UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT e
THE SOUTHERN DISTRICT OF OHIO Eyaw

KEENO KEENO NICHOLOS ROWE

Y —— |

Petitioner;

v

BEAU SNEDDON, Warden;

Butler Coyrity Jail; .

KEVIN RAYCRAF, Director, U.S!
Immiigration

and: Custorhs Enforgeinenf and: Removal
Operations (“ICE/ERO™), Detroit Field
Df"ﬁcc; TQi’)D LYGNSQ Rcﬁng:’
Enforcenient: (‘?ICE"I); 'MARKWA’YNE
MULLIN, Secretary of

U.S: Pepariment of Homeland Security
(“DHS";

TODD BLANCHE, Attomey Gengral of
theUniited States,

Respondents,

‘Case No.1:26-0v-01142°

FILED PRO.SE

REMOVAL, AND PRELIVINARY INJUNGTION.

{

"PETITIONER'S EMERGENCY MOTION FOR TEMPQRARY RESTRAINING ORDER, STAY OF
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Pefitionér xespactfully. requests tiat 1o-Court granthis Ervigrgericy Motion for a Teinporaty
Restrilininig Ordét, Stajf of Remival, and Profimifary Injutictjon, Tife grounds-fof this iiotion aré
set fortliin the accompanying memotandun of law, extiibits insufiport thereof, the Complaint,

-and the applicablé:law:-A propesed drderalse:accompanies this mofion.

.Dated: May-19, 2026

Respectfully submitted,

KEENQ NICHOLOSROWE
Butler: County Jail

‘705 Hanover S,
Hatniltor, OH 45011
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT.
THE:SOUTHERN DISTRICT OF QHIO

KEENO NICHOLOS ROWE' *Case No.1:26:ev-01142

|

Peritiorier;

BEAU SNEDDON, Warglen,
Butler ”Qoung& Jail;

KEVIN RAYCRAFT, Figld Office
Director, US. Imniigration,

and Customs Enforcement and, Removal
Opcraiiigns '(?“-‘ICE/EH@"’:} ﬁcfm’ii Field

Ditector of U.S. Kmm{graugn- and Cistomy
Eiforteient ("ICE"); MARKWAYNE
MULLIN; S¢cretary of

U.S. Deparfiient :of Homeland Seeurity
(“DHS”);

TODD BLANCHE, Aitemey General of:
the Uniited States, ‘FILED PROSE

Respondens.

MEMORANDUM OF LAW IN SUPPORT OF PETITIONER'S EMERGENCY
MOTION FOR TEMPORARY RESTRATNING ORDER, STAY OF REMOVAL,AND
PRELIMINARBINJUNCTION
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Petitioiier Keéno Nickolos Rowe {?“Pemlaner”) tespectfully moves: this Court for
2 Temporary Restrmmng Order, Stay ‘of Removal, and Preliminary Injuriction pcndmg
adjudication of his Petitionfor Wit of Habeas Corpus pursuant to 38 UK.C. §.2241,

Petitioner sceks. emergency mj;,ef‘;pmsmy;ng the-status-quo and prevenfing Respondents
from. takinig gctions toward effectusting reriovalor othenvige impdiring this' Court’s-ability to
provide ricaningful habeas relief whilé th ingtint proceedinigs remain pending;

Petitioner is “prosently detainet.at Butler Gounty: Jail inHarnilton, Ohic and i éumhﬂy
sehedtiled for an Individual Hbanng befora the Immigration Court on May 28,.2026. Petitioner
seoks VAWA Cancellation of Removal and hasafiieady recejved a prinia facie-determination under:
VAWA from USCIS, :eﬂectmgﬂxathts fumanitarian elaims-are neitherspeculative nor frivelous.
Nevestheless, Pefifioner’s. counsel has been. unable to adequately prepare the case due to,
extraordinary detention-batrier, inabilityfo gstablish meaningfil attormey-clignt commtinication,,
mabd:ty to ¢ompléte’4 critical psychological ¢valuation; prelonged lockdowri conditions; and
-restrctionson legat access..

Petitioner’s habeas petitiott éhalleﬁges thie-constitutionality “of his continued detention; the
fundamentally deficient bond pmceedmgs and onging; dire process, violations arising. from
‘restrictions: substanually 1mpamm£r pmgamﬁpn of his 'VAWA- case; ‘Petitioner glleges that the-
Tinmigrition Judge impréperly denied bond afterallegedly-finding dapger to the community baséd
primarily-ofi-3 notiviolént offense while. failing to méaningfully consider substantial-favorable-
-quitics;- mciudmg Petitioner’s, priia. facie VAWA: detemmatmngmhabthtmn eligibility for
adjusnhent, lumanitariati considerations, and: -alteriatives to.détention.

Absent.emergency intervention,. ?eunmier faces immediate and irrepdrable harm becase:
the upgoming, Individual Hearing: may prewed ‘befare Petitioner’s counsel is able to adequately
prepare the: VAWA Caneeltatwn claim:gr cqmplatecntxcal evidence,.

I FACTUAR. BACKGROUND!

Petitiorier i§ @ twérity-seven-yédr-old nativé and citizen of Janiaica who: entered thic.
United  States with 4-B-2 ¢isa on Febriary 26,:2021. Priot to detention, Petitioner. resided in-
‘S@hc;xe;:’iad};; New York.

On March 11, 2026, DHS issued a Notice to Appear charging Petitioner:as removable-
under INA §237(4)(1)(B), angd ICE toek Petitioner info- cusiody. Petitioner reniains defairied at
Butler Cotinty Jail..
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Petitioner'séeks VAWA Cincellation 6f Rentoval adid: has dlready received a prima fagic

‘deterinination’from USEIS: fegarding thie-underlying VAWA claitd, Upon approval, Betitionert tay
pursué adjustment of statis:aid thetefore: posséSScs arealisti¢ pathway toward, lawfal permanent
Tesidence:.

»:oounsel moyed to contmue pmceedmgs becausc memlmgﬁxl prepamnon has beoome ncarIy

impossible- due to detention conditions:and #ftomey access. eestrictions. Pefitioner’s: counse]
répeatedly attempted to locate aid commuitichte with Pcn‘ﬁonar biit was uiablé to establish’
sufficient attomay-c!tent comuiication’ neessary to pfepare the .case,- gaﬁxer evidence, or

. coordinate the. psycholog:é’al cvaluation eritical to. the VAWA.clain. .

Petitionier reportedly.experiences lockdown conditions approximating twenty hours: per

.day, Petitioner’s counsel contacted ICE secking assistance, and was redireoted ta Butler County

Jail, Petitioner’s coynsel was informed legal ealls-and video legal visits were nog permitted, leaving
counstl uable to adequately-prepare-the casé;

“The psychologtcal svalnation. refiaing icomplete dcspx‘tc dxf'g‘ent efforts and constitutes
étitical corroboratifig evidertoe adldressing trauima and abuse relevant to Pefitioner's VAWA,

‘Cancellation claim.-

TIL. PETITIONER WILL SUFFER [RREPARABLE FARM ABSENT EMERGENCY RELIEF

Pétitioner satisfies; the irreparable hari requiréfient. First, Petitioner remajns subject
0 'Ongoing, ¢ivil deténtion under ¢irGumstances-tatlenged -as constitutionally deficient in thel

‘pending habeas pmcewmgs Freedoin from bodily restriint cofisfitutes ‘g of the- most
fundamental liberty intetests protected by the Fifth Adtendment. See Zadvydas . Davis, 533

U.S. 678,:680-93 (2001 ); Hamdrv. Rumisfeld, 542 1'8..507,:529 (2004).

‘Second, Petitioner, faces imminent and. irreparable prejudice ‘because the Individul
Heariiig {s scfieduled for May 28,.2026; while critical preparation remains incomplete, Petitioner's.
coéurisel has: beén unable t0-establish niggningful dtformey:client communication, complete the:
®quired psychological evalyation, or adequately. prepare-the VAWA Caricellation claim dug to
detention restiietions beyond Petitionér’y control.

Preparation of VAWA-based relief requires extensive factnal deyelopnrent, cbrmbaratmg_
evidence, wilness:preparation; and trauma documentation, Proceeding to-an Individual Hearing
withonit. this evidesice would substaptially préjudice Petitioner- and impair his ability. to

rteaniigfally présent humnitiian teligs.

Third,. continued -detention conditions subistantially interfere with Petitfoner’s tight to
meaningful preparation and attomey access. Petitloner’s counsel soughit assistance through ICE.
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4dnd was redirécted-to° Butler Cotnity Yail whiere légal catls and vidéo' legal-visits wefe réportédly
unavailable. These barriers have materially.impaired preparation:of the case,

“The: mabxlxty tosadequately corminicate. with detained:individuals prior to an Individual
‘Hearing rafses serionsiue processiconcems, See Hiicochea-Gomezn. INS, 237 £.3d 696, 699 (6th
-Gir. 2001);Biwor v. Gonzules, 403 F.3d 1094, 1099 (th Cir. 2005).

Fourth, abseént emorgeney. relief, Respondénts may. proceed: toward actiors dffecting:
Petitiontr’s custody er immigration Dostire beffre this Coyirt adjudicatés the pending Habeas,
.acla:ms impairing this Court’s dbility ta provide.meaningful aclief

~ “The réquested TRO' merély preserves-the statis giio pending adjudication of the habeas
petition..

ISLIKELY TO SUCCEED ON THE MERTTS

Pefitionef is likely to suceeed becausethe habeas petition presents substaitial constitutional;
claims. Petitioner chdllenges: ¢olitinued detention arising, from. fundametally deficient ‘bond,
ptomedmgsewhem the Immigration Judge' all’egedty ‘elevated g nenvidlent offense: above all ather
favorable eqmtws and’ fiiled to. meanmgﬁ,dly corsider. Petitionier’s pnma facie VAWA
deteimination, rchabxhtaﬁon, eI;gi‘bxht:,; for adjustmentof status, humaritarianconsiderations, .aid”
-alternatives to detention.

The Fifth  Amendment. applies fo all persons physically present within the United States
-and requires: meaningful dug-process- protections, Zadvydas v. Davis, 533 U.S. 678, 693 (2001).

Petitioner also-allgges violations arising from inability to nicaningfully communicate with
counséland’ prepare VAWA relief. Due protess requirés‘ameaningfil opportunity'to be heard at
a icaningful titne arid in & mearingful mariner. Mathews v. Eidridge, 434 U.S. 319, 333 (1976).

“The Sixth Circuit recognizes constifutional litaitations on immigration detention. See Ly v. Hansen,
351 F:3d 263, 270<71 (6th Cir. 2003); Federal:courts retain authority to remedy unconstitutional
‘detention through habeas proceedings.

V. BALANCE OF EQUITIES AND.PUBLIC INTEREST FAVOR RELIEF

The requested. TRO is: teniporary .and narrowly ‘tailored: Petitioner sccks ‘only:
pwsewanm nf tha Status.’ qua pcndmg adjuﬂlcanon of” tho» habeas- petltmn» ‘and. compleﬁon of

‘‘‘‘‘

Respondents suffer little or po-prejudice: from -preserving the status quo. By contrast,
Petitionerrisks pmcaedmg to:an Individual Hearing without eritical ¢vidence, withoiit meanifighil
dttomey pmparaﬁbn,fand withotit comipletion ofthe trauma evaluation central to the: VAWA claim.
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The public interest. strongly- Tavors $air p:odcedmgs meaningfiil ‘access 16 counsel; aiid
spnstitutional administrationof immigration Taws..

No:security bond should be.requiredunder Rirle 65(¢) because Petitioner isindigent, civilly:
‘détained, -and tho requested-reliefmerely-preserves thestatus:quo,

VI, CONECLUSION
WHEREFORE, Petitioner réspectfifly requests that this Coirt:

1. Grant Petitioner’s EmgrgepcyMoudn for Temporary Restraining Order, Stay of Removal,.
and Preliminary: Inmcnon,

2, Preserve the stafug.quo pending-adjudication of fhe Pefition for Wit of Habeas Corpus;

3. Temporaiily fesfrain Respondents: from efféctuating Petitioner’s renioval from the United.
States pending furthor Ordér of this Coutt;

4. Temporarily réstrain Responderts fram transferrifig, Pétitidier outside Biitler-County Jail
or to anotherdetertion facaluy Wxﬁ)ﬁut prior niotice to Pétitioner’s counsel;

5. Order Respondents:to* provide Pefitionsr with no-less:than seventytwo: (‘72} bours written.
notice priorto.any custodial ):Isansfex' movement, onrélocation of Petitioner outside Butler-
County Jail;

6. Order Respondentsto majntain Petitioner in 2 Facility where meaningful attomey-client
commuitication, legal calls; and legal access may acpur;

7. Preserve Petitioner’s ability to rieaningfully prepare and present his. VAWA Cancellation
of Removal.claim 4nd completé/the: pending psychological evaluation necessary to’support
ﬂwx:lalm,

8: Grant such furtherreliefas tis Courtdeems just-and proper.

Dated: May 19,2026
Respectfully submitted,

KEENOQ.NICHOLOS RDWE
Biitfer County Jail

705 Hanaver St,

Hantilton, 0H 45011
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
THE SOUTHERN DISTRICT.OF OHIQ

"KEENQ NICHOLOS ROWE:

Petitionier,

CaseNo,J:26-cv-01142

BEAU SNEDPDON, Warden,
_ Butler County Tail, ctal;
Respondents.

Réspondents,

[PROPGSED] ORDER
Upéit considération oF Petitioner’s Emérzency Motion for Teriiporary Restraining Order,

'Sty of Rentoval, and: Préliminary Injungtion, the Memorandur of Law in Support theredf, the:
Pétition'for Writ of Habéas Corpus pursuiant'io 28 U:S.C+§ 2241; and all supporting-exhibits
“attiiched thiereto, the, Court Firids that Smergeney relicf is warmnted fo presorve: i statifs quo
peiding adjudication of thé habeas proceediips;

Aceotdingly, I'T IS HEREBY: QRDERED that:

1. Petitioner's Emetgency Motion-for Tenipotary-Restraining Order, Stay of Removal, and
Prefiminary Injuictionis GRANTED-

2. Pénding adjudieation:sf the Petition for Wirit-af Habeds Corpus, Resporidents aré liereby”
TEMPORARILY RESTRAINED foi removiiig Petitiorier, Keeno Nicholos Roves, A#
D o the. United States:

3. Respondénts shall presérve the statiss quo peiiding further Order of this Caurt:

4, Responderits:shall providé: Petitioner-and counsel with-no_less than seventy-two.(72)
hours written tiotice priortosany cu’ﬁté’diaf‘;ransfél‘,: relécation; ormevement of Petitioner
outside Butler-€ounty:Jail.

5. Respondents are TEMPORARILY RESTRAINED from transferrinig Petitioner outside
Butler Cotinty Jail absent advarnce:notite to.counsel and further Order'of this Court.
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6. "Respondénisshall ¢hsure Pefitioner'is afforded meaningful attorhey access and
comhuitication Biecessary fo-prepare the pending itamigration proceedings and VAWA.
Cancellation of Remoyail clgim;

7. ‘Respondeiits.shall permit aftomey-clietit communication sufficient to:facilitate
preparatiofi of the peading psychiclogicdl cyaluation and development of evidence,
efevarit to Pefitiohér’s VAWA-based claims.

8,. No sécurity boud $hall be required pursuant to Federal Rule.of Civil Pracgdurg'63(c), as
Petitiolict-is indipent, civilly detdined, and the tequested relief mertly préserves thic statiis
Guo pending adjudication of thé Rabgag pétition.

9., The Court retains jurisdiction.to medify’ this Order as fiecessary,

IT’15 SO ORDERED:

DATED:

UNITED'STATES DISTRICT JUDGE;
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UNITED-STATES:DISTRICT €QURT
THE SOUTHERN DISTRICT OX. OHIO

KEENO NICHOLOS ROWE

S

Case N6.1126-cv-01142

Petitioner,.
BEAU SNEDDON, Warden, Exhibit Index

Butler Cotinty Jail, et al,,
Respondeiits.

| Respondents.

PETITIONER'S EMERGENCY MOTION FOR TEMPORARY. RESTRAINING.
ORDER, STAY OF REMOVAL, AND RRELIMINARY INJUNCTION

EXHMIBIT DESCRIPTION
A. Emiergency Motion to:Continue

Réspectfully submitted,

=

KEEND NICHOLOS ROWE
ButlerCoutity Jail

705 Hanover St,

'Hamxlton, OH: 4501 I

Dated: May 19,2026

10
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ancc E. Marearoy, Hsq. . ,
Magcano Legal, LEC DETAINED
2713 Playiela

Kgnaﬁxﬂa PR 00603

UNITEDSTATESDEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE
EXESUTWEST M%G&’%%Gﬁ%ﬂw REVIEW
CLEVELAND, O}I

Tn; the Matter of;
ROWE,; KEENO NICHOLOS

File No:.-A »v -<

Respondent
In REMOVAL Progeedings

Ixiﬁlﬁg:aﬁ’mi}udggizﬂém B’I:andbh;KBhnc‘(f.'y Individual Hearing Date; May 29, 2026,

EMERGENCY MOTION TO CONTINUE INDIVIDUAL HEARING

12
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‘COMES NOW, Respondent, Kesnio Nicholos Rowe, by and through-undersigned counsel,
-scheduled for May28; 2026; for aperivd of fifteérn (15) days, or to themext available date thereafter:
Good cavse exists- pursuant 1o & €.ER. § 100329 due t¢: Respondent’s-detention coniditions,
-counisel'sjinability to establish meaningfiil aftomey-clientcommunication; pending federal habeas:
proceédings before the United Stites. Distriet:Eovirt, Responident’s ponding VAWA Gancéllatioti
of Removal, Respondent's prima facio VAWA determinaticn, and counsel’s inability to complete
a psychiological evalyation imperative to the:success of Respondent’s- case. and. pregentation of

refief before this Court:
An suppoit thereof, Respondent states.as follows:
I EFFORTS TO CONTACT DHS/OPLA

1. Priot to filing this Motion to Goitinue, undersighd counsel hade multiple attempts to.
contact the Department of Homeland Sceurity (DHS):ORfice of the Principal Legal
Advisor (QPLA) to séek an unoppesed motion or to-determine.whether DHS would join.
this. request.

2; Counsel made several phone:calls to. DHS/OPLA, none of which wereanswered or
othérwise'tesponded ta, The lack of opposition from DHS. weighs in favor-of granting
this motion.. Matter 6f Hashn, 24 18N Dec. 785, 790:(BIA 2009) {identifying DHS's

respontse 252 key Tagtor in assessing gond cause for gontinuance).

11. GOOD GAUSE EXISTS FOR. CONTINUANCE

13
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Respondentis aurrently detained’and has-4h Individual Heating scheduled before this Court
ou May 28, 2026,

Undersigned counsel bas simade repeated attempts fo Jocate and communigate: with

Respondcat in préparation for the, npcomitig Lidividusl Hearing, Howgver, coutisel has:

‘been unable;10-¢stablish:meaningful attomgysclient communication necessary to prepare.
Respondent’s claims for relief, gather evidence, and adequately .prepare the: case’ for

hearing.

. Despite multiple efforts, counsel has been unable:to reach- Respondent suffi‘éieﬁtf.y to

preparé the case.or ¢ooerdinate the evidence necessary. for the upcoming Individual Hearing,,

. Additionally, Respondent.does not appear in-the I€E Online Detaine¢ Locator System,

subistangially iropairing' counsel’s 4bility to determine: Respoodent’s whereabouts, and
fagilitate communication.
Gompounding these. issues, Réspondent hiis reportedly‘been subjected 1o daity lockduiwns

lasting appreximaté‘gy twenty (20) hontrs per day, making: meaningful communication

nearly: impossible .ard. ‘severely limiting attomey aceess;. The. prolonged lockdown,

conditions have significantly itipaired.counsel’s ability to. prepare Respondent’s case.

; Counsel also souglit assistance through. ICE in an.effort to facilitate communication and

Qbtain hecess fo Réspondenit for preparation of thé upcoming Individual Hearing. However,

ICE redirected counsel to-thé Bitler Coinity Sherifr’s Office for purposes of rraging

access: and communication with Respondent; See Exhibit A, Email Communications

Between ICE:and' Respondent’s Counsel,

Counsel cantacted.the Butler Copnty facifity and was informed that legal calls and video-

legal visits weré not permitted, Coriséquently, counsel remaing Whablg: to. establish

14

2
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-‘meaningful. commutication with-Respondent. These continued barriers to attomey-access
have prevented adeqinate: preparation. of Respondent's: case and completion of:eritical
‘evideniee gathering;

10. Significantly; counsel has been. unable to comduct a psychological evaluation ‘that. is
imperdfive to the success-of Respondent’s.case. Due-to the inability to establish adequate
Comimunicatioti.with*Respondent aid the:sevore deténtion-réstrictions présently in place;
ounsel has been uprableito coordinate; orsomplete the evalnation despite-diligent offorts:

11, The psychological evaluation constitutes eriticl evidence relevant to "Respondent’s
VAWA Canvoflation'of Removal claim, including trauina evidence and the psychological
impact assocfated with the abuse..underlying Respondentls: VAWA case. Proceeding;
without this evaluation would substantially prejudice Respondent and impair his ability to
fully. présent hig claims.

13, Additionally, coutisel. reguested. information-segarding the assiged. Deportation Officer.
and requested consideration: of transfer 16, 3 facilify Wheté counsel may ddequately
Sormtifunicate with Atid-aecess Respordent. These issuies rofifain wirésolved:

13, Moreover,. Respondent firesently bas 4 pending: fotferal habeas corpus-action before the
“United States District Conrt-challenging aspects of his detehtion and:seeking reliefrelated:
‘theréto. See Exhibit B, Federal Habeas Pocket Reflecting Pending Proceedings.

14,/Sheuld relicf be granted in the fderal matter, Respondent’s -selease, or transfer would.
haterially salter the present circumstances and. facilitate comnninication, preparation,

comipletion of gvaluations, and éase'developrent,

15, Importantly, Respondgnt has been. detained for Jgss: than three (3} months, and thig, i§,

‘Reéspondent’s firstrequestfora Sontinuaiice. THis ieqiiestisthieréfore lintited and nairowly

15
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tailored, secking. only abrief fifteen-day-continuance to pesmit adequate: communication,
completion of the psyehological evaliation, anidmeaningful preparation forthe Individual
Hearing,

16. These circumstances establish gaod:cause pursuant 1o 8.C.F.R 1003.29;

III. RESPONDENT’S PRIMA FACIE VAWA DETERMINATION AND PENDING
VAWA CANCELLATION OF REMOVAL FURTHER SUPPORT GOOD CAUSE

17.-Respondent is presently pisrsuing VAWA-Cancellation of Removal before. this Court and
hag.already recgived a:p,rima*’facjg determination in connection with theunderlying VAWA
petition. See Exhibit C, USCIS PHima Facie Detémination for VAWA,

18. Whiile a prima facie-deterniination does not constitite-final approval, it-reflects USCIS’s
prcli’ininary‘?ﬁnding:’ihat Respondent submitted sufficient-evidence establishing eligibility
uitdgr the Viglghes Agdinst Women Act aftd deimonstrites. that Respondent’s clatms. are
neither speculative stor-frivolous.

19, The pending, VAWA-based relicf materially affects these. proceedings because Respondent
seeks relief réquiting substantial factual development and corroborating evidence relating
t6 abuse, trauma, hardslip; and equitable considerations.

20, Thepsychalogical eyaluation remains. particularly significant because itis éxpected to
address tradina-related evidence and *Qﬁi@ﬁm{igibﬁif effects' arising fom the ‘abuse
underlying Respondent’s VAWA claims:and therefore constitutes.criffcal comoberating.
cvidence in Support.of VAWA Cancellation of Rénioyal:

16
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21.However, due to/Regpondent’s défention conditions; inability to establish communication,
prolonged lockdown periods, and resiricted atfomey: access, counsel has beensunable fo
‘coordinate o complete this evaluation:despite diligent efforts:
diligence but from circumstances.outsidé Responderit’s control.

23.7The Attomey-Geiieral -has récognized that Immigration Yudges shoiild evaludte whether
collateral ‘matters miay materially-affect removal proceedings and whether continuances
‘promote faimess:and efficiency, Matter qf L-A<B-R-, 27 I&N Dee: 405,413 (A.G. 2018).

24. Likewise, Immiigration Judges ‘should consider the: viability of undertying relief and
procedural factors:iwhien evaluating continuances. Matrer. of Hastmi, 24 1&N Dee, 785, 790
(BIA 2009),

25:Herg, Respodenit presenty tiore than Ypeculative relief: Respondent already possesses &
prima facie VAWA détermination, secks VAWA Gancellation of Removal, has pending
federal habeas procecdings affecting-detention and atforney access, and seeks only a short
continuancenecessdry to.complete critital evidente.and ensure due process.

26. The interests of faimess-and judicial ‘economy weigh- strongly in favor of granting the,
‘requested continuance rather than requiring Respondent to proceéd to .ait- Individual
Héaring without eritical trauia evidents and without adequate preparation of the VAWA

¢laim.

17
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27. Noncitizens Inremoval procéedingsate éntitled to.due process protections under:the Fifth
Amendment, including.a meauingful opportunity to be heard and present evidencs. Ren,
v, Flores, 507 1.8. 292, 306 (1993):

28 This inability to comminicate. with detained individuals prior:to an Individual Hearing
rais¢s serious;tonstitutional-concems. Noncitizens in removal proceedings are-entitled.fo.a,
full and fiir hearing.-Huicochen-Gomez v, INS, 237F 34 696, 699 (6th Cit. 2001)..

29, Coitits have al§6 rocophized that ififerfensiice: with teaningfil atforney dccess may
sibstantially prejudice:respondents:and undermine the:faimess of proceedings.. Leslie v,
dity:Gen. of U:S., 611 F3d 171, 181 (3d:Gir. 2010); secalso Biwor v, Ganzales, 403.F3d
1094 1099 (9th"Cir;:2005),

30. The present circumstances are: patticularly conceming because .counsel actively sought
access through ICE channels and was redirected back to the:detention’ facility despite the
dngoing inability to cominunicate with'Respondent, Counsel’s attempts to arrange-aceess:
were unsvccessful after the facility advised tha legal calls.and video Jegal visits verenot
permitted,

34. The contimied ldck of attomey actess: imiﬁéﬁiﬁteig préceding an: Itidividual Hcairihg-
'suhs,tanﬁal}x"im_'pja‘irs\Rﬂspande‘nt:’*'sfaijiﬁty to prepare hils case and raises-serioys due progess-
concerns, . particularly where- eritical evidence .remains outstanding and attomey-client
commiunication fias beéh éffectively impeded by detention conditions.

32, Likewvise, continyances. are. appropriafc where additional time ‘is. required to Gblain
eyidencs necesiary to puisic rélicf and ‘counsel defbristrates diligent efforts toward

preparation, Matter of Sibrun, 18 I&N Dee, 354, 356-57 (BIA 1983).
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'33. Respondent-has exgreised diligence: Counsel repentedly attempted 1o lacate Respondent,
establish communicatjon, coordinate preparation, obtain the psyehalogical evaluation, seek
ICEssistance; dnd seciire access through avajlable chanité]s:

‘34, Proceeding unider the “current circumstances. risks substantial prejudice and deprives

Respondent of a meaningful opportunity o present evidence essentia) fo.hig.claims.

FOR CONTINUANCE

35, Respendenthas.acted.diligently-and intends to'fully pursue;relief before this Court.

36, This tequest ‘is; not made for .delay. Rather, ‘it fesults fromi circumstances outside
Respondent's.conitrol, including detention conditions, inability to establish attorney-cliént
communieation, inability: fo locate Respondent:through:ICE systems, restricted: accass at
the dgtention facility, pending federal litigation, #nd inability t6 vorhplété:critical evidende:

37. Impoitantly, Respondent has; been-detairied. for. less than three months and. rio prior
continuances have been requested,

38. Reshdnderit secks-only a brief fifteen-day. contjnfianes to perit counisel sitfficient time 1o
communicate' with Respondent, complete-the necessaty psychological evaluation; and

ensyre mearingful preparation and participation in proceedings.
vi. NO PREJUDICE TO:DHS

39. Gratiting thlscoritintanée-would not prejudice DHS.
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40: Ratligr, it would promote faimess, efficiency, and judicidl economy by allowing adequate:
preparation whil¢ the fedefal habigas proceedings: remain’ pending: and while counisel.
attempts tossecure-médningful access tb%Ra‘espondetit%

41. Denying the.continuance: would forcg Respondeat to proceed-to an Individual Hearing
without eompleted: psychiological .cvidenite, without meaningful ‘coniunication. yith

gounsel, and without adequate preparation of the. VAWA Cancellation claim,

WHEREFORE, Respondent respectfully requests that this Honorable Caurt.confinue the
Individial Hearing currently schigdiled for May 28, 2026, fora perigd of fiftéen (15) ddys; permit
Respondentadditional time to-establish meaniingful communication with counsel.and complete the
psychological cvaluation necessary, for.preparation 6fthe VAWA Cancellation of Removal claim, ‘
allow time. for developmerits’ in.the' pénding fedétal. ligbeds procecdings drd completion’ of
gvidence related to Respondent’s VAW A based claims; and grant such other and further relicf as.

this Court deems justand proper,

Dated: May 19,2026

‘Grace E, Méreano, Esq,
Counsel fot. Respondent

20
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ORDER OF THEIMMIGRATIONJUDGE

Upon coasxdcranon of EMERGENCY MOTION TO CONTINUE INDIVIDUAL
HEARING; ‘it 1s HEREBY ORDERED. that' the. motion be. 5 GRANTED © DENIED
‘becayse:

Q DHS dogs niof oppose the.motion.

t The.Respondent dods not oppose the metion.

B Aresponse fotlic motion'hias ngt been filed with the cotrt,

a Good cause has been established for the metion..

a The:Court agrees’ with the réasons stated.in the opposition to the motion.
a The meotion.is untimely per ,

a Other:

‘Deadliries.
o Theapplication(s) for reliecfmust be filed'by
o The Respondent mustcomply:with: DHS biomctrics instructions by .

‘Date Immiggatioh Judge

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE'
'This-document was $erved by: [ J Mail [ 1 Personal Service
Tgi{ FAlien ] Alien o/o-Custodial Officer [ J-Alien’s Atty/Rep []1DHS

Dater_____ By:Court Staff:
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Urgerit Request feréportatinh"Oﬁfce‘r‘Csintacf’; act ihformation:- A> v.<

“Froin’ Grate Marcans. égrace@marcanﬁléga!"comzv
‘Date Fri5/5/202610:49 AM
“To  Détroit:Outieach@ice.dhs.gov-<Détroit.Qutreach@ice.dhs.gov>

§ Tattachmént (510 KB)
E28 ROWE, Keeno.ndf;

Dear Officer,

1 fepresent Mr. Keene Nicholos Rawe, A#»A _<\ as counsel of record in big:dmaigration
progeedinigs. Mr: Rowe currently has.a seheduled Iridividual Hearing en May 28, 2026

] & wiiting 1o request the contact.information for e assigned Deportation Officerin this.
atter. Despite.multir lgcattempts; | 'havee,been Unable te reach Mr. Rowe in order to:adequately
prepare | his.Case and arrange’ fpr a psycho oglcal evaluation that is relevant.to the substantive

relief being pursued before’the immigration:Caurt,

Addmenally, Mr. Rowe does not" appear intie ICE Online Detainee Locator System, which-has
r Aimp red counsel’s ability 16! Iogatecand tommunicate with him. Atthis time, counsel has
&! g mé jngfdl aftornesuci‘éﬁtcommumcaﬂon necessary to.prepare forthe
’ \0r€, Mr, Rowé has beer subject-to daily inhuthane
swns that last éﬂeast,fw h@u,rﬁ. Teridering any sort.of comminication‘with hir impossible.

Accordingly, - lalso respectfully request that ICE consider transfefring Mr. Rowe to afacility
where counsel is ablg:to.adequately: cemmumcate with.and.access the client n préparation for
-pr@ceed ngs. The inab;my t6 communicate.with-detained counsel prior toan ndividudl Hearifig
erious due pracess goncerns and substantially prejudices Respondent's-ability to

se: Seé-Reftorv. FIOres; 507 U.S. 292, 308.(1993) {recognizing that nencitizens in
s:are.entitled to dife protess protections under the Fifth Amendment); see
,aisQ rantes‘Hemandez v. Thorablirgh, 919 F.2d:549 (9th Cir. 1990){recognizifig the
importance of meaningful access to-counsel in- mmigration progeedings).

‘Given'the: upeoming hearing date, -accessto communication with my client is,urgent fo ensure
iadeqUate preparation of his'case and protection of*his dug.process nghts

Pleasedind:attached a copy of my Form E-28 for-your reference.
“Thank.yau for your attention to-this matter.

GréeeE. Marcano, Esq,

hizpsciioutlook office.commail/sentitem iA AQRAGVmODMwMWI AV EODUXIR) 'N\‘fﬁL\VWQIZDBLZ@gw@MQAMM&H!B!&»53682\&,».- ‘
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S91%6. 4200 PN Sent ems » Grago Marcano-- Oqﬁcok

- - O Y [ A SV A S O« varesio

Graca‘«ih!*amarfe-sonzélez Esqe t Fourtdef

AMERICAN
- IMMIGRATION

MARCANQO LEGAL

ARTMMIGRATION LAW EIRM

ents:gre solely.for’ . Intel {0 tis confidential.and maybesublect
uct ot ‘other. privi d recipient(s), you arestrictly prohibitéthfrom

Ag:any action Inzellance on 10 niprmation, Notify the sender imimediately.at
ad this emall by mistake:orerror.and déleta it froniyour Systein.

Untessihe reclplenus an-existing elient.of MARCANO- EGALLLC,. this{nfonnaﬁon ls*gengrai Innature andfs nokintended,
nar-should it Ba:cbhistriet; 48 legalagvice: Thisema:} gg:ngt createanyanomay»cﬁem relationship Between us. For- spetific
aidvice about your particular situation, pease consult arrattorney:

The sengler hos requested © re0d respdt. 1 vou do aotweH to provide ong, tligk berd,

:i{qu(;hgipagmfﬁgse:g,mnfgzéilf@u;ﬁt«pﬂiﬁ?ﬂm«ﬁg%fx;prMyﬁ%{@vndp%@ﬁ#é@w@iw@r@zx;g;_;;m:g;vbm;éwéxvmmﬁni}tl\@fiﬁ%.. w
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-

SRR STANT Mail Grace Marcana - Outfack

RE: Gorrected Urgent Reduest for Deportation Officer Contact Infornation - “X’

Frorh Whitiafi, ‘Nicholas £ <Nlcho!as E.Whttman@lc&.dhs.@ub
Date. Mon 5182026 4:02:P84
To - Grace Marcano <grace@marcanolagal.coms

Good atternoon,

Youwill have'to contatt e Butler Courty Jail 1 ingifre atiout visitation sehedules Tr attornsys.
Respeetfully,
Nieholas Wmﬁnan

‘an "Hemaval ﬂgqratsons
detroft Field:Office, Columbus, OH Sub-Office.
{3 443“934*4844

This. cammz_xmcaﬁan ss IJWC&ASS:‘F}‘EM/FQ{? QFFIC?AL U&E @NLY fUz?FC’UO), it c&nfams mfonna?mn

h@n_d[ ;; (;Tansmrttgd dzsinbuted. andd:sposed ofi in aceordance wzth DHS pol:o)/
efating to.FQUQ informatjon and 5 notfo b released to.the public grother personnel who do.not have,
awalid”neeg-te-know? withaut-prior approval of an-autherized DHS official. No poition-of this.
commiriication should be furished to the medig; either'ih written:or verbal formi.

Fromnelmn Gutreacrf <Petrdit. Quireachi@ite, ﬂhs gov:.a
Sent: Sunday, May 17, 2026 1129 AM

Q-CLM~E)ETAFNED gQFO-GLM—DET&iNE@«SG ME@ICE.DHS.GOV>

Sub;aai, FW: Corrected Urgerit Request for, E}epongﬁun Officer Contact Information = Avs» <

Gty marcam <grace@marcandlegakcoiis>

ay; May-15,:2026 11:41 Al

: i Outreach <Diettoit. Quireach@ice.dbs. gov>

Subfech: Corrected Urgent. Reques} for Dgportation Officer Caritast Irformation = A#>.-<

FomOBIERE BT DR: E)O»{;l@’f‘éli{:kliriksoropen AACTIENTS Uniess
Serider: Pleaseusetﬁ@ Soférise Repot: \,‘ﬁ;smnq button o' re%]o &%
and1ollowinstructions. - '

Dear Officer,

Treprésent Mr, Keéna Nighalos Rowe, A#» 4 as counsel of record in his immigrgtiof
ceedings. Mr. Rowe currently has a scheduled individual Hearing on May 28, 2096.

’hz,tﬁi,_éﬂ‘émlW&&MWWA&QMWmﬁimlfv}vﬁvm\v‘vnouﬁt&%%ﬁtmtmux?Dgw@mmmmmztészWil;&Sn w.
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581912633:5‘?.{\}!? . . Mail - Grace Marcang - Quifadk
Iaf-writing 4o request the contact.inférmation for the assignéd Deportationi Cifficer in this
matter. Dlespite multiple.attempts, Lhave been unable to fgach Mr. Rowe in order te adequatély
prepare his ease and arrange fer a psychologieal evaluation-that is relevantte:the substantive.

relief being pursusd befare the Immigratig Court.

Additionally, Mr. Rowe-ddes riot appear irthe!ICE Online Detainee Locator System; which has
futhier impaired colnsel’s ability to I6caterand communicate;with him,-At this time, counsel hds
been unable to-establish megningtul attorriey-clierit communigation iecessary t0 prepareforthe
upeeming. Individual Hearing, Furthermorg, Mr. Rowe hag beeri subject to, daily.inhumane
lockdowns that last at least 20-hours, rendering any sert of communication-with i impossible.

Accerdingly, Falso respectfully request thatIGE censider-fransferring Mr: Rowe to a facility
gre counsel is able to-adequatsly commiunicate with and accessithe client in preparation for
§s- The inabili prmunicate with detained counsel prior to an Individual Hearing:
ficerns.angd substantiall g yrgjudiaes Respondent’s abllity te-
| . v, Flores, 507 U.S. 292, ..Q%T(TQ,QS)'((QQQQWZ@H‘Q that nongitizens in
removal praceedings areentitled to due process protections under the-Fifth. Amendment); seg’
also-OrantessHernandez v Thorriburgh, 949 F.2d 549.(9th Cir. 1990) {recognizing the

iniportance-of meaningful access to Coungel inimmigration proceedings). ~

Given ttfe upeoming fearing-date, dccess to commurication: with:my clientis urgent- ensure
adequate preparation of his tase and protection’of his due progess-ights.

Please find attached d copy-of My Forin E:28 farydur reference.
Tharnk yourfor your atteption {6 this mattet.

Grgce E. Marcang, E54q,.

- - [P g S g

Grace Marcano-Gonzélez Esq. | Founder
Immigration Attorney | Abggade da Inmigrasion

| AMERICAN
TMMIGRATION
| LAWYERS.
| ASSOCIATION

MARCGANO LEGAL
AR IMMIGRATION: LAW FIRM

LA).

| is an attachments arersoely for the use ot e Intended reciplént(s). it is torifidential and ffdy b8 subject
ieyéglient, antomey workcproductorather privilege. i you are.not the infended recipient(s},. you are strictly prohibited from
Eopyifig, ptinting, disttibuting or takiig;ariy-action-in reltante'on the'contents ot thls Information., Notity-the:sender immediately at
£786) 3147330 1 you-have éceived this émail by mistakeror enforiand defete itfrom your Syster,

Unilgss thergeipient 1S an egisting clignt 6f MARCANO LEGAL,LLC.'ihig Informatién i& general if nature divd Isnot intendetd,
nor-should:it be constiued. as tegal advice; THIS emall dogs not Create arly dtigmey-client rélatiohshily befween us. Forspetific
-advicg-about your particular:situation, please consuff an<aitorney.

[ . ' ).
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Sion2t, 904 B Nl - Girace Maréand.- Ontlgole

Re Carfpcted brgent Request for Diportation Officer Caontact liiforntation — A/l

“From Gracawarcanu <gracé@marcanolegal com>
‘Date Mon 5/18/2026 4:11 PM
‘o Whitman, Nicholas E <Nigholas:EWhitman@lce:dhs.gov>

Good afteiricon,

Icoritacted Butler-County Jail -egdrding attorney: Vlsitatlon précedures and was jnformed that
legal tetephone calls’and videa: 1ega1 calls are_not pefmitted.

The inability of detained indi viduals:ito communicate with counse! through legal calls significantly
impairs attorey-client.communication and preparation of legal matters. In this case, counsel
hds bgen.unable to adequatgl,y communicate withand prepare fhe detaineg for his. upcoming
proceedi ings due totHese restristians.

The denial of meaningful-access tocounsel raises. serious due process concerns, particularly
where detention conditions interfere with the preparation and presentation’ of relief befare.the.
Immigration Court and access fo legal representation.

Pledse-advise whether alterpative. arraagements can bg:made to ensyre adequate attorneay-
clientcommunication since the:detained is under JGE custody and not the. Butlers‘Sherrif's.
Office.

Thapk-you:

Grace Marcano-Gonzilez, Esq..
Fourider | Immigration Attorney
Abogada de Inmigracién
P:786-314-7330.
Ergrace@marcanoledal.com.

W www.marcanolegal.com:

Member:= AlLA 2025

Marcano Legal, LLC

Confidenitial. For intended recipient only:

hﬂp%,[f},ﬁx!oémmgq.ééﬁi)iii}iiliiéiAAQkAGVMB&!Q&WLW@IS&JWWLWQ{ZWXZDgWAAQAOGXTWIBicZWXZW}!&@Q@
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SI191T6, 44 AM “Mail - Gmce’l\ﬁmann» Outtook

From n, Nicholas E <Nicholas, E. thtman@ice .dhs.gov>
\ Y, May 18, 2026:4:02:05 PM
" _Marcano <grace@marcamlegahcem>

Subject: RE: Corrected Urgent Request for Depiortation Officer Contact Inforriation = A
Good afternoon;,

Youwill.have To Contactthé Butief 'Caurity jail to InUirg-about visitatich schédules.for aftordeys.
Respestfiily;

ﬁichoias Whitman

7y Détention-and: Depodatioh ificer, Detaiied Case Management
1 farcemem angd. Rem@val @peratxons

Detraxf Field-Office, Gqfumbus, OH:Sub-Office

©:443:934-4844

This gommunieation is UNCLASSIFIELYFOR OFFICIAL USE ONLY f%f!fﬁ?(f&) 1t contains information
thats may. besexempt trom public: release under the Frggdom of information Act(5°U.§.C, 352) 1tis to be
eontmllecf stored, handled, transmitted, dzsb'fbutem and disposed of in accordance: with DHS pol‘cy
relating 10.FOUO ifformation and is: not 1o be reledset! to the.public or other personneg! who-do nothave
a.valid "néed-to-know" without prior. approval of an;authorizéd DHS official. No. portion‘of.this.
commiytiication should be’fmmshed to the media, eithérin ‘writlen-or verbal form;

Fromi: Detro;t Outceaéh <Uetrmt Gutneach@me dhsgov>

Sent; Sunday, May 17, 2056 11:59 AM

Tor CFO-GLM-PETAINED <GFO-CLM-DETAINED-SG-ME@ICE.DHS.GOV>

Sabject: FW: Corrected Urgenl Request for Deportation Officer Contact: Information e-A' <

From.,ﬁrace Marednb <grace @marcanslegal.cofe

SentyFriday, May 15,2026 11:41 AM

Yo: Datroit.Quireach <Delroit Outreach@ice: dhs;gov>

Subject: Corrected Urgent Request for Deportation Officer Contact Information — A#> <

icx, t;;;ks oropen attaghmer;ts TinlBss you:

106 b

Dear Officer;

1 represent Mr. Keepo Nicholos. Rowe, A#» — EB oounsel of-record in his: tmrmgratton
praceedings. Mr. Rowe currently-has d scheduled Individual Hearing on May 28,.2026.

| amwritingto regquest the contact: information for the assigned Depertatton Officer in this:
matter, Desm%e muttiple,attempts, |.have.been,unableto iéach Mr.-Rowe in order to-adequately
prepare his case and arrange for a psycholagical evaluation-that is relevant 1o the substantive
Telief being pufsued befare the.Immigration: Gourt

hﬂ#f{“’?ﬁ%ﬁf59@??»CWW€WQMGYWQDMWM“WbﬂnU&Wnﬁ?zisfﬁk‘memﬁIZ’?B@QAA@\OGXYWIBM‘{C&W'Q@D b
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SHILEONAAM il Grace Marcano ~ Ouilock

Additionally, Mr, Rowe does:nat appear.jnthe 16 Gnlife Detaineg Locator:System, which bas
further impairegicounsel's ability to locate-and:cemmunicatewith him. At thistime; counsel has-
been unable {o-establish meaningful attorney-elient communication necessayy 1o prepare-for the
upgaming Individual Heating, Furthetmpte; Mi; Fowe has beer subject to' daily inhumane

lackdowns that last-at'ledst 20-hours, rendering any sort of communication with him impossible.

Accordingly; | also respectiully request thiat ICE consider transferring Mr, Rowe t9:a facility
‘where caunsel is-able fo ddedquately:cammunicate With-and aceess the clteritin preparation for
proceedings. The inabilityto commimicate:with.defained.counsel prior toian ndividual Hearing
ralses.serious due.pracess coneerns:and substantially prejudices Respondent's-ability to
presenthis case: See Heno v. Flores, 507 Ui8, 292, 306 (1993) (feetignizing that nioncitizens in
femoval praceedings dré entitied t¢"due proceSs protections under the Fifth Améndment):ség

| , THomburgh, 819 £:20,549 (N Cir. 1990) (recagrizing the
immigration: procéedings).

-Giver g upbeming Rearing date,-4cgess Yo communication with my clientis.urgent to ensure
adequate-preparation of his case-and protedtion of his:due process fights:

Please find attached a.copy of my. Form E:28 for your reference.

’=s
e

Thankeyeu for your attention.tothis matter.

‘Grace.E. Marcane, Esg.

- - p— g 1 ———— . s = T ——

Grace Marcano-Genzilez Esq. | Founder
Imuiigration Attofney | Abogada-de Inmigracior
7 b ® o '\~ [ 1: 5o N :}:zs s panci i "_,, i

et antomay intiotid standing: Immigratior-and: Natucalization fractice..2025 member of the:Amefican Immigrafion”

ritéris arigratiidhimients arersolely for tia use df the-nteridéd recipient(s). Itis tontidential-and nay be Subject
attormey work prodiiet rother privilée. Ifyols arg-natine nfended veciplent(s), you aré strtetly prhiblied fram

, distiibuling or-taking any.action irrellanceson the-contents of this intormation. Notify the senderimmediately-at

330 you have recelvet this emall by mistake-or gmor and delete jt from your system..

Uriless the:rediplent is afy existing client'of- MARCANQ LEGAL, LG, this informationis gensralin nature and.Jsmiot intenged,
‘nor should jt be constried, as legal advice. This etniail dues rict creatalany attoméy-clierit refationship betvieen us: For specific
“Advica aBout’vour-particularsituation; please:consuiidn atfoiney,

fl : — ' 1

' m‘wzousiooknrffcc.wmm;ha.uqujxcvﬁomwxm?{zwziobuﬁu%«m@gflir:wzzamx’znu;iisgvgaw’zf\ocxﬁngmui@wé&ml@én
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ROWE, KEENO NICHOLOS

AﬁNixmhar’X‘

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE.

“Fhisis 1orcertify that'] have ori this date Served gppesing counsel invthe withiniand foregoing
matterwith & copy'Sf e within and forepoing *Emergéiicy Mation w Continue Individual
Hearing™ vie ECAS délivery fo the DHS Chief. Counsel.

Dated: May, 19,2026.

Grace B, Marcano, Esq.
MARCGANO.LEGAL, LLC
2713 Playucla |
Apuadilla, PR: 00603
786-3147330.
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