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Subject: Re: Me again...
Date: November 19, 2025 at 8:01/PM

To:

Court Observation Project Coordinator courtobserver@umn.edu .
AL

Ryan Wood ryan@emeriti.law

This is priceless, thank you. !'I'm sharing this with the two colleagues who are strategizing about access
issues with me. IMight circle back at some point if there is reason to want to quote anything you have
written.

Interestingly, | had an observer contact PAO about guards denying access and they replied with their
standard template about open hearings, unchanged from what they sent several months ago.

Amy

Amy Lange (she / her)

Immigration Court Observation Project Manager
The Advocates for Human Rights
courtobserver@umn.edu

alange@advrights.org

C: 612-281-4308

On Nov 19, 2025, at 7:27 PM, Ryan Wood <ryan@emeriti.law> wrote:

This Fact Sheet"on observing court hearings appears to still be in effect. Any
significant changes in policy would still need to conform to the current "regulations”
which presume hearings “shall be open to the public”, with certain exceptions. "The
EOQIR Practice Manual"also currently details the standards when a party can ask to
close a hearing and what the judge is authorized to do (this too encourages media
to coordinate visits with an email to PAO.EOIR@usdoj.gov)."

| have recently learned that court staff have been instructed to redact all information
where an asylum application is pending.

Historically, only cases with a pending Violence Against Women Act (VAWA) claim
(rare) or where the government has filed for a protective order (exceedingly rare)
have been redacted on public dockets. On its face, this may appear respondent-
friendly, protecting the privacy of individuals who have asserted a fear of returning
to their home country. However, this broad redaction policy has a real impact on pro
se respondents. Once dockets are designated protected, respondents can no
longer obtain updates on the 800 number or website regarding their next hearing
date. When a hearing notice is lost, it becomes extremely difficult for a respondent
to access information about their court date. This could cause a notable increase of
the nuimher of in ahsentia orders at the court (in addition to manv other factors. ton).
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Under the regulations, an immigration judge may close individual hearings if they
make a specific finding that closure is necessary to protect witnesses, parties, or
the public interest. However, there have been reported instances where immigration
judges have closed hearings without such findings, even where respondent's
counsel consented to observer presence.

As to this courtroom door sign:

This courtroom is closed due to confidentiality issues related to the
respondent's court proceeding. 8 C.F.R. § 208.6(a); 34 U.S.C. § 12291(b)(2)

The regulatory citation raises significant concerns. Section 208.6(a) is a DHS
regulation prohibiting disclosure of asylum and related applications without written
consent. For example, if Cuba sought to review a respondent's asylum application,
DHS cannot disclose it without the applicant's written consent. However, section
208.6(c) contains a specific exception "for the adjudication of asylum
applications"—a broad carve-out that, when read in conjunction with the
presumption of open hearings under 8 C.F.R. § 1003.27, does not support blanket
redaction of docket information or closing all court hearings.

Similarly, 8 C.F.R. § 1208.6 is the EOIR disclosure regulation that mirrors section
208.6. It is notable (if not suspicious) that the posted signs cite the DHS regulation
rather than EOIR's own applicable regulation. More specifically, 8 CFR 1240.11(c)
(3)(i) states “Evidentiary hearings on applications for asylum or withholding of
removal will be open to the public unless the alien expressly requests that the
hearing be closed pursuant to @ 1003.27 of this chapter. The immigration

judge shall inquire whether the alien requests such closure.

Section 34 U.S.C. § 12291(b)(2) provides broad protections, but only for a narrowly
defined category of VAWA cases. This statute explains the historical practice of
redacting case information in the small number of proceedings where a domestic
abuser could access the 800 number or website while their ex-partner was
appearing in court. This is sound policy—the burden of restricting hearing notice
information is outweighed by legitimate personal safety concerns.

The systemic application of these redaction policies to all pending asylum cases
represents, in my view, a clear misapplication of the regulations and a departure
from EOIR public policy favoring public and media access to court proceedings.

Court staff have expressed concerns about disruptive observer conduct, which may
provide context for this policy shift. In a crude, but notable example, one person
trying to go to observe court hearings had several dildos in his bag and was
stopped by security. With all the WNBA nonsense from earlier this year, staff are
worried about have such objects thrown toward them. Nonetheless, security
concerns do not justify blanket redaction policies unsupported by applicable
regulations.
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As to the 30-minute hearings,'those most likely are pretermissionthearings. !'In September,
the Board of Immigration of Appeals (BIA) issued a decision!allowing for dismissing
asylum hearings. !This follows a Policy Memo!from April. ! Historically, respondents!have
had a right to provide testimony on their application and there will be ongoing Circuit Court
litigation as to how this practice squares with 8 CFR 1240.11(3)(iii) stating that a respondent
“shall be examined under oath... and may be present evidence and witness...”. That said,
nothing in the new BIA case requires or allows closed hearings.

Ryan Wood
Principal Founding Partner

612-224-2888
<image002.png>
ISaint Paul | Washington DC | San Francisco

From: Court Observation Project Coordinator <courtobserver@umn.edu>
Date: Wednesday, November 19, 2025 at 7:12!PM

To: Ryan Wood <ryan@emeriti.law>

Subject: Re: Me again...

Yes we’d love your detained analysis because we are in the process of figuring out if we need to litigate
this lack of access. It is getting ridiculous. They are throwing spaghetti at the wall trying to justify closed
hearings. !

Amy Lange (she 7 her)

Immigration Court Observation Project Manager
The Advocates for Human Rights
courtobserver@umn.edu

alange@advrights.org

C: 612-281-4308

<PastedGraphic-1.png>

On Nov 19, 2025, at 7:10 PM, Ryan Wood <ryan@emeriti.law> wrote:

First, you had some great quotes in the Strib article yesterday. You too are famous
now.!

Those regulations do not apply. One is a DHS regulation that has a clear exception
for adjudicating asylum applications. The other is for VAWA applications (which
are very small in number).!

I’ve done some detailed analysis of those sections that | can share with you if you
want more details. !'There is a strong presumption that asylum hearings are open

1inAdar tha ramiilatinne |
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Ryan Wood"
Principal Founding Partner

<Image.png>
ISaint Paul | Washington DC | San Francisco

From:"Court Observation Project Coordinator <courtobserver@umn.edu>
Sent:"Wednesday, November 19, 2025 2:18:34 PM

To:"Ryan Wood <ryan@emeriti.law>

Subject:"Me again...

|

Hi Judge Wood,

I am writing with another question. !As you have seen in my reception weekly reports, we are being
locked out of an increasing number of hearings. !Judge Miller and Judge Ivany frequently post a sign
on their door saying:

This courtroom is closed due to confidentiality issues
related to the respondent’s court proceeding.

8C.FR. § 208.6(a); 34 U.S.C. 12291 (b) (2)

This is being done for master calendar dockets in addition to individual hearings, and now what seem to
be 30 minute hearings to adjudicate DHS’s motions to pretermit. Yesterday Judge Ivany posted the
confidential sign on her door despite having let 30 respondents into the same room for non-detained
master calendar hearings. 'How is that confidential? Only observers are locked out.

This morning | got this message from an immigration attorney in Chicago: ""Have you heard/run into the
alleged new EOIR policy that court observers are no longer permitted in master calendar hearings?
We've had an IJ in either Detroit or Memphis tell us that. | am wondering if you've heard anything about
it..”

| am wondering if you still have contact with any practicing 1Js who who might verify/share or dispute
that there is any such policy.

I'm also curious!what you think of this. !Seems like Stephen Miller has found novel interpretations of
federal regulations in addition to sections of the INA, again upending decades of precedent..

It's heartbreaking to see how quickly lvany capitulated to'authoritarianism.

Amy

Amy Lange (she / her)
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Immigration Court Observation Project Manager
The Advocates for Human Rights
courtobserver@umn.edu

alange@advrights.org

C: 612-281-4308

<PastedGraphic-1.png>
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Subject :
Date:
To:
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Ryan Wood ryan@emeriti.law

Re: Another question for the esteemed former ACIJ

March 17, 2026 at 8:11PM

Amy Lange, Immigration Court Observation, Project Manager courtobserver@umn.edu

Hi Amy,

Yes N that is a fundamental misunderstanding (or misstatement) of the law. The
regulation the government attorney cited contains an explicit carveout for exactly
what was happening in that courtroom.

8 C.F.R. © 1208.6 governs confidentiality of asylum applications. It prohibits DHS
and EOIR from disclosing the existence of an application, or information contained
in it, to third parties without the applicant's written consent. The regulation is real.
But @ 1208.6(c) expressly excepts 'the adjudication of the asylum application itself'
from the confidentiality requirement. A hearing before an immigration judge is, by
definition, the adjudication of the asylum application. The regulation does not apply.

To put it plainly: = 1208.6 was designed to protect applicants from having DHS
share their asylum claims with foreign governments or other third parties who could
use that information to harm them. It was never intended to close immigration
courtrooms.

If the government actually wanted to close a hearing, there is a procedure for that

N and this was not it. Under 8 C.F.R. & 1003.27, immigration hearings are
presumptively open to the public. That presumption of openness exists primarily to
protect the respondent N it is the respondent's option to invoke closure, not a tool
available to the government. If DHS believes confidentiality genuinely requires
closing a hearing, the correct mechanism is 8 C.F.R. & 1003.46, which requires a
motion and a specific factual showing sufficient to obtain a protective order from the
judge. A bare objection by a DHS attorney at the start of a hearing satisfies none of
that. Itis not a motion. It is not supported by any factual showing. It does not meet
the regulatory standard. The fact that OPLA is not filing @ 1003.46 motions N

which would require them to make a specific, reviewable showing on the record N
strongly suggests the @ 1208.6 citation is pretextual rather than a good-faith legal
position.

The written-waiver demand compounds the error. The waiver mechanism in @
1208.6 applies when DHS wants to disclose asylum application information outside
the adjudication N it has no application to an observer watching a public
proceeding. An observer is not receiving a 'disclosure’ within the meaning of the
regulation. The hearing itself is the adjudication, which & 1208.6(c) expressly
carves out.

As for next steps: | would not put this on respondents’ attorneys to litigate. They
are there to protect their clients, and asking them to make objections on observer
access risks antagonizing the judge at their client's expense. That is not a fair
position to put them in on a detained docket.
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The more useful course is to keep doing exactly what you are doing. Document
every instance N which OPLA attorney made the objection, what regulation or

basis they cited, how the judge responded, and whether the objection appears to be
coordinated across the docket. That evidentiary record is the foundation of the
access litigation. The pattern you are documenting is the case.

For future situations where OPLA counsel cites @ 1208.6, | would say the following:
'‘With respect, o 1208.6(c) expressly excepts the adjudication of the asylum
application from the confidentiality requirement. This hearing is that adjudication.
The regulation does not support excluding an observer.'

If the judge or government counsel pushes further, the observer can add: 'If the
government seeks to close this hearing, the appropriate mechanism is a motion for
a protective order under 8 C.F.R. © 1003.46. A bare objection citing & 1208.6 does
not satisfy that standard, and the presumption of openness under @ 1003.27 exists
to protect the respondent N not to provide the government a tool to exclude
observers.'

| would welcome the opportunity to work more closely with Stinson on this. Happy
to connect whenever that makes sense.

Hope that makes sense. Let me know if you have any more questions.
Respectfully,

Ryan

Ryan Wood
Principal Founding Partner

612-224-2888

ISaint Paul | Washington DC | San Francisco

From: Amy Lange, Immigration Court Observation, Project Manager
<courtobserver@umn.edu>
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To: Ryan Wood <ryan@emeriti.law>
Subject: Another question for the esteemed former ACIJ

Me again,
| see Nick Scibelli has us both on speed dial.

As you saw in today's article, and as noted in my pro bono reports we are being shut out of the Webex
hearings for the Somali rocket docket.

Judge Brisack in TX is the only one to ever let us in. But he closes the hearing if any party has an
objection (and someone always does). Today it has become clear that OPLA is doing the objecting.

Here is the quote from the observer today

Judge Brisack explained that he has a policy that if either side objects to the presence of an observer,
he will not allow the hearing to be observed. For this hearing, since there was an objection by the
government attorney | would have to leave.

Robin Carr, the R's attorney, was sitting with a woman in a hijab who appeared to be Somali. There was
another woman in a separate room who wore a hijab and appeared to be Somali. I'm not sure which
one was R and if the second woman was a translator, a supporter/family member, or what. !

After the judge said that | could not stay Ms. Carr said, "l want the observer to know that we would
prefer to have a human rights observer present because of the way people of this nationality are being
treated. It is!the government attorney who objected.O !

Thelgovernment attorney (male, did not see his name) said, " Ok, if this is the way you want things to
go." He then cited regulation 1208.6 that specibcally requires that waivers of conbdentiality be
submitted in writing. !

Do you have any reaction to the comment by the DHS attorney. Do you know what regulation 1208.6 !is.
lls this new, made up, utter BS? 'We watched scores of individual hearings on webex in the years since
the pandemic and no one ever asked for a written waiver of confidentiality? !

Amy

Amy Lange

Program Manager

Immigration Court Observation !Project
The Advocates for Human!Rights
courtobserver@umn.edu
alange@advrights.org

612-281-4308
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Content of AILA practice Alert May 14, 2026

Practice Alert: EOIR Targeting Pro Se Respondents for “Mega Master Calendar Hearings”
As a heads up, on the 21st of this month the lJs are likely going to receive new orders to
cram 60-100 people into masters, and some folks are already starting to see docket shifts.
Acacia and other human rights groups and advocacy committees will be putting out socials
and videos soon: "AILA members have reported that some immigration courts are
scheduling more than 100 master calendar hearings at a time, primarily targeting pro se
respondents. Court staff is verifying those present and providing a copy of form EOIR-33,
Change of Address, while those not present are being issued in absentia orders of removal.
If you have any additional information about your local court, please inform the EOIR
Liaison Committee using the Report a Trend Form."
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EXHIBIT 20

Declaration of Zoe Martens
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EXHIBIT 21

Declaration of Anne Klueh
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EXHIBIT 22

Declaration of Leslie MacKenzie
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EXHIBIT 23

Declaration of Marily Knieriemen
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EXHIBIT 24

Declaration of Mary Williams
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EXHIBIT 24

Declaration of Mary Williams
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EXHIBIT 25

Declaration of Zoe Lytle
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STATE OF MINNESOTA )

Declaration of
CITY OF MINNEAPOLIS ) ZOE LYTLE
COUNTY OF HENNEPIN )

|, ZOE LYTLE, swear under penalty of perjury the following to be true and correct to the best of
my knowledge.

1.

My name is Zoé Lytle. | reside at 3715 45th Ave S., Minneapolis, MN 55406. | write this
declaration based on my personal knowledge.

| have been a volunteer court observer with The Advocates for Human Rights since
approximately December 2025. | was concerned about the increasingly violent and
dehumanizing rhetoric coming from the media and various government officials regarding
immigrants and their attempts to simply live and work in this country. It felt like this court
observation work would allow me to help advocate for the just treatment of immigrants
and their families, and as well as get a better understanding of what felt like a very
mysterious and intimidating legal process. | was trained by the Program Manager of the
Immigration Court Observation Project, Amy Lange.

| have attended approximately 11 observation shifts so far this year. My shifts generally
range from 2-3 hours. | have observed hearings in person at the Fort Snelling Court on 11
days since starting as a volunteer.

At the Fort Snelling Court | have observed non-detained master calendar hearings and
detained master calendar hearings. | have also done lobby shifts where | hand write docket
information to help the project track schedules and know when to schedule observers. On
court shifts, | may observe anywhere from 3-13 hearings on a shift. These hearings are for a
combination of adults and families.

On April 30, 2026, | was observing detained master calendar hearings with Judge Ivany at
the Fort Snelling Court. | observed 2 hearings and then was asked to step out for the third to
give the respondent some privacy with their lawyer. The respondent had several mental
health concerns that warranted a court-appointed lawyer, and had been ignoring calls from
that lawyer. The lawyer, with the help of Judge Ivany, had arranged this hearing in order to
speak to the respondent, and as a result everyone — including Judge Ivany, the DHS lawyer,
the court clerk, and myself, but excluding a court interpreter — left the room for around 30
minutes.

| left the courtroom to go to the lobby until the next hearing began. | saw a sign posted on
Judge Mazzie’s courtroom door that said: “Court is in session. The respondent has
requested a closed hearing. Please do not enter.”

| noticed the sign was posted even though | had seen several non-detained respondents and
observers be led in. | knew that there were at least 2 observers inside the courtroom, and
while | was sitting there several non-detained respondents opened the door and left,



10.

11.
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marking the ends of their hearings. | thought the Judge must put that sign on the door
whenever court is in session, regardless of whether the Respondent actually requested a
closed hearing.

| believe this is a tactic to deny observer access to hearings. The sign serves to block people
from entering and there is no opportunity to hear from the judge why the hearing is being
closed. The sign erodes trust in the court system because it says the respondent requested
a closed hearing, but myself and other observers have seen the sign used when the
respondent did not request a closed hearing.

On May 11, 2026, | was observing in the lobby of the immigration court, hand writing the
dockets for the day and helping court observers get organized. | observed as court got
started for the day, and noted that Judge Mazzie started with a statement, announced via
the security officer in the lobby, that “only respondents and lawyers” were allowed in the
courtroom at the 8am start time of her non-detained docket. This excluded an observer
who told the security guard that one of the lawyers had requested her presence.

At 8:40am, Judge Mazzie came out to the lobby to say others could enter the courtroom,
and two observers entered the room. No reason was given for starting the docket without
observers.

As part of my involvement in The Advocates’ Court Observation Project, | often attend
volunteer engagement events. Observers have frequently discussed similar experiences
regarding closure signs and have also seen the sign on the door even when observers are
allowed in.

| swear or affirm that the foregoing is true and correct to the best of my knowledge.

% A O@/m/ 907

Signature Date
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EXHIBIT 26

Declaration of Mary Lambert
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EXHIBIT 27

Declaration of Katrina Bleckley
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EXHIBIT 28

Declaration of Kimberly Boche

CORE/3515279.0007/244176811.1
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DECLARATION OF KIMBERLY BOCHE

I, Kimberly Boche, declare the following is true and accurate to the best of my knowledge

and recollection.

1.

| am an attorney with The Advocates for Human Rights and have represented
individuals in immigration court proceedings since 2021. | submit this declaration
in support of Advocates for Human Rights v. Bondi et al., regarding public access
to immigration court proceedings.

On October 14, 2026, | represented a respondent, P.R.R., a citizen of Guatemala, in
removal proceedings in Immigration Court. The merits hearing in this matter was
scheduled for 1:30 p.m. in Courtroom 5.

Prior to the hearing, representatives from a court observation project sought to
observe the proceeding. My client affirmatively consented to the presence of
observers, and | explicitly informed the court that observers and members of the
public were permitted to attend.

In a later email an observer told me that at approximately 1:25 p.m., they asked
court staff whether Courtroom 5 at Fort Snelling Immigration Court was open for
the merits hearing. The observer informed me that court staff told them it was “not
yet” open and that they did not think it would be. A security guard subsequently
unlocked the courtroom door for DHS personnel only, while observers were

prevented from entering.

CORE/3515279.0007/243754214.2
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5. When the hearing proceeded, observers were excluded from the courtroom. Neither
DHS nor | made a motion to close the hearing, and | don’t remember DHS raising
any concerns related to privacy, national security, or law enforcement sensitivity.

6. The Immigration Judge did not issue an oral or written ruling explaining the basis
for closing the courtroom or excluding the public. No specific justification for
closure was stated on the record.

7. Based on my knowledge of the case and what was discussed at the hearing, none of
the regulatory bases for courtroom closure applied. The case involved standard
removal proceedings and did not present unusual privacy, safety, or security
concerns beyond those ordinarily present in immigration court.

8. My client did not express any privacy or safety concerns that would warrant closure
of the hearing and remained willing to proceed with observers present. | have

omitted personally identifying information for detainee safety and privacy.

| declare under penalty of perjury that the foregoing is true and correct to the best of my

knowledge and belief.

Respectfully Submitted,
/s/ Kimberly Boche
Dated: April 20, 2026 KIMBERLY BOCHE

The Advocates for Human Rights
330 Second Ave. S, Suite 800
Minneapolis, MN 55401
612-746-4673
kboche@advrights.org

CORE/3515279.0007/243754214.2
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EXHIBIT 29
Declaration of Cindy Reich
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45"5& 0' .*//&405"
%FDMBSBUJPO PG
$*5: 0' .JOOFUPOLB $*/%: 3&*$)

* $JOEZ 3FJDI TXFBS VOEFS QFOBMUZ PG QFSKVSZ UIF GPMMPXJOF
LOPXMFEHF

.Z OBNF JT $JOEZ 3FJDI * SFTJEF BU 4VNBD -BOF .JOOFUPC
EFDMBSBUJPO CBTFE PO NZ QFSTPOBM LOPXMFEHF

*IBWF CFFO B WPMVOUFFS DPVSU PCTFSWFS XJUI 51F "EWPDBUF
.Z EFDJTJPO UP WPMVOUFFS HSFX PVU PG NZ HSBWF DPODFSO BC(
JNNIJHSBOUT XIJMF BUUFNQUJOH UP SFNPWF BT NBOZ BT QPTTJC|
JO DPVSU NZ IPQF XBT UP XJUOFTT UIF USFBUNFOU PG JNNJHSB
VQIPMEJOH UIFJS EVF QSPDFTT SJHIUT BOE UP IPME UIF 64 HPW|
MBX BOE IVNBO EJHOJUZ

*IBWF CFFO USBJOFE CZ UIF 1SPHSBN .BOBHFS "NZ -BOHF UP PC
PS OPO JOUFSGFSFODF 8IFO TUBSUJOH BT B WPMVOUFFS * IBE U
DPOEVDU JO XIJDI * DPNNJU BNPOH PUIFS UIJOHT UP GPMMPXJO

*IBWF TIHOFE VQ UP PCTFSWF NBTUFS DBMFOEBS IFBSJOHT PO
TIJGUT WBSZ CFUXFFO IPVST

*uUzQJbBMMZ TFF EFUBJOFE NBTUFS DBMFOEBS IFBSJOHT BOE |
DBMFOEBS IFBSJOHT PO B TIJGU * IBWF TFFO XFMM PWFS NB-
B WPMVOUFFS PCTFSWFS * IBWF BMTP PCTFSWFE PS JOEJWIJE
DPVSU

*IBWF TIHOFE VQ UP PCTFSWF 8FCFY EPDLFUT GPS .JOOFTPUB C
PO EJGGFSFOU EBUFT * XBT QBSUJDVMBSMZ JOUFSFTUFE JO EF
PVvS MPDBM 4PNBMJ DPNNVOJUZ GPS SFNPWBM EFTQJUF HPWFSO
UulBU OBUJPOBMJUZ 5IF EPDLFUT JOEJDBUF PUIFSXJTF

*sSWF FYQFSJFODFE BOE XJUOFTTFE CBSSJFST UP QVCMJD BDDFT
PDDBTJPOT

00 %FDFNCFS *XBT FYDMVEFE GSPN TFWFSBM IFBSJOHT E
GJSTU IPVS XIFO +VEHF $BSS XBT IFBSJOH DBTFT CZ WJEFP * XI
DPVSUSPPN XBT MPDLFE 5IF DPVSUSPPN XBT PQFOFE BCPVU

UIFO XFSF BTLFE UP MFBWF XIFO SFTQPOEFOUT BOE UIFJS BUUP¢
UIF DPVSUSPPN BSPVOE BOE TUBZFE VOUJM UIF MBTU IFBSJOH .

00 +BOVBSZ *XBT PCTFSWJOH OPO EFUBJOFE NBTUFS DBM
.B[[JFST DPVSUSPPN " GBNJMZ NFNCFS PG POF PG UIF SFTQPOEF
5IF KVEHF XPVME OPU BENJU IFS BOE TBJE TIF TIPVME IBWF DPNI
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QSPMJGFSBUJPO PG BSNFE *$& BHFOUT BSPVOE BOE JOTJEF UIF .
CFDPNF JODSFBTJOHMZ TDBSZ BOE JOUJNJEBUJOH FWFO GPS NF
IFBSJOHT BU JNNJHSBUJPO DPVSU *U XBT EJGGJIJDVMU UP VOEFS'
JNNIJHSBOU UP TVQQPSU IFS GBNJMZ NFNCFS PO 8FCFY SBUIFS U
81 JQQMF #VIJMEJOH JO QFSTPO

OOF +BOVBSZ XIFO * FOUFSFE UIF CVIJMEJOH BU BN UP
ulBU DPVSU XBT DMPTFE GPS UIF EBZ * XBT UPME BMM IFBSJOHT
QSPUFTU IBQQFOJOH BOE *$& %)4 BHFOUT XFSF PVUTJEF UIF

3FOFF (PPE XBT LIMMFE

51JT XFFL NBSLFE B TJHOJGJDBOU FTDBMBUJPO PG *$& %)4 QSFT
8lJQQMF #VJIJMEJOH 1SJPS UP UIJT JG * XJUOFTTFE *$& BHFOUT .
GPVS UP TJY BHFOUT JO UIF MPCCZ BOE OFBS UIF DPVSUSPPN MF
TBX XPSF UBDUJDBM HFBS /PX UIFSF XFSF NBOZ NPSF BHFOUT C
NPTU PG UIFN XFSF BSNFE XJUl HVOT UFBS HBT GMBTI CBOHT B!

00 +BOVBSZ *XBT PCTFSWJOH OPO EFUBJOFE NBTUFS DB
4BSEFMMJsT DPVSUSPPN )F BTLFE UIF PCTFSWFST UP MFBWF GP
XBT OPU HIWFO B SFBTPO XIZ BOE UIFSF XBT OP NPUJPO GPS DM
TQFDJGJD UP UIF DBTF BT +VEHF 4BSEFMMJ XBT POF PG UIF NPSF
UJNF * XBT MFU CBDL JOUP UIF DPVSUSPPN * CFMJFWF * NJTTFE |
PO UIF DBTFT UIBU XFSF QPTUFE BOE XIBU * XBT BCMF UP IFBS

00 .BSDI * XBT TIHOFE VQ UP PCTFSWF B BN NFSJU IFE
EFUFOUJPO * DIFDLFE XJUI UIF HVBSE BU UP TFF JG UIF DPV
CFFO DBMMFE ZFU "U *DIFDLFE UP TFF JG * DPVME IFBS WP\
QMBDF XIFSF * DPVME TUJMM TFF UIF EPPS BOE DPVME BMTP TFF
X1JDblI * EJE " GFX NJOVUFT MBUFS * IFBSE UIF DPVSUSPPN EPPS
WPJDFT DPNJOH GSPN JOTJEF * BTLFE UIF HVBSE JG * DPVME HP
BOE UPME IJN XFsE EPOF UIBU ZFTUFSEBZ UP TFF JG UIF IFBSJOF
XIFO UIFZ BSF SFBEZ UP MFU BO PCTFSWFS JO TP KVTU UP XBJU
MJLF UP MFBWF TP IF MFU NF HP CBDL 5IFSF XBT OPX B TJHO PO
DMPTFE BU 3sT SFRVFTU * XFOU BOE UPME UIF HVBSE UIFO XFOL
TIJHO )F DBMMFE UP NF QFSIBQT XPSSJFE * XBT USZJOH UP HFU
DBNF CBDL UP XIFSF IF DPVME TFF NF BOE TBJE * XBT KVTU XSJU
XBZ PVU * TBJE HPPECZF UP UIF HVBSE XIPN * CFMJFWF JT OBNFE
XJOEPX +BDFF %VEB DBMMFE NF PWFS BOE BTLFE NZ OBNF * BT
41F TBJE UIF KVEHF IBE SFRVFTUFE JU * UPME IFS NZ OBNF BOE
QSPKFDU 4IF TBJE PLBZ BOE EJE OPU BQQFBS UP XSJUF JU EPXC
UP JOUJNJEBUF NF * BN RVJUF DPOGJEFOU * EJE OPU EJTUVSC B
UIF DPVSU

00 .BSDI *XBT TIHOFE VvVQ UP EP B TIJGU PO 8FCFY GPS X|
SPDLFU EPDLFU u * XBT TDIFEVMFE UP PCTFSWF JO *+ #SJTBDL T

BOE XBT BENJUUFE UP UIF WIJEFPDPOGFSFODF B GFX NJOVUF
UIBU IF IBT B QPMJDZ UIBU JG FJUIFS TJEF PCKFDUT UP UIF QSFT
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IFBSJOH UP CF PCTFSWFE 'PS UIJT IFBSJOH TJODF UIFSF XBT BC
BUUPSOFZ * XPVME IBWF UP MFBWF 3PCJO $BSS UIF SFTQPOEF(
JO B IJKBC XIP BQQFBSFE UP CF 4PNBMJ "GUFS UIF KVEHF TBJE |
XBOU UIF PCTFSWFS UP LOPX UIBU XF XPVME QSFGFS UP IBWF B
PG UIF XBZ QFPQMF PG UIJT OBUJPOBMJUZ BSF CFJOH USFBUFE

PCKFDUFE 51F HPWFSONFOU BUUPSOFZ NBMF * EJE OPU TFF I
ZPV XBOU UIJOHT UP HP )F UIFO DJUFE SFHVMBUJPO UlBU -
DPOGJEFOUJBMJUZ CF TVCNJUUFE JO XSJUJOH S5IF KVEHF TBJE
SPPN * TBJE * E MFBWF VOMFTT UIFSF XBT B DIBODF UP CF MFU .
UIFSF XFSF UXP PO UIF EPDLFU BOE TBJE UIBU UP UIF KVEHF 5]
BOE IF DPVMEO U HIWF NF JOGPSNBUJPO BCPVU UIF PUIFS IFBSJ

*IBWF OFWFS IFBSE PG BO PCTFSWFS CFJOH UPME B XBJWFS JT
BUUPSOFZ IBE FWFS CFGPSF TUBUFE TVDI B UIJOH BOE * IBE CFF
UIF JOTUBODF BCPWF EJE OPU SVMF PO XIFUIFS UIF XBJWFS XBT
SFHVMBUJPO

00 .BSDI *XBT TIHOFE VQ UP PCTFSWF SFNPUFMZ JO +VEI
DPVSUSPPN * XBT UPME UIBU IF IBE B NBTUFS DBMFOEBS EPDLF
1FPQMF DBNF BOE XFOU GSPN UIF WJSUVBM XBJUJOH SPPN QSFU
*USBDLFE UIF GMPX PG QFPQMF XIJDI HPU UP B NBYJNVN PG QF
XFSF [FSP QFPQMF CFTJEF NF JO UIF XBJUJOH SPPN BOE UIJT NF
8FsWF MFU UIF IPTU LOPX UIBU ZPVsSF IFSF u '"PMMPXJOH UIJT Ul

IJHI BT BU XIFO * MPHHFE PGG * XBT OFWFS BDLOPXMFEHFE
X1Z * XBT OPU BENJUUFE
00 "QSJIM *FOUFSFE +VEHF *WBOZsT DPVSUSPPN BU BQQS

EFUBJOFE NBTUFS DBMFOEBS IFBSJOHT S5IF DMFSL JO *WBOZ T D
FWFO UIPVHI * XBT NPWJOH GSPN UIFSF UP USZ UP TFF UIF NPOJ
BOQQFBS WJB WJEFP GSPN EFUFOUJPO 4FFJOH UIFJS GBDFT GFFI
EJHOJUZ *U JT BMTP B XBZ UP HFU B TFOTF PG XIFUIFS UIFZ TFF
XIFUIFS UIFZ BSF FYIJCJUJOH BOZ EJTUSFTT *O BEEJUJPO TJUU
QPTTIJCMF UP TFF OBNFT PG BUUPSOFZT GPS NPSF BDDVSBUF EP|
UupP TJU JO B DPVSUSPPN CFGPSF UIJT *U GFMU VOXFMDPNJOH V
XBT IPXFWFS BCMF UP TUBZ GPS UIF FOUJSFUZ PG NZ TIJGU

00 "QSJIM *XBT TIHOFE VQ UP PCTFSWF SFNPUFMZ JO +VEI
DPVSUSPPN 8IFO * CFHBO UIF MPH JO QSPDFTT * OPUJDFE B DP(
XIBU UIF DPOTFOU GPSN TBJE t5P TJHO JOUP $BCPSO T 8FCFY ZF
GPMMPXJOH 1MFBTF NVUF NJDSPQIPOFT JG OPU TQFBLJOH #Z S|
BDDFTT UP UIJT IFBSJOH PS NFFUJOH ZPV BSF BDDFTTJOH B 6 4
JOGPSNBUJPO TZTUFN JT UP CF VTFE CZ BVUIPSJ[FE VTFST POMZ
NBZ CF NPOJUPSFE SFDPSEFE PS BVEJUFE "MM BDDFTT PS VTF
DPOTFOU UP NPOJUPSJOH SFDPSEJOH PS BVEJUJOH TVDI VTF *
DPOEVDU ZPVSTFMG JO B NBOOFS UIBU JT OPU QSFKVEJDJBM UP
VOEFSNJOF UIF JOUFHSJUZ PG UIF BEKVEJDBUJWF QSPDFTT *NN.

w $PVSUSPPN %FDPSVN $ '3 7 (SPVOET PG %JTDJQM
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3FQSFTFOUBUJWFT BOE "DDSFEJUFE *OEJWJEVBMT "MM QBSUJF’
IFBSJOH JO QFSTPO BOE WJSUVBMMZ BSF IFSFCZ OPUJGJFE UIBU
WJEFP FMFDUSPOJD PS TINJMBS SFDPSEJOH EFWJDFT UP SFDPS

60BVUIPSJ[FE PS JNQSPQFS VTF PG UIJT TZTUFN JODMVEJ
QSPIJCJUFE BOE NBZ SFTVMU JO DSJNJOBM DJWJM PS BENJOJTL
PG UIF PGGJDJBM SFDPSE SFTVMUJOH GSPN UIJT IFBSJOH QMFB™
$PVSU 1SBDUJDF .BOVBM GPS JOTUSVDUJPOT PO IPX UP PCUBJO

"GUFS DPOTFOUJOH * FOUFSFE UIF WJSUVBM MPCCZ BU QN ¢
BEEJUJPO UP NF 5IF OVNCFS XFOU VQ BOE EPXO XIJMF * XBJUFE
TDSFFO UIBU TBJE tUIF NFFUJOH IBT FOEFE u 5IPVHI UIJT DPOTF
QSFTFODF PG DPVSU PCTFSWFST * XBT OFWFS BENJUUFE OPS E
XBT CFJOH FYDMVEFE

00 "QSJIM * XBT BUUFNQUJOH UP PCTFSWF B JOEJWJEV
DPVSUSPPN " CJU CFGPSF UIF HVBSE PQFOFE DPVSUSPPN €
DPVME OPU FOUFS OPX * BTLFE JG UIF IFBSJOH XBT DMPTFE BOE
BTLFE JG * DPVME OPU FOUFS BU BMM PS KVTU OPU OPX )F TBJE
XFOU BOE TBU EPXO BOE * BQQSPBDIFE IJN BOE TBJE t* KVTU XI
BUBMMu )F HPU UFTUZ XJUI NF BOE TBJE tUIFZ UPME NF BOE * 7
VOEFSTUPPE XIBU IF XBT UPME BOE SBUIFS UIBO DMBSJGZJOH XJ
IFSsE IFBSE * XFOU JOTUFBE UP *+ 4BSEFMMJ T DPVSUSPPN BOE X
XFOU CBDL UP MPPL BU .B[[JF T EPPS UP TFF JG UIFSF XBT B TJH
CvU JU EJE OPU TBZ UIF IFBSJOH XBT DMPTFE POF *sWF TFFO PC
t$PVSU JT JO TFTTJPO %VF UP DPVSUFTZ UP UIF DPVSU BOE UIF
SFDFTT u 513JT JT B TJHO *sWF UZQJDBMMZ POMZ TFFO PO +VEHF
NBTUFS DBMFOEBS IFBSJOHT * XPOEFSFE JG UIJT XBT FWJEFODF
UIF KVEHFsT NFTTBHF BCPVU DPVSU CFJOH DMPTFE GPS POMZ QE

00 .BZ *XBT TIHOFE VQ UP PCTFSWF B OPO EFUBJOFE JOE
BU QN * KPJOFE UIF XBJUJOH SPPN BU "U UIFSF XFES
#Z * XBT UIF POMZ QFSTPO JO UIF MPCCZ 5IF OVNCFS PG QFP
GMVDUVBUFE CVU CZ *XBT BMPOF BHBJO * SFNBJOFE UIFSF
FOEFE * XBT OFWFS BTLFE UP DPNF JOUP UIF DPVSU BOE OP PO
BENJUUFE

8IFOFWFS * MPHHFE PO UP 8FCFY * TIHOFE NZ OBNF BT $PVSU O

UIF TUBGG BU 5IF "EWPDBUFT GPS )VNBO 3JHIUT BEWJTFE VT
$PVSU OCTFSWFS ")3 NZ JOJUJBMT * BMXBZT IBWF NZ DBNFSB |
JOTUSVDUFE

00 .BZ *PCTFSWFE B OPO EFUBJOFE NBTUFS DBMFOEBS IF
DPVSUSPPN "GUFS UIF IFBSJOHT XFSF DPNQMFUF UIF KVEHF BTI
* XBT JO UIF NJEEMF PG PSHBOJ[JOH NZ UIJOHT BOE EJEOsSU IFBS
NZ VTVBM FYQFSJFODF EJE * UIJOL JU OFFEFE UP CF JOTUBOUBO
TQPLF UP NF JO B MPVE BOE TDPMEJOH UPOF TBZJOH t.BSBN ZP
DBO MPDL JU u * BQPMPHJ[FE "T * IBWF FYQFSJFODFE XJUI UIJT
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UP PCTFSWFST TIF TFFENT UP BTTVNF QFPQMF BSF JOUFOUJPOBM
NBEF B NJTUBLF 00 BOPUIFS PDDBTJPO JO +VEHF .B[[JFsT DPVSL
DBMFOEBS IFBSJOH TIF SF FOUFSFE UIF DPVSUSPPN BGUFS B C«
DPVSU EPDVNFOUT BOE EJE OPU TFF IFS FOUFS 8IFO * SFBMJ[FE
TIPX EFGFSFODF "MM UIF PUIFS QFPQMF PCTFSWFST SFTQPOEF
BHBJO +VEHF .B[[JF SFNBJOFE TUBOEJOH BOE HMBSFE BU NF XlIJ
BOQQFBS UP NF UP DPNNVOJDBUF B NFTTBHF PG PCTFSWFST OPU ¢
QPXFS PWFS PUIFST QSFTFOU JO UIF DPVSUSPPN

* DPOUJOVF UP PCTFSWF JO DPVSU CFDBVTF PG UIF QBDF PG EF(
FYIJCJUFE CZ HPWFSONFOU PGGJDJBMT BOE UIF BQQFBSBODF U]
SIJHIUT BSF CFJOH USBNQMFE GBNJMJFT TFQBSBUFE BOE KVEJD
TFFENT UP HFU QSPHSFTTIJWFMZ XPSTF GPS JNNJHSBOUT CBTFE F
IFBS HPWFSONFOU PGGJDJBMT TBZ PO TPDJBM NFEJB BOE UP UIF
JO ./ BOE JO PUIFS TUBUFT MJLF /FX +FSTFZ * BN DPNNJUUFE UP
BDDPVOUBCMF

*TXFBS PS BGGJSN UIBU UIF GPSFHPJOH JT USVF BOE DPSSFDU UP

PEEPQRPRAEPRREARPRAERORARQ @ Q@ @ AWE® @
4JHOBUVSF %BUF
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EXHIBIT 30

Declaration of Maggie Berry

CORE/3515279.0007/244176811.1
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67$7( 2) 0,11(627$
'HFODUDWLRQ RI
&,7< 2) 2%.'$/( ODJJLH %HUU\

, ODJJLH %HUU\ VZHDU XQGHU SHQDOW\ RI SHUMXU\ WKH IROORZL(
NQRZOHGJH

O\ QDPH LV 0ODJJLH %HUU\ , UHVLGH DW WK 6W &LU 1 2DNC
GHFODUDWLRQ EDVHG RQ P\ SHUVRQDO NQRZOHGJH

, bP D IDLUO\ UHFHQW YROXQWHHU LPPLJUDWLRQ FRXUW REVHU
SDUWLFLSDWHG LQ D WKUHH SDUW WUDLQLQJ , FRPSOHWHG WK
IROORZHG E\ DQ RQVLWH RULHQWDWLRQ DQG PHQWRUHG VHVVLF
JHEUXDU\ 7KH SDUW WUDLQLQJ ZDV FRQGXFWHG E\ WKH
B3URJUDP O0DQDJHU $P\ /DQJH 7KH RQ VLWH OHQWRULQJ ZDV GRC
ZKR KDV EHHQ WUDLQHG DV D PHQWRU

, DOVR VHUYH DV D &ULPLQDO /HJDO $GYRFDWH YROXQWHHU ZL\
VXSSRUW SHRSOH ZKR KDYH H[SHULHQFHG GRPHVWLF YLROHQFH
KHDULQJV LQ :DVKLQJWRQ &RXQW\ 01 ZHHNO\ HLWKHU DV DQ D
VHVVLRQV FDQ EH HLWKHU LQ SHUVRQ RU =RRP KHDULQJV ,Q Wt
WKH FKDQJHV LQ LPPLJUDWLRQ FRXUW SURFHHGLQJV WKDW ZHU
GLIIHUHQWO\ LW VHHPHG WKDW SHRSOHuUV ULJKWV ZHUH UHVSHF
WR WKH FULPLQDO DQG FLYLO FRXUW KHDULQJV , ZDV IDPLOLDU
GLIIHUHQFHV DQG WKHLU LPSDFW RQ SHRSOHuUV OLYHV , OHDUQ
WKHLU FRXUW REVHUYDWLRQ SURMHFW

7KH WUDLQLQJ E\ 7TKH $GYRFDWHV IRU +XPDQ 5LJKWV JDYH DQ R
RYHUYLHZ RI FRXUW SURFHHGLQJYV :H OHDUQHG DERXW VWDQGD
DWWRUQH\ ZH OHDUQHG DERXW SOHDGLQJYVY DQG WKH YDULRXYV
VLWH RULHQWDWLRQ H[SODLQHG WKH GRFXPHQWDWLRQ SULRUL)
VXSSRVHG WR ILOO RXW EDVHG RQ WKH W\SH RI KHDULQJ ZH DU}
SURMHFW DQG , ZDV WDXJKW WR IRFXV RQ EDUULHUYV SHRSOH II
VA\VWHP 7KH WUDLQLQJY DOO PDGH FOHDU WKDW P\ UROH DV D
ZKDW , KHDU , GR QRW LQWHUYHQH LQ DQ\ ZD\ LQVLGH RU RXW
7TXEPDQ , ZDV DOUHDG\ IDPLOLDU ZLWK WKH GLVWLQFWLRQ EHW
LPPLJUDWLRQ FRXUW EHLQJ D VLOHQW UHFRUGHU VRPHWLPHV V
ZH KHDU LV SDLQIXO DQG PRUDOO\ RIIHQVLYH LWuV KDUG WR R

JRU RQJRLQJ WUDLQLQJ 7KH $GYRFDWHV SURMHFW VWDII KRVW
GHEULHI , DWWHQG WKHVH UHJXODUO\ DQG OHDUQ DERXW FKDQ
UXOLQJV QHZ H[HFXWLYH RUGHUV DQG QHZ SURFHGXUHV LQVW
DOVR DQ RSSRUWXQLW\ WR WDON DERXW WKH HPRWLRQDO WROC
IHDU VDGQHVV DQG FRQIXVLRQ 6LQFH ,uYH VWDUWHG SUREOHI
FORVHG RXW RI :HEH[ KHDULQJYV KDV EHHQ D IUHTXHQW LVVXH U
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7TKH SURMHFW XVHV D VHOI VFKHGXOLQJ ZHEVLWH FDOOHG 9ROX
VKLIWYV DV , ZDQW ,WuV QRW DOZD\V HDV\ WR ILQG RSHQ VKLIW
YROXQWHHUV ,uYH EHHQ DYHUDJLQJ DERXW VKLIW SHU ZHHN

, KDYH KDG VKLIWYV VR IDU LQFOXGLQJ P\ RQVLWH RULHQWDW
OREE\ VKLIW ZKHUH , DP UHVSRQVLEOH IRU FRS\LQJ GRFNHWV D
DUH VFKHGXOHG ZKDW KHDULQJ W\SH DQG KRZ PDQ\ KHDULQJV
FRXUWURRPV ZKHQ , GR WKH OREE\ VKLIW |, KDYH KDG VKLIWV
QRQ GHWDLQHG PDVWHU FDOHQGDU KHDULQJV

'KHQ , JR WR FRXUW WKHUH DUH RIWHQ RWKHU REVHUYHUYV IL
REVHUYLQJ LQ WKH VDPH RU GLITHUHQW FRXUWURRPYVY |, KDYH Q
EHKDYLRU IURP DQ\ RI 7KH $GYRFDWHVu YROXQWHHU REVHUYHL

, KDYH KDG Vv:HEH[ VKLIWVwWw 7KHVH DUH IRU FDVHV ZKHUH LW L
7TKHVH KDYH EHHQ IRU RXW RI VWDWH MXGJHV ZKR KDYH EHHQ D
OLQQHVRWDQV ,W REYLRXVO\ LVQuW SRVVLEOH RU SUDFWLFDO
REVHUYH FDVHV IRU OLQQHVRWD UHVLGHQWY 7KHUH LV DOVR D
ZKR KDV EHHQ FRQGXFWLQJ KHDULQJV IURP KLV FKDPEHUV VR W

O\ ILUVW :HEH[ VKLIW ZDV RQ ODUFK , ZDV VFKHGXOHG WHF
FRXUWURRP LQ 7H[DV 7KHUH ZHUH QR :HEH[ RQO\ GRFNHWV SR
EXW , GLGQuW NQRZ WKDW VR , ORJJHG LQ DW DV P\ VKLIW

sp ,2zZDV DGPLWWHG 7KHUH ZHUH VFUHHQV ZLWK WKH QDPHV RI
DQG ZKDW WXUQHG RXW WR EH WKH LQWHUSUHWHU 7KH MXGJH
LQTXLUH DERXW &RXUWURRP 2EVHUYHU 0% ZKR \RX DUH DQG ZK\
D FRXUWURRP REVHUYHU ZLWK WKH $GYRFDWHYV IRU +XPDQ 5LJK
QRW VXUSULVHG ZKHQ KH VDLG LW ZDV KLV SROLF\ WR DOORZ RI
WKH DWWRUQH\V REMHFWHG , KDG EHHQ WROG WKLV LV ZKDW -

, ZDV TXLWH VXUSULVHG ZKHQ -XGJH %ULVDFN VDLG WKDW WKH
ZLVKHG WR KHOS WKHP GHFLGH LI WKH\ REMHFWHG +H DVNHG V
DWWRUQH\ 6WHYHQ ODQDEDW DVNHG P\ QDPH , VDLG , ZDV D F
+XPDQ S5LIKWV LQ OLQQHDSROLYV +H VDLG :KDW LV \RXU DFWXD
REVHUYHU +H DVNHG VRPHWKLQJ OLNH ZKDW LV \RXU DFWXDO
KHVLWDWHG WKHQ VDLG :KDW GR \RX PHDQ" , P QRW VXUH ZKD
WKHP +H DVNHG $UH \RX HPSOR\HG DQ\SODFH" 'R \RX KDYH D
'HOO QRW UHDOO\ D OLWWOH ELW RI WKLV DQG WKDW EXW |
:KDW V WKH OLWWOH ELW RI WKLV DQG WKDW" :KDW DUH WKRV|
DFFRPPRGDWLRQV KHOS SHRSOH ZKR QHHG KHOS UHDGLQJ WKF
MREV DQG RFFDVLRQDO VXEVWLWXWH WHDFKLQJ MXVW WKDW
\RX GRQ W KDYH DQ\ RWKHU UROH ZLWK WKLV RUJDQL]DWLRQ D
VDLG v1iR P\ RQO\ UROH LV DV D YROXQWHHU FRXUWURRP REVH
REMHFWLRQV

,Q WKH WUDLQLQJV , KDYH SDUWLFLSDWHG LQ DQG LQ P\ H[SHU
VHVVLRQV , KDG QHYHU VHHQ RU KHDUG RI DQ REVHUYHU EHLQ
EHLQJ TXHVWLRQHG DERXW ZKDW WKH\ GR 'XULQJ =RRP KHDULQ
GRFNHWV D FRXUW FOHUN ZLOO DVN D SHUVRQ ZKRVH QDPH LVC
REVHUYHU ,I WKH DQVZHU LV VREVHUYHUw WKH FOHUN LPPHGLI
tRQVFUHHQuU QDPH WR REVHUYHUw DQG WKDW LV WKH HQG RI WI
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DVNHG RI DQ REVHUYHU DQG WKH\ DUH QHYHU H[SHFWHG WR HI[!
VXUSULVHG WKDW WKLV KDSSHQHG GXULQJ WKLV LPPLIJUDWLRQ
FDVH QRU FDOOHG DV D ZLWQHVV WR WKH FDVH W PDGH PH X
LOQWLPLGDWLQJ EXW , ZDV JODG , ZDV DOORZHG WR REVHUYH

7TKHUH ZHUH D WRWDO RI KHDULQJV RQ ODUFK HDFK ZLWH
DSSHDULQJ UHPRWHO\ $W WKH EHJLQQLQJ RI HDFK KHDULQJ Wtk
FRXUWURRP REVHUYHU DQG DJDLQ VWDWHG KLV SROLF\ DERXW I
REMHFWLRQV +H ILUVW DVNHG WKH '+6 DWWRUQH\ HDFK WLPH I
JODG WKDW HDFK UHVSRQGHQW ZDV JLYHQ WKH FKDQFH WR REM
ZK\ WKH JRYHUQPHQW DWWRUQH\ ZRXOG KDYH DQ\ UHDVRQ WR R

2Q0H 5HVSRQGHQWuV DWWRUQH\ GLG DVN ZKR , ZDV EXW KDG QR
FRXUWURRP REVHUYHU ZLWK WKH $GYRFDWHV IRU +XPDQ 5LJKW
ZKR DQVZHUHG \HV \HV WKDWuV ILQH LQ 6SDQLVK $W WKH
WKH MXGJH DQG KH UHSOLHG FRUGLDOO\ ,W EHFDPH FOHDU DIW
GHWDLQHHV LQ 7H[DV VR , FRQVLGHUHG OHDYLQJ WKH VHVVLRQ
GLVUHVSHFWIXO VRPHKRZ DV LI, ZDV GLVFRXQWLQJ WKH SUL
DQG EHLQJ DOORZHG WR VWD\ , GLGQ W ZDQW WR SRVVLEO\ K
DJDLQ

, GLG LPPHGLDWHO\ FRQWDFW $P\ /DQJH WKH 3URJUDP O0DQDJHL
QHDUO\ \HDUV REVHUYLQJ FRXUW DQG PDQDJLQJ REVHUYHUYV V
TXHVWLRQHG 6KH WROG PH VKH WKRXJKW LW ZDV LQDSSURSULL
VKRXOG EH RSHQ WR DQ\RQH ZKR LV QRW GLVUXSWLYH XQOHVV

2Q ODUFK , ZDV VLJQHG XS WR REVHUYH -XGJH $QGUHZ &I
XS LQ DGYDQFH DQG RQ WKDW GD\ ZDV WROG KLV QDPH ZDV SR\
KHDULQJV EXW WKHUH ZDV QR OLVW RI FDVHV DQG QR VWDUW W

VWDUW WLPH |, VWD\HG ORJJHG LQ XQWLO 7KH ZKROH WLPH
VWDUW WKH PHHWLQJ ZKHQ WKH KRVW MRLQV w
2Q ODUFK , ORJIJHG RQ WR -XGJH &KULV %ULVDFNuV :HEH

VDZ WKH QDPHV RI -XGJH %ULVDFN 3DWULFN ( OF&OLQWRFN ZK
D VFUHHQ ZLWK D SKRQH QXPEHU DQG WKHQ D PDQ ZLWK KLV Yl
FRXOGQuUW KHDU DQ\WKLQJ QR RQH KDG WKHLU DXGLR RQ $W

WKH VFUHHQ LW VDLG 7KH KRVW RU FRKRVW PRYHG \RX WR WKI
KRVW RU FRKRVW OHWV \RX LQ $W , ZDV OHW LQ , FRXOG
WKHUH ZDV DXGLR WRR -XGJH %ULVDFN VDLG 7KLV LV -XGJH &
2EVHUYHU 0% FDQ \RX KHDU PH" , LPPHGLDWHO\ XQPXWHG DQG
SDUDSKUDVLQJ v, KDYH OHW \RX LQ QRZ WR OHW \RX NQRZ WKE
EH DEOH WR VWD\ LQ %XW VLQFH , KDYH WDNHQ FDUH RI WKH IL
WKH UHPDLQLQJ FDVHV DUH UHOHYDQW 1RQH RI WKHP DUH IURF
ILUVW FDVH EXW , GLGQ W JHW DQ DQVZHU IURP \RX OD\EH \RX
REMHFWLRQ , ZLOO KDYH WR DVN \RX WR OHDYH QRZ OH <RXU

REMHFWLRQ FRPLQJ IURP" -XGJH %ULVDFN UHSOLHG Vv)URP WKH .
JRYHUQPHQW DWWRUQH\" -XGJH %ULVDFN <HV OH v2N WKDQN

2Q $SULO , ZDV VLIQHG XS IRU D SP PHULW KHDULQJ Z
7KH QXPEHU RI SHRSOH LQ WKH YLUWXDO OREE\ IOXFWXDW
SP WKH PHVVDJH DERXW RWKHU SHRSOH ZDLWLQJ GLVDSSHD
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URRP 7KH PHVVDJH RQ WKH VFUHHQ VDLG 7KDQNV IRU ZDLWLQ

I1RWKLQJ HYHU FKDQJHG VR , ORJJHG RII DW SP
2Q $SULO , KDG DQRWKHU :HEH[ VKLIW IRU -XGJH &KULV %
DGYDQFH RI WKH VWDUW WLPH $W SP , ZDV OHW LQ $V

-XGJH DVNHG LI , FRXOG KHDU KLP DQG , UHSOLHG WKDW , FRXC
REVHUYHU EHLQJ LQ WKH URRP VR \RX OO0 QRW EH DEOH WR EH
UHVSRQGHQW KDG REMHFWHG DQG WKDW ZDV DFWXDOO\ UHDVYV X
LV WKDW FORVXUHY DUH VXSSRVHG WR VXSSRUW WKH UHVSRQGHI
JRYHUQPHQWuUuV GHVLUH WR HVFDSH VFUXWLQ\

2Q 0D\ , KDG DQRWKHU :HEH[ VKLIW IRU -XGJH &KULV %UL
VDZ WKDW RWKHU SHRSOH DUH ZDLWLQJ LQ WKH OREE\ %\
OREE\ $W 7TKDQNV IRU ZDLWLQJ ‘H YH OHW WKH KRVW NQR:
ZDLWLQJ $W RWKHU SHUVRQ LV ZDLWLQJ LQ WKH OREE\

‘H YH OHW WKH KRVW NQRZ WKDW \RX UH KHUH QR RQH HOVH 2
WKH VFUHHQ XQWLO SP ZKHQ , ORJJHG RIl 1R RQH HYHU VSI

, FRQWLQXH WR EH DVWRXQGHG DW WKH GLIIHUHQFHYV LQ DFFHYV
&RXQW\ FRXUW GRFNHW SURFHHGLQJV FRPSDUHG WR ,PPLJUDWI
DW WKH FRXUWKRXVH GRRUV DUH XQORFNHG DQG SHRSOH D W\
DUH IUHH WR HQWHU OHDYH DQG UH HQWHU DW ZLOO )RU FRXU
LQIRUPDWLRQ LV DEOH WR GR WKDW DQG WKHLU SUHVHQFH LV I
YLUWXDO LW LV XQKHDUG RI WKDW DQ REVHUYHU LV DVNHG WR
IHLWKHU WKH 6WDWH QRU WKH MXGJH FDQ REMHFW WR DQ REVH

, EHOLHYH WKDW VHFUHF\ GXULQJ FRXUW SURFHHGLQJV FDQ RQ
FRQILGHQWLDOLW\ EHFDXVH RI RYHUULGLQJ SULYDF\ DQG VHFXL
IRU WKH VWDWH WR GHPDQG DQG EH JUDQWHG FORVHG FRXUW S
KLGH IURP WKH SXEOLF ZKDW LV EHLQJ GRQH LQ RXU QDPHV UL
UHVSRQGHQWuUY ULJKWYV EHLQJ GLPLQLVKHG ,Q LPPLJUDWLRQ F|
HYHU FKDQJLQJ SROLFLHVY DQG QHZ LQWHUSUHWDWLRQV RI H[LV
HOWLWOHG WR IUHH OHJDO UHSUHVHQWDWLRQ LWuV HYHQ PRULI
FRQYH\ WR RWKHUV ZKDW RXU JRYHUQPHQW LV GRLQJ KRZ ZH D
KDSSHQLQJ LV DFWXDOO\ FRQVLVWHQW ZLWK RXU &RQVWLWXWLI

, VZHDU RU DIILUP WKDW WKH IRUHJRLQJ LV WUXH DQG FRUUHFW W

BBEBBBBBRBBBBBBBBBBRBBBBBBBB 06/03/2026 BBBBBBBBBBE

6LIQDWXUH 'DWH
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STATE OF ___ Florida ) Affidavit of
CITY OF Clermont ) Morgan Jenkins

I, Morgan Jenkins, swear under penalty of perjury the following to be true and correct to the best
of my knowledge.

1.

2.

My name is Morgan Jenkins. | reside at 16709 Kamalin Ct, Clermont, FL, 34715. | write this
declaration based on my personal knowledge.

| have been a volunteer court observer with the American Bar Association Commission on
Immigration Court Observation Project and the Jesuit Refugee Service USA Migrant Court
Observation Project since January 2026 and with the Acacia Center for Justice Witness for
Justice program since May 2026. | have been trained by the America Bar Association
Commission on Immigration’s Immigration Court Observation and Awareness Project to
observe hearings using best practices. | am not a member of the press. During court
observations, both in person and by Webex, | follow EOIR’s conditions and guidelines,
identifying myself by name when asked, following all bailiffs’ and judges’ instructions, and
refraining from all recording other than by personal written notes to myself. | never
intervene, | do not have my phone on, | take quiet notes, | do not speak to the respondents.
| take neutral notes and write down observations according to our training and the items
requested on the ABA reporting form, such as respondent country, whether they have a
lawyer, if they are given an interpreter in their best language and/or appear to understand
the hearing, if the judge advises them of their right to counsel, if they are minors, if they
appear to have medical or mental health issues, the basics of their claim, and any decisions
such as bond amounts, orders for removal or grant of status, further hearings, and the judge
and DHS attorney demeanor.

I have successfully observed approximately 95 immigration court hearings between January
and May of 2026. This involves master calendar and individual hearings, as well as bond
hearings. | have observed both detained and non-detained hearings, and those of adults
and juveniles. These hearings were viewed by Webex at multiple sites, and in-person at the
Orlando, FL immigration court facility.

During late April and during May, | observed about 12 cases in one detained docket
successfully, and about 15 non-detained cases, all via Webex and without difficulty, But |
was blocked from observing other hearings over Webex during that same period on multiple
other occasions, all without explanation from the court. The instances are described below.
On 4/20/2026 | attempted to observe hearings for detained respondents at the Immigration
Court in Miami-Krome, Florida. A full docket of master calendar hearings was scheduled
before IJ Maithe Gonzalez. The hearings were scheduled to begin at 0830. | logged on
through Webex at approximately 0830 and was placed in the 1J’s Webex waiting room and
from there notified the 1J of my presence through Webex, using the Webex identity
“Observer — Morgan Jenkins”. | waited until 0900, but was never admitted to the Webcast,
and no communication was made to me. Unable to further communicate with either bailiff or
1, | left the waiting room at 0900.

On 5/5/2026 | attempted to observe hearings for detained respondents at the Immigration
Court in Miami-Krome, Florida. A full docket of master calendar hearings was scheduled
before 1Js Maithe Gonzalez, Jorge Pereira and Stuart Siegel. The hearings were scheduled
to begin at 0830. | logged on through Webex at approximately 0830 and was placed in the
IJ Christina Martyak’s Webex waiting room and from there notified the 1J of my presence
through Webex, using the Webex identity “Observer — Morgan Jenkins”. | waited until
0920, but was never admitted to the Webcast, and no communication was made to me.
Switching over to the waiting room of 1J’s Pereira and Siegel, | attempted to enter those
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master calendar dockets and was again not allowed to enter, with no communication to me.
| logged off at 1000. Because these were master calendar hearings | was effectively barred
from attending multiple hearings that day.

On 5/6/2026 | attempted to observe a full docket of detained master calendar hearings at
Miami-Krome Immigration Court with 1J Christina Martyak. | observed through Webex,
joining the proceedings 10 minutes before the docket start time, using my Webex identity as
“Observer- Morgan Jenkins”. | was admitted at once to the broadcast, viewing a bond
hearing in progress. At the conclusion of that hearing the 1J asked me to identify myself. |
said | was a private citizen observer only. She asked who | represented, | replied |
represented no one, was in attendance only as a public observer, but that | made report to
the ABA committee on immigration. She asked if | was with the press or media and | replied
no. After a pause the 1J said to me she had “confirmed with administration” that observers
could not observe by Webex but only in person, and that she needed to remove me. | said
thank you and was disconnected. The IJ’'s comment to me confused me, first, because
another 1J at the same facility had previously allowed me to observe bond and master
calendar hearings by Webex on 4/27/2026, and second because the sequence of questions
seemed to seek for a valid pretext to remove me, before settling on the answer to her first
guestion as the basis for being prevented from observing.

On 5/11/2026 | attempted to observe hearings for Louisiana detained respondents at the
Immigration Court of IJ Miguel Cordero-Gonzalez at Houston Gessner, Texas. According to
the published docket, respondents were detained at the LaSalle detention facility and
Adams County Correctional Center. The hearings were scheduled to begin at 0830. |
logged on through Webex at 0820 and was placed in the 1J's Webex waiting room and from
there notified the 1J of my presence through Webex, using the Webex identity “Observer —
Morgan Jenkins”. | noted 3 other persons waiting in the Webex waiting room. | waited until
0950, but was never admitted to the Webcast, in spite of an otherwise emptied waiting
room, and no communication was made to me. Unable to further communicate with either
bailiff or 13, | left the waiting room at 0950.

On 5/12/2026 | attempted to observe hearin