secretary of Homeland Security (Apr. 6, 2017); Letter from Stuart Rabner, 
Chief Justice of the State of New Jersey, to John F. Kelly, Secretary of Homeland Security (Apr. 19, 2017) (“A true 
system of justice must have the public’s confidence.  When individuals fear that they will be arrested for a civil 
immigration violation if they set foot in a courthouse, serious consequences are likely to follow.”); Letter from 
Chase T. Rogers, Chief Justice of the State of Connecticut, to Jeff Sessions, Attorney General, and John F. Kelly, 
Secretary of Homeland Security (May 15, 2017) (“As you know, the judiciary relies on the public’s trust and 
confidence to fulfill its constitutional and statutory obligations.”). 
11 See, e.g., Letter from Janet T. Mills, Attorney General of the State of Maine, to John F. Kelly, Secretary of 
Homeland Security, and Richard W. Murphy, Acting U.S. Attorney for the District of Maine (Apr. 10, 2017); Letter 
from Brian Frosh, Attorney General of the State of Maryland, to John Kelly, Secretary of Homeland Security, et al. 
(Mar. 2, 2017) (“I am concerned that the Administration’s aggressive new policies will discourage the most 
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its strategy of targeting individuals as they attempted to access court services or appear for 

proceedings at courthouses.  Indeed, rather than refraining from making such arrests, in January 

2018, ICE provided a directive to agents as to how and where courthouse arrests are to take 

place.12 

ICE’s use of Oregon’s courthouses for its deportation objectives is widely documented in 

Oregon and Southwest Washington.13  And while a new Uniform Trial Court Rule, issued in 

November 2019, has the effect of prohibiting warrantless immigration arrests in and near 

Oregon’s courthouses, the harm described in this brief is deep and irreparable.  Further, although 

ICE appears to be respecting Oregon’s new rule, within weeks of its issue ICE agents targeted a 

community member as he exited a court parking lot.  

Amici and other community organizations report that since 2017, their client communities 

have been driven into the shadows as a result of widespread incidents of ICE arrests and 

interference at state courthouses.  Litigants, witnesses, victims, and other community members 

are avoiding Oregon courthouses for fear of being targeted by ICE.  They are choosing not to file 

protective orders, seek marriage licenses, serve as witnesses, or seek the full balance of their 

workplace rights.14  Others have been deprived altogether of their due process rights—they have 

been arrested by ICE in the middle of a pending case, exculpatory witnesses have been silenced, 

and victims have faced credible threats of ICE detention if they seek protection from the court.15  

The impact of those arrests cannot be overstated.  Every arrest raises the specter of public 

                                                                                                                                                             
vulnerable immigrants from seeking judicial protection.”). 
12 U.S. Immigration & Customs Enforcement, Directive No. 11072.1: Civil Immigration Enforcement Actions 
Inside Courthouses ¶ 1 (Jan. 10, 2018), available at https://www.ice.gov/sites/default/files/documents/. 
13 See, e.g., from ACLU of Oregon to Martha L. Walters, Chief Justice of the State of Oregon (Dec. 4, 2018) 
(“ACLU Letter”), pp. 2–7 (on file with counsel); OregonLive, ICE Arrests Guatemalan Man at Washington County 
Courthouse (June 4, 2018), available at https://www.oregonlive.com/washingtoncounty/index.ssf/2018/06/ 
ice_tries_to_arrest_man_at_was.html; Willamette Week, ACLU Sends Legal Observers After Reports that 
Plainclothes Immigration Agents Detained a Woman Outside the Multnomah County Courthouse (Aug. 3, 2018), 
OregonLive, ICE Agents Mistakenly Try to Grab Latino County Worker Near Courthouse (Sept. 19, 2017), 
available at https://www.oregonlive.com/hillsboro/index.ssf/2017/09/ice_mistakenly_tries_to_grab_l.html. 
14 See, e.g., Declaration of Bridget Cooke, ¶ 5 (“Cooke Decl.”); Declaration of D. Michael Dale ¶ 4 (“Dale Decl.”). 
15 See, e.g., Declaration of Carl Macpherson ¶¶ 7–8 (“Macpherson Decl.”). 
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harassment; separation from families, community, businesses and jobs; and financial hardship.  

Fear of arrest and deportation is stopping individuals from reporting crimes and from 

participating in court proceedings.16  The ability of local police, prosecutors, defenders, and 

judges to deliver justice has definitively been obstructed.17 

In 2018, Innovation Law Lab and Causa conducted a survey of statewide direct services 

providers, on behalf of Oregon Ready, about the scope and impact of ICE courthouse arrests.18  

Thirty-one diverse organizations and attorneys serving the public responded to that survey, 

including, landlord tenant advocates, family law service providers, public defenders, and civil 

legal aid lawyers, among others.  Alarmingly, 100 percent reported that in the preceding year, 

their clients had expressed fear of state courthouses because of ICE presence.  Another 82 

percent reported that at least one client had failed to appear because of ICE’s presence and arrest 

practices at Oregon courts.  The organizations that participated in the survey serve over eight 

legal service areas (family law, immigration, housing, etc.) in 23 of counties across the state and 

provide critical-needs services to thousands of Oregonians.19 

In 2019, Oregon Chief Justice Martha Walters issued Uniform Trial Court Rule (UTCR) 

3.190, which became effectively immediately in all Oregon state courthouses and prohibits any 

person from “subject[ing] an[y] individual to a civil arrest without a judicial warrant or judicial 

order when the individual is in a courthouse or within the environs of a courthouse.”  

UTCR 3.190(1).20  Chief Justice Walters issued the rule after sending Seattle’s Acting Field 

                                                 
16 American Civil Liberties Union, Freezing Out Justice: How Immigration Arrests at Courthouses Are Undermining 
the Justice System [hereinafter “Freezing Out”], at 1 (2018), available at 
https://www.aclu.org/sites/default/files/field_document/rep18-icecourthouse-combined-rel01.pdf; see also National 
Immigrant Women’s Advocacy Project, Promoting Access to Justice for Immigrant and Limited English Proficient 
Crime Victims in an Age of Increased Immigration Enforcement: Initial Report from a 2017 National Survey 
[hereinafter “NIWAP Report”] (May 3, 2018), available at http://library.niwap.org/wp-content/uploads/Immigrant-
Access-to-Justice-National-Report.pdf; Tahirih Justice Center, Key Findings: 2017 Advocate and Legal Service 
Survey Regarding Immigrant Survivors, available at https://www.tahirih.org/pubs/key-findings-2017-advocate-and-
legal-service-survey-regarding-immigrant-survivors/. 
17 Freezing Out, supra note 16. 
18 Declaration of Elena CaJacob (“CaJacob Decl.”) ¶¶ 4–5. 
19 CaJacob Decl. ¶¶ 5–10. 
20 Under the rule, “courthouse” is defined as “any building or space used by a circuit court of this state.”  UTCR 
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Office Director a letter explaining that: 

[M]any members of our communities worry about contact with ICE agents and 
choose not to come to court.  That is true not only for people facing deportation, 
but also people unsure about their own immigration status and people who fear 
being misidentified as deportable by ICE agents.  By discouraging people from 
coming to court when they should, ICE’s practice of arresting people at 
courthouses impairs the administration of justice, which depends on people 
participating in court proceedings—whether as defendants standing trial, 
witnesses testifying, or victims seeking protection.21 

 

ICE did not respond and later declined to change its enforcement practices to accommodate the 

concerns of the Oregon Supreme Court.  Since Oregon’s new rule took effect on November 14, 

2019, ICE has respected the rule so far as it goes, but it also has continued to arrest court-goers  

in the areas immediately outside of the “environs” of Oregon’s courthouses. 

II. ICE’s courthouse arrest practices have been widespread and disruptive. 

The impact of ICE arrests on state courthouses in Oregon, and the fear incited by those 

arrests, is rooted in the widespread and disruptive manner in which ICE has effectuated its arrest 

practices.  Based on publicly available information, amici understand that between 2017 and 

early 2019, ICE planned or executed courthouse arrests, at a minimum, at state courthouses in 

sixteen different counties, and at the municipal courts in Beaverton and Molalla.22  Those 

courthouses combined serve nearly 3 million Oregonians—citizen and noncitizen alike.  In other 

words, more than 71 percent of the Oregon population lives in a jurisdiction compromised by 

ICE intrusions: 

 

                                                                                                                                                             
3.190(2).  “Environs of a courthouse” is defined as “the vicinity around a courthouse, including all public entryways, 
driveways, sidewalks, and parking areas intended to serve a courthouse.”  UTCR 3.190(3). 
21 Letter from Chief Justice Martha L. Walters to Bryan S. Wilcox, acting ICE Field Office Director (Jun. 17, 2019), 
available at https://innovationlawlab.org/wp-content/uploads/2019/07/ICE-Letter-to-Wilcox.pdf.   
22 The ACLU of Oregon filed a FOIA request in Fall 2017 requesting documents relating to ICE arrests at state 
courthouses, and ICE’s communications with local government bodies and law enforcement.  See Complaint, ACLU 
of Oregon v. U.S. Dep’t of Homeland Security, No. 3:18-cv-247-PK (D. Or. Feb. 7, 2018).  The ACLU continues to 
litigate access to those documents, as many of the documents that the ACLU has received are heavily redacted and 
therefore difficult to review.  The above 2017–2019 data is based on the information obtained through the ACLU 
FOIA, information obtained from the Oregon Ready survey, and anecdotal information exchanged through the 
Oregon Ready coalition. 
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To make matters worse, ICE shrouds itself with secrecy in all aspects of its enforcement 

practices.  It does not release public data, it stymies public information requests, it refuses to 

answer questions about its work, and it deploys plainclothes officers who do not identify 

themselves in public spaces.    Because of the intentional opacity with which ICE operates, the 

data available to amici undoubtedly underrepresents the extent of ICE arrest practices that have 

impacted courthouses statewide. 

The data nevertheless demonstrates that effectuating arrests at state courthouses in 

Oregon has been one of ICE’s core enforcement tactics.  ICE routinely uses state court dockets 

to track, locate, and arrest Oregonians, its agents browsing court records and leveraging 

relationships with court staff, prosecutors, and other actors to identify targets and plan arrests to 

coincide with court appearances.  Once ICE agents are at a courthouse, they may 

opportunistically arrest multiple people, based on information they gather by staking out 

courtrooms or by racially or ethnically profiling those around them.23  It is not clear whether ICE 

courthouse arrests are made pursuant to any warrant, much less an “administrative warrant”—an 

initial review of available documents strongly suggests that, in many cases, ICE has no warrant 

at all.24 

                                                 
23 ICE agents admit to racial profiling to identify targets for deportation, and recent reports reveal widespread 
mismanagement and forgery of administrative “warrants” among ICE agents.  See Bob Ortega, ICE Supervisors 
Sometimes Skip Required Review of Detention Warrants, Emails Show, CNN (Mar. 13, 2019, 7:30 AM), available 
at https://www.cnn.com/2019/03/13/us/ice-supervisors-dont-always-review-deportation-warrants-invs/index.html. 
(“You look every day to see who's locked up in the jails—it’s racial profiling, really.  You’re looking for odd names: 
a Carlos Lopez, not a John Smith.”). 
24 Id.  ACLU of Oregon legal observers report that ICE has never shown an arrest warrant at any observed 
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Although ICE acts as a law enforcement agency, its conduct falls well outside of the 

protocols and public accountability expected of law enforcement.  For instance, in the high-

profile case of Isidro Andrade-Tafolla, a U.S. citizen that ICE detained in late 2017 at the 

Washington County Circuit Court in Hillsboro, Oregon,25 ICE misled Oregon law enforcement 

and acted in a manner that jeopardized law enforcement relations with local communities.  As 

Washington County Sheriff Pat Garrett, then-President of the Oregon Association of Sheriffs, 

explained, “We were assured . . . that agents would identify themselves verbally with a clearly 

visible badge or vest or a jacket with clear insignia, and that their vehicles were equipped with 

red and blue lights.”26  But “the facts in the case of Andrade-Tafolla [we]re inconsistent with 

those assurances” and set a dangerous example for law enforcement agents: “For many years the 

standard for plainclothes police who contact or stop a person in the community has been to 

clearly and immediately identify themselves . . .  To not do so is reckless and dangerous.”27  

Indeed, when plainclothes police do not identify themselves, confusion results and 

confrontations become escalated because suspects do not understand whether they are being 

questioned by police or whether they are about to become the victims of a crime.  Those 

incidents often lead people to call 9-1-1, which creates more confusion as officers arrive, 

unaware that the individuals involved are law enforcement: “You can see first-hand the damage 

                                                                                                                                                             
courthouse arrest, despite repeated requests.  More recent reports reveal widespread mismanagement and forgery of 
administrative “warrants” among ICE agents. 
25 OregonLive, ICE Agents Mistakenly Try to Grab Latino County Worker Near Courthouse (Sept. 19, 2017), 
available at https://www.oregonlive.com/hillsboro/index.ssf/2017/ 09/ice_mistakenly_tries_to_grab_l.html.  
Andrade-Tafolla is a U.S. citizen, a father of three children, a public servant and county employee, and a resident of 
Washington County for many decades.  He was stopped and interrogated by ICE officers, who demanded his 
identification in front of his wife on the street.  When ICE presented him with a photo of an alleged suspect who 
looked nothing like him, Andrade-Tafolla and his wife objected, pointing out the misidentification.  When 
newspaper reporters arrived at the scene, ICE officers promptly departed, offering no apology or explanation for the 
intrusion.  The incident was deeply upsetting to Andrade-Tafolla and his family, causing him to seek therapy.  Since 
the event, he has expressed the pain of being racially profiled, and the sense of injustice he suffered merely for 
accompanying his partner to a state courthouse. 
26 Geoff Pursinger, Congressional Lawmakers Call on ICE to Investigate Hillsboro Incident, Hillsboro Tribune 
(Sep. 22, 2019), available at https://pamplinmedia.com/ht/117-hillsboro-tribune-news/373110-257651-
congressional-lawmakers-call-on-ice-to-investigate-hillsboro-incident. 
27 Id. 
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that this [ICE] incident has had on the trust between local law enforcement and the community 

. . . which is a necessary component of us being able to do our job successfully.”28 

ICE’s conduct has also proven disruptive to the ability of Oregon’s state courts to 

administer justice and to the safety of individuals as they walk the courthouse halls.  In another 

incident at the Washington County Circuit Court, an MPD client was arrested just after the 

conclusion of a judicial conference in a pending criminal matter.  Bystanders reported a physical 

encounter that sounded like a fight had broken out in the hallway of the courthouse.29  The arrest 

occurred before the MPD attorney could intervene on behalf of the client or inspect the warrant.  

The circuit court judge presiding over the matter sent a letter to the Oregon Supreme Court 

expressing deep concern over the events.  The Honorable Andrew R. Erwin wrote, 

ICE agents . . . placed the security of this court, and those before it, in an 
untenable and unacceptable position.  Their actions to lie in wait on the third floor 
of the courthouse and ambush a non-violent defendant during one of our busiest 
dockets directly jeopardizes the safety of everyone involved.  And, the disruption 
was significant. . . .30 

After ICE detained MPD’s client, the client missed subsequent hearings and their MPD attorney 

was no longer able to contact them.31 

Every ICE intrusion in an Oregon courthouse has had a profound impact on the 

individuals arrested, their families, and the community’s view of state courthouses as safe and 

accessible places.  ICE’s mere presence in courthouse spaces is often widely reported in news 

media, social media, and among parishioners, neighbors, and the local community.  Given the 

life-changing consequences of an immigration arrest, just one incident in a community’s 

courthouse can cause those who are immigrants, or whose loved ones are immigrants, not to seek 

                                                 
28 Id.  ICE consistently fails to follow regular arrest procedures by operating undercover.  In virtually all courthouse 
intrusions that the ACLU of Oregon has documented, ICE agents have either refused to identify themselves—as in 
the detention of Andrade-Tafolla—or have revealed their affiliation only after legal observers demanded it.  They 
rarely revealed their badges. 
29 Macpherson Decl. ¶ 8. 
30 E-mail from the Honorable Andrew R. Erwin Thomas A. Balmer, Stephen K. Bushong, Robert Herndon, Ronald 
Stone, Jon R. Hill, & Norm R. Hill, Inexcusable ICE Incident this Afternoon (June 1, 2018, 4:48 p.m.) (on file with 
counsel). 
31 Macpherson Decl. ¶ 8 
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restraining orders, appear at arraignments, appear as witnesses, request assistance with housing, 

or file for divorce.  And every time a community member is forcibly taken by ICE from the 

courthouse, thousands of individuals begin to feel the very real threat that they might be next. 

III. ICE’s practices have caused harm to individuals, families, and entire communities. 

The impact of the ICE’s courthouse arrest policy has been devasting to Oregon’s families 

and communities, as well as to its collective prosperity.  As noted above, since 2017, ICE has 

executed or planned enforcement actions at state courthouses that serve nearly three million 

Oregonians, or 71 percent of the state’s residents.32  The stories of individuals across the 

Northwest who have been impacted by those courthouse arrests demonstrate the widespread 

harm that ICE has caused, and continues to cause, to immigrant communities and communities 

of color seeking to conduct legitimate business in the safety of our state courts.  Some of those 

stories are below. 

MPD has reported widespread, negative impacts of ICE’s courthouse arrest practices on 

its ability to provide public defender services.  MPD clients who want to have their case heard 

fear ICE arrest and often fail to appear.  Critical defense witnesses, including exculpatory 

witnesses, have not attended proceedings for fear of ICE.  MPD attorneys are on high alert, often 

accompanying their clients to and from the courthouse and monitoring their whereabouts closely 

when making appearances. 

That is also true of defense attorneys more generally.  On one occasion, a client of 

Multnomah Defenders, Inc., another public defenders’ office serving Portland, Oregon, left a 

courtroom to use the restroom while his attorney remained in the courtroom to await the client’s 

trial readiness hearing.  ICE agents arrested the client in the hallway and refused to allow him to 

return to inform his attorney, or the court, of the arrest.  The client was not able to reach his 

attorney until several weeks later, when he called her from immigration detention at the Northern 

                                                 
32 ACLU of Oregon, Advocates Ask Oregon Courts to Ban Arrests at Courthouses (Oct. 18, 2019), available at 
https://aclu-or.org/en/press-releases/advocates-ask-oregon-courts-ban-ice-arrests-courthouses.  
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Oregon Regional Correctional Facility.  On another occasion, ICE arrested an individual who 

had two ankle monitors pursuant to a release agreement for a state criminal charge.  ICE arrested 

the man on his way to make a court appearance and then later removed the monitors.  The man 

was charged with failing to appear at his hearing, a state warrant issued, and the removal of the 

ankle monitor alerted to the individual’s attorney as tampering.  The attorney had no way of 

knowing what had happened. 

MPD’s Community Law Program, the mission of which is to assist and remove barriers 

for individuals living in poverty, mental illness, addiction, or trauma, likewise reports that ICE 

arrests have eroded community trust in the courthouse space.  Their clients have not sought 

protective orders or workers’ compensation benefits, and, because of ICE, they have avoided 

going to the courthouse to pay parking tickets.33 

NWJP’s clients—immigrant and contingent workers who have experienced violations of 

their workplace rights—have been reticent to go to court, for fear of what might happen to them 

or their families.  NWJP illustrates the harm through the experiences of their clients: 

A-Z- was a maid cleaning hotel rooms for many years.  Although she was paid 
minimum wage for the hours she worked cleaning rooms, she was also required to 
fold laundry for the hotel.  She was paid a piece rate for this work that did not 
cover the extra hours she worked at a minimum wage rate, plus this work resulted 
in her working more than forty hours per week, and she was not paid overtime for 
those hours.  She settled her case at a discount in no small part to avoid having to 
go to trial and risk confrontation with ICE. 

For many years E- was a janitor at a hotel.  During all the time she was working, 
she was not paid at a legal rate, including many hours of overtime that were not 
paid at the overtime premium.  She begged her lawyer to do anything possible to 
make sure that she never had to set foot in a courtroom. 

E-A- worked several years for a sawmill, and he was injured on the job.  His 
injuries were such that he could not return to his old work at the mill, but during 

                                                 
33 Moreover, MPD attorneys report that ICE presence in the courthouse makes their job, already one of the most 
challenging in the legal profession, even more emotionally and professionally taxing.  The arrests, and threat of 
arrests, compel MPD attorneys to escort their noncitizen clients around the courthouse so that they have access to 
counsel should they be approached by ICE.  MPD reports that the trauma that results from watching one’s client be 
taken away, in the midst of a case, in a chaotic and violent scene in the halls of Oregon’s courts, is significant.  MPD 
notes that they do not counsel their clients not to attend court hearings but must advise as to the attendant risks of 
appearing. 
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the time his workers’ compensation case was pending, he was assigned to light 
duty by the temp agency, holding a sign on the street advertising the agency.  
When his case was settled, he was discharged, even though he was entitled to be 
placed in any available job that he was physically able to do.  E-A- expressed 
great fear of going to court to assert his rights, even though he has lived in the 
United States for many years and has a valid social security number. 

C-S- was a client in a claim for unpaid wages.  Independent of that case, C-S- was 
required to report to court periodically pursuant to a DUII conviction, and he was 
very worried about doing so for fear of arrest by ICE at the court.  Although he 
successfully reported to the court several times to pay his fine, when he went to 
make his final payment, he was arrested, jailed, and ultimately deported. 

C-S-L- was a client in a hard-fought, lengthy wage claim.  During that experience, 
he became involved in NWJP’s legislative advocacy regarding wage theft 
legislation.  He went to Salem to testify or to share his experience with individual 
legislators on various occasions.  He thoroughly enjoyed doing so, and even 
helped us to recruit other worker witnesses.  He agreed to be interviewed on 
television to share his story with the public.  However, after ICE began making 
arrests in the courthouses, he became very reluctant to go to the Capitol out of 
fear that ICE would be there, also, to make arrests. 

NWJP clients demonstrate the extent of the collateral damage due to ICE presence in the 

courthouse—individuals are less likely to participate in full civic life because of distrust and 

concern about what might happen in our public spaces.  This minimizes leadership and 

participation from all parts of Oregon’s diverse communities, robs workers of their wages, and 

hurts our collective prosperity. 

Adelante Mujeres serves a diverse community of women and families of color, and 

reports that many of its members have chosen not to seek court assistance for name changes, real 

estate transactions, or to report domestic violence for fear that they will be profiled, harassed, or 

detained by ICE while at a courthouse.  But the community’s growing distrust of the legal 

system does not stop at the courthouse doors.  Executive Director Bridget Cooke explains, 

Clients have dropped out of English language and G.E.D. classes for fear of ICE 
presence in our community.  They have isolated themselves and their families in 
the home, preventing their children from attending afterschool enrichment 
activities, field trips and church outings.  They have made rash financial decisions 
regarding their studies, businesses and other investments. The level of daily fear 
endured by our clients has also contributed to increased depression and 
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intrafamilial conflict and violence.34 

Causa Oregon similarly reports that community members are living in a state of constant 

terror due to ICE presence in our government buildings and are avoiding the courthouse at great 

personal cost.  Indeed, Lorena Manzo, organizer at Causa explains, “These days, our participants 

have fear of any government entity, no matter what agency they are from.  They do not 

distinguish police court employees from ICE agents, or feel they can trust those differences.  The 

rise of courthouse arrests has greatly eroded community trust in the justice system.”35 

ACLU of Oregon monitors the threat to public safety, human welfare, and the 

constitutional rights of community members posed by ICE arrests in our courthouses.  In the 

spring of 2017, the ACLU of Oregon began to receive requests from community members for 

legal observers and accompaniment to courthouse hearings.36  In April 2017, ACLU of Oregon 

legal observers filmed a violent arrest outside the Clackamas County courthouse, where eight 

plainclothes ICE agents dragged a man out of his truck and took him away in an unmarked car—

without ever showing an arrest warrant, despite repeated requests from legal observers.37 

In response to increased reports of ICE’s courthouse arrests and urgent concerns in the 

community, ACLU of Oregon has organized a dedicated courthouse legal observer program 

since May 2017, and has witnessed the arrests of numerous mothers, fathers, and individuals 

seeking merely to conduct ordinary business in the court.38  In courthouse hallways and even 

inside courtrooms, community members have been taken away by plainclothes ICE agents, 

without presenting a warrant or any other documentation, and then driven off in unmarked 

vehicles.  ACLU of Oregon has numerous videos documenting those shocking ICE practices.  

And since DHS published its January 10, 2018, directive on courthouse enforcement, ACLU of 

                                                 
34 Declaration of Bridget Cooke ¶ 6. 
35 Declaration of Lorena Manzo ¶ 9. 
36 ACLU Letter, at 2–3. 
37  ACLU Letter, at 2. 
38  ACLU Letter, at 3–5. 
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Oregon has observed that ICE conduct has become more secretive, contravening those stated 

policies.39 

VIVA Inclusive Migrant Network (VIVA) also oversees a legal observer program in the 

Washington County Circuit Court.  Its members accompany Latino Oregonians while they visit 

the courthouse, often observing federal immigration agents waiting outside courtroom doors, 

sitting next to the relatives of individuals they later arrest.  In some cases, they coerce family 

members to turn over the arrestee in exchange for avoiding arrest themselves; in other cases, they 

opportunistically arrest the family members, too.  Often, VIVA observes federal immigration 

agents intimidate individuals so that they don’t ask for support or demand a warrant, fearing that 

if they do so, the family or friends who accompanied them to the courthouse—the people who 

are there to provide support—may also face an arrest. 

ICS’s clients express great fear in accessing the courthouse due to recent ICE arrests in 

Oregon, and its former Executive Director explains that the viral news stories about ICE 

activities in the courthouse “creat[e] immediate panic among clients, including those with legal 

status.”40  ICS’s clients worry about their safety in the courthouse because of the presence of 

ICE.  One of its clients considered not attending a hearing that would allow her to obtain custody 

of her U.S.-citizen children from an abusive husband.  Other ICS clients have shown great 

reticence to pursue restraining orders, or a divorce from an abuser, due to the risks attendant to 

appearing in court.  ICS’s partners, such as the Latino Community Association, report that 

community members are afraid to pay parking tickets or engage in other routine court business 

for fear of being profiled, harassed, or detained at their local courthouse, regardless of 

immigration status. 

The trauma and stress of ICE arrests at courthouses has also further compounded the pain 

that ICS’s clients already have experienced.  As ICE’s former Executive Director, Lisa LeSage, 

                                                 
39 ACLU Letter, pp. 5–6. 
40 Declaration of Lisa LeSage ¶ 5 (“LeSage Decl.”). 
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explained in 2018: 

Many ICS clients have suffered trauma in their home countries, on their journeys 
to the United States, and here upon arrival.  Our legal workers report that news 
stories about ICE presence in the courthouse has exacerbated their trauma, 
making it more difficult for clients to trust that the legal system will protect them.  
This in turn makes it even more difficult for ICS legal advocates to effectively 
communicate with clients and build trust through the ever-lengthening, and 
increasingly complex, process of legalization.41 

Latino Network’s members also have compelling stories.  Latino Network operates an 

immigration navigator program that assists community members with finding appropriate legal 

services and liaising with immigration lawyers.  A member seeking assistance from the program 

explained that he had appeared at the Washington County Circuit Court for a hearing in a DUII 

case.  After the hearing, three ICE agents followed him outside of the courthouse, approached 

him, and began to question him about his country of origin.  After they learned that he was a 

native of Guatemala, and after he could not immediately show them proof of permanent 

residence in the United States, he was arrested, placed in double locked handcuffs, and 

transferred to the Tacoma, Washington, detention facility.  He spent three months in detention, 

and his U.S. citizen children were placed in state custody as a result of the unlawful arrest.  The 

trauma of the arrest, and the fear that has resulted, has made it difficult for him to fight for the 

custody of his children.  He lives in constant fear that ICE will arrest him again when he attends 

his child custody hearings. 

Other Latino Network members live with similar fears.  Members have reported being 

afraid to go to courthouses to pay traffic tickets. They have been traumatized by the presence of 

non-uniformed government officials in their communities.  And they have chosen to forego filing 

restraining orders and divorce petitions, including in cased of domestic abuse. 

Finally, Unite Oregon reports that “[l]ong-standing members of our community, 

particularly immigrants and refugees, feel impacted by ICE interference at the courthouse, 

                                                 
41 LeSage Decl. ¶ 8. 
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regardless of status, as they do not want to be profiled or harassed while coming and going to the 

courthouse.”42  Kayse Jama, Unite Oregon’s Executive Director, recalls one occasion in which a 

father of three was detained at the Washington County courthouse when trying to pay a parking 

ticket.  The father was taken to the Tacoma Northwest Detention Center, leaving his wife to face 

the possibility of further ICE interference.  She was presented with an agonizing choice: risk 

arrest, leaving her children without a guardian, or face further negative consequences for failing 

to resolve a civil traffic infraction.43 

A 2018 national survey conducted by the National Immigrant Women’s Advocacy 

Project (NIWAP) further documents the adverse impacts of ICE’s policies and practices.44  It 

shows that individuals are far less likely to be willing to make police reports, assist with post-

crime investigations, and work with local prosecutors, for fear of the deportation consequences 

that might result from their decisions to do so.45  For the same reasons, incidents of domestic 

violence, child abuse, and human trafficking are now further underreported and more difficult to 

investigate.46  Legal advocates and service providers report fewer filings, and they report 

circumstances in which their clients choose to stay in abusive and sometimes dangerous 

situations because they are afraid to go to court.47  Judges report interruptions in pending 

proceedings due to an immigrant crime victim’s fear of the threat of arrest.48  Judges also report, 

significantly, “that fear of coming to court, worry, and distrust of the police, courts, justice 
                                                 
42 Declaration of Kayse Jama ¶ 5 (“Jama Decl.”). 
43 Damaging collateral consequences also result from ICE arrests and presence in state buildings.  Teachers report 
that children are suffering from emotional, physical, and mental stress for fear of having their families ripped apart 
and are “at a loss for how to support their students.”  Members also report a reticence to seek health care and 
“healthcare providers are seeing a drop-in patient attendance.”  Jama Decl. ¶ 9. 
44 NIWAP Report, supra note 16.  The NIWAP Report is based on the results of a nationwide survey of attorneys, 
advocates, judges, law enforcement officials, and organizations that worked with or sought training or assistance in 
cases involving immigrant victims, women, and children.  Judges from 25 states, including Oregon, participated in 
the survey. 
45 Id. 
46 Id.; see also Freezing Out, supra note 16; Cora Engelbrecht, Fewer Immigrants Are Reporting Domestic Abuse.  
Police Blame Fear of Deportation., N.Y. Times (June 3, 2018), available at 
https://www.nytimes.com/2018/06/03/us/immigrants-houston-domestic-violence.html. 
47 Id. 
48 Id. 
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system, and getting involved with any government agencies impedes access to justice for 

immigrants.”49 

IV. Oregon’s courthouse rule is effective, but it does not go far enough. 

As amici mentioned above, in November 2019, Oregon’s Chief Justice Martha Walters 

issued a Chief Justice Order making immediately effective a trial court rule prohibiting civil 

immigration arrests inside Oregon’s state courthouses and within the “environs” of any state 

courthouse.  The trial court rule provides, 

3.190 CIVIL ARRESTS  
 

(1) No person may subject an individual to civil arrest without a judicial warrant 
or judicial order when the individual is in a courthouse or within the environs of a 
courthouse. 
(2) “Courthouse” means any building or space used by a circuit court of this state. 
(3) “Environs of a courthouse” means the vicinity around a courthouse, including 
all public entryways, driveways, sidewalks, and parking areas intended to serve a 
courthouse. 

Since the rule took effect in November 2019, amici are not aware of any incidents in which ICE 

has violated the terms of the rule. 

 Oregon’s rule, however, does not go far enough.  By failing to extend protection to 

individuals while they are going to and returning from court, cf. Stewart v. Ramsay, 242 US 128, 

129, 37 S Ct 44 (1916) (so describing the scope of the common-law privilege), the rule does not 

prevent ICE from continuing to use state court dockets to identify an individual’s hearing date, 

stake out the courthouse property, and target that individual for arrest.  When the individual 

leaves the courthouse “environs,” he or she is again immediately at risk of seizure, interrogation, 

and arrest at the hands of ICE, and then separation them from their families and communities—

all in violation of the common-law privilege against civil arrest.  ICE will continue to roam those 

spaces, exploiting Oregon’s justice system to find and target community members suspected of 

administrative immigration violations.  Unless this Court enjoins ICE’s conduct, the fear that 

                                                 
49 NIWAP Report, supra note 16, at 21.  These findings echo the findings from a similar survey conducted regarding 
the impact of ICE deportation practices on Oregon courts.  See CaJacob Decl. ¶¶ 5–10. 
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exists across our respective states, with amici’s members, clients, and communities, will persist.  

Access to courts will continue to be threatened, and our justice system will continue to be 

irreparably harmed by ICE’s unlawful policy. 

CONCLUSION 

 For the foregoing reasons, amici respectfully request that the Court grant the State of 

Washington’s Motion for Preliminary Injunction. 

 

DATED this 16th day of January, 2020. 

 
s/Jesús Miguel Palomares    
Jesús Miguel Palomares, WSBA No. 51858 
s/Kellen A. Hade     
Kellen A. Hade, WSBA No. 44535 
s/Carolyn A. Mount_________   
Carolyn A. Mount, WSBA No. 55527 
MILLER NASH GRAHAM & DUNN LLP 
Pier 70, 2801 Alaskan Way, Suite 300 
Seattle, WA  98121-1128 
Tel:  (206) 624-8300 
Fax:  (206) 340-9599 
Email: jesus.palomares@millernash.com 
 kellen.hade@millernash.com 
 carolyn.mount@millernash.com 

Attorneys for Amici Oregon Immigrants’ 
Rights Organizations 
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APPENDIX A 
 

 

Causa Oregon (Causa) works to improve the lives of Latino immigrants and their 

families in Oregon through advocacy, coalition building, leadership development, and civic 

engagement.  Latino immigrants and their families are at the heart of Causa and inspire, 

implement, and champion Causa’s work.  Causa serves a broad range of individuals statewide, 

including immigrants and communities of color. 

Adelante Mujeres is a culturally specific organization focused on serving the Latino and 

immigrant community through educational and community advancement programs.  It provides 

holistic education and empowerment opportunities to marginalized Latina women and families to 

ensure full participation and active leadership in the community. 

Metropolitan Public Defender (MPD) is a nonprofit law firm that provides holistic 

public defense services to both citizens and noncitizens in Oregon’s two most populous counties, 

Multnomah and Washington.  Since 2018, MPD has represented in at least 500 noncitizen 

clients. 

Northwest Workers’ Justice Project (NWJP) is a nonprofit legal services provider 

offering legal representation in employment matters, policy advocacy, community legal 

education, and training to employees and their advocates.  NWJP serves a broad range of 

individuals across the state of Oregon, but their work is particularly concentrated on the 

employment rights of immigrant and contingent workers. 

Immigration Counseling Service (ICS) is Oregon’s oldest nonprofit immigration law 

firm providing direct legal services to immigrants throughout Oregon and Southwest 

Washington.  ICS also operates an anti-trafficking program and serves unaccompanied 

immigrant children in Oregon. 

Interfaith Movement for Immigrant Justice (IMIrJ) accompanies and equips 

communities and people of faith to advance immigrant justice through direct accompaniment of 

Case 2:19-cv-02043-TSZ   Document 63-1   Filed 01/16/20   Page 25 of 28



1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

26 

 

 

APPENDIX A TO AMICI OREGON IMMIGRANTS’ 
RIGHTS ORGANIZATIONS’ AMICUS CURIAE BRIEF 
Case No. 19-cv-02043-TSZ 
 4846-6513-9634.1  

MILLER NASH GRAHAM & DUNN LLP 
ATTORNEYS AT LAW 

T:  206.624.8300 |  F: 206.340.9599 
PIER 70  

2801 ALASKAN WAY, SUITE 300 
SEATTLE,  WASHINGTON  98121 

 

immigrants facing detention and deportation; policy advocacy at local, state, and national levels; 

and prophetic action.  IMIrJ is an organization made up of diverse faith communities, faith 

leaders, and individuals called by their conscience to respond actively and publicly to the 

suffering of immigrants in the United States due to unjust immigration policies.  IMIrJ provides 

courthouse accompaniment and offers sanctuary for immigrants faced with family separation, 

detention, and/or deportation. 

Central Pacific Conference of United Church of Christ (CPC) is a covenant with 33 

congregations in Oregon, 9 in Southern Idaho, and 2 in Southern Washington, totaling 5830 

members.  CPC embraces the diversity of the population, which includes Native American 

peoples, lifelong residents, relocated residents, immigrants, and refugees.  CPC seeks opportunities 

to share its progressive Christian voice and commitment to justice for all. 

Doctors for Camp Closure is a nonpartisan organization of over 2200 physicians and 

healthcare providers from all specialties who oppose the inhumane detention of migrants and 

refugees who are attempting to enter the United States.  It has witnessed the physical and 

emotional trauma and hardship that civil immigration arrests have on families, and especially 

young children.  Family separation results in adverse childhood experiences, which are linked to 

pool health outcomes, mental health problems, risky health behaviors, early death, and a host of 

other social and economic difficulties.  Whenever an individual fears or faces arrest if they go to 

a courthouse, families and communities are less safe and less healthy. 

Latino Network is a nonprofit organization whose mission is to educate and empower 

Latinos to achieve physical and mental health, safe housing, sustainable financial stability, and 

social support.  Latino Network does so by offering a variety of programs and services, including 

early childhood services, community-based programs, school-based programs, arts and culture 

programs for youth, health and wellness programs, and civic leadership programs. 

VIVA Inclusive Migrant Network (VIVA) is a nonprofit organization dedicated to 

defending the rights of migrants.  VIVA offers workshops on civil and human rights and how to 
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protect them when faced with federal immigration authorities.  VIVA also provides guidance to 

the community about how to respond to known or potential ICE arrests or detentions. 

Pueblo Unido is a nonprofit organization that supports Portland metro community 

members in the fight against deportation. It connects clients to adequate legal representation and 

helps gather evidence to strengthen cases against removal.  Since 2018, Pueblo Unido has 

worked with individuals who have been arrested near courthouses in Washington County, 

Clackamas County, Marion County, and Benton County, Oregon, and in Grays Harbor County 

and Snohomish County, Washington. 

American Immigration Lawyers Association of Oregon (AILA Oregon) is the 

Oregon chapter of a national association of immigration lawyers established to promote justice, 

advocate for fair and reasonable immigration law and policy, advance the quality of immigration 

and nationality law and practice, and enhance the professional development of its members.  

AILA Oregon currently has 286 individual chapter members. 

Immigrant and Refugee Community Organization (IRCO) aims to promote the 

integration of refugees, immigrants, and the community at large into a self-sufficient, healthy, 

and inclusive multi-ethnic society.  It is the sole Oregon service provider of employment services 

and job training for newly arrived refugees. 

Rural Organizing Project (ROP) is a statewide organization that supports a multi-issue, 

rural-centered grassroots base in Oregon.  ROP seeks to build and support a shared standard of 

human dignity: the belief in the equal worth of all people, the need for equal access to justice, 

and the right to self-determination.  ROP’s robust network of staff and volunteers works 

statewide to disentangle state and local governments from federal immigration enforcement and 

safeguard access to justice for Oregon’s immigrant and refugee community. 

Unite Oregon works across Oregon to build a unified intercultural movement for justice.  

It is led by people of color, immigrants and refugees, rural communities, and people 

experiencing poverty, and represents more than 13,000 supporters and members across Oregon. 
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 DECLARATION OF SERVICE 

I, Jesús  Miguel Palomares, hereby declare under penalty of perjury under the laws of the 

United States that on this 20th day of January, 2020, the foregoing document was filed using the 

CM/ECF system which will send notice of the same to all registered parties. 

SIGNED at Seattle, Washington this 20th day of January, 2020. 
 
s/Jesús Miguel Palomares  

      Jesús Miguel Palomares 
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