Case 3:15-cv-03481-S Document 80 Filed 06/16/17 Page 1 of 390 PagelD 1640

IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
FOR THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF TEXAS
DALLAS DIVISON
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Plaintiffs,
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DALLAS COUNTY, TEXAS,

Defendant.

TEXAS,

Permissive Intervenor.
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SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT

Freedom from pretrial detention is a fundamental right protected by the United States
Constitution. “This traditional right to freedom before conviction permits the unhampered
preparation of a defense, and serves to prevent the infliction of punishment prior to convic-
tion.” Stack v. Boyle, 342 U.S. 1, 4 (1951). “The consequences of prolonged detention may be
more serious than the interference occasioned by arrest. Pretrial confinement may imperil the
suspect’s job, interrupt his source of income, and impair his family relationships.” Gerstein v.
Pugh, 420 U.S. 103, 114 (1975). Dallas County held Plaintiffs in Dallas County jail for months
pending trial, even for purported misdemeanors, without allowing immediate release on bond.
Dallas County also overdetained Plaintiffs without probable cause. Plaintiffs seek damages
under 42 U.S.C. § 1983.

PARTIES

1. Plaintiffs were detained by Dallas County. U.S. Immigration and Customs En-
forcement (“ICE”) issued detainers requesting that Dallas County facilitate ICE’s arrest of each
Plaintiff, generally by (i) detaining each Plaintiff for up to 48 hours after the time that each
Plaintiff otherwise would have been released, or (ii) notifying ICE when Dallas County in-
tended to release each Plaintiff. As a result, an “immigration hold” appears in each Plaintiff’s
file. At the time this lawsuit was filed, no Plaintiff remained in Dallas County custody.

2. Dallas County is located in North Texas. Process for Dallas County may be ef-
fected on Clay Jenkins, County Judge, who is located at 411 Elm St., Dallas, Texas, 75202.
Tex. Civ. Prac. & Rem. Code § 17.024(a).

3. Texas has intervened in the lawsuit pursuant to Rule 24(b) (1) (B). ECF No. 75.
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JURISDICTION AND VENUE

4. This is a civil-rights case arising under the United States Code, title 42. The
Court thus has subject-matter jurisdiction over this lawsuit. 28 U.S.C. § 1331.

5. Dallas County is located in this District. Dallas County regularly conducts busi-
ness in Texas and this district.

6. Dallas County’s acts in Texas form the basis of this lawsuit. The Court thus has
personal jurisdiction over Dallas County.

7. Venue is proper under 28 U.S.C. § 1391 because many of the complained-of acts
in this case occurred in Dallas County, Texas, and because Dallas County is located in this
District.

LOCAL LAW-ENFORCEMENT AGENCIES: THE NEW FRONT LINE IN ENFORCING IMMIGRATION LAWS

8. ICE is a large, sophisticated federal agency charged with enforcing our nation’s
immigration laws. ICE has a $6 billion budget and more than 20,000 employees. Ex. C (Mor-

gan Smith & Terri Langford, Texas Sheriffs, Jails on Immigration Front Line, Texas Tribune,

Feb. 16, 2016) at C1. Despite its size and resources, ICE has “no proactive way [to use] watch
lists, data mining or the like . . . to systematically search for dangerous undocumented immi-
grants, including those who have returned to the United States after being deported for com-
mitting crimes.” Id. “Instead, if an immigrant criminal is caught and thrown out of the country,
the process most likely begins when a local police officer or sheriff’'s deputy pulls them over
for a traffic stop or arrests them as part of a criminal investigation.” Id.

9. For many decades, local law-enforcement officers have fingerprinted detainees

during booking. Over the last few years, however, technology has changed in an important
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way—Ilocal law-enforcement agencies now route detainees’ fingerprints through federal data-
bases at the FBI and Homeland Security during booking. Ex. D (Julia Preston, Despite Opposi-

tion, Immigration Agency to Expand Fingerprint Program, The N.Y. Times, May 11, 2012) at

D2; Ex. E (Dianne Solis, Police Use of Federal Databases to ID Illegal Immigrants after Arrests

Raises Profiling Concerns, The Dallas Morning News, Jan. 18, 2010), at E1-3. In particular, law

enforcement can now routinely check fingerprints taken in local arrests against (i) the FBI’s
Integrated Automated Fingerprint Identification System (“IAFIS”) of the FBI’s Criminal Justice
Information Services Division, and (ii) the Automated Biometric Identification System
(“IDENT”) of the Department of Homeland Security’s US-VISIT Program. See Ex. F (Secure
Communities Fact Sheet, U.S. Dep’t of Homeland Sec., Sept. 1, 2009) at F1. After submission,
“ICE evaluates each case to determine the individual’s immigration status and communicate
their findings to law enforcement within a few hours.” Id. A presentation created by the Texas
Department of Public Safety shows the data flow from local arrests to federal databases (in-

cluding IAFIS and IDENT) in the graphic below.
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Ex. G at G5. According to one commentator, the submission of fingerprints for ICE’s use
“turn[s] local jails into tiny immigration outposts.” Ex. H (Lomi Kriel, Immigration Screening

Still Used in Texas as Other Agencies Withdraw, Houston Chronicle, Oct. 16, 2014), at H1.

10.  When fingerprints submitted by a local agency match an IDENT record, the in-
formation about the match (called an “IDR”) is forwarded to the FBI. Ex. I (Secure Communi-
ties: Removing Criminal Aliens from Communities through Biometric Information Sharing, U.S.
Department of Homeland Security) at 12; Ex. G at G5. The FBI then populates and forwards
an Immigration Agency Query (“IAQ”) to the ICE Law Enforcement Support Center. Ex. I at
I2; Ex. G at G5. The Support Center responds to the Query (the response is called an “IAR”),

which is then forwarded to other ICE offices. Ex. I at 12; Ex. G at G5. ICE ultimately uses the
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information to determine whether ICE will seek to remove the detainee. See Ex. J (Secure
Communities Standard Operating Procedures, Immigrations and Customs Enforcement) at J8.

11.  If ICE believes it can meet its burden to deport a detainee, ICE can arrest and
take possession of that detainee, hold the detainee pre-removal, and then remove the detainee.
But if ICE were to deport the detainee immediately, the detainee would not stand trial for the
original, local criminal offense. Consequently, ICE generally waits until after the local criminal
offense is resolved to arrest the detainee and commence the removal process. See Ex. A at A22
(Torres Cabrera detainer) (“DHS discourages dismissing criminal charges based on the exist-
ence of a detainer.”) at Al; Ex. J (ICE Secure Communities Operating Procedures) at J8 (“Nor-
mally, ICE will not remove an alien until pending criminal charges are adjudicated.”).

12.  To facilitate ICE’s arrest of detainees after local criminal offenses are resolved,
ICE requests that local law-enforcement agencies (i) notify ICE when they intend to release
targeted detainees and/or (ii) hold targeted detainees after those detainees otherwise would
be released, to allow ICE time to show up and take custody of the detainees. ICE uses forms
called “detainers” to formally request assistance. See, e.g., Ex. A (detainers). The Code of Fed-
eral Regulations describes detainers as “request[s]” that “advise” local law-enforcement agen-
cies that ICE seeks custody of an alien presently in the custody of that agency:

(a) Detainers in general. Detainers are issued pursuant to sections 236 and 287

of the Act and this chapter 1. Any authorized immigration officer may at any

time issue a Form 1-247, Immigration Detainer-Notice of Action, to any other

Federal, State, or local law enforcement agency. A detainer serves to advise an-

other law enforcement agency that the Department seeks custody of an alien

presently in the custody of that agency, for the purpose of arresting and remov-

ing the alien. The detainer is a request that such agency advise the Department,

prior to release of the alien, in order for the Department to arrange to assume

custody, in situations when gaining immediate physical custody is either im-
practicable or impossible.
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8 C.F.R. § 287.7(a). Because detainers are “requests,” local law-enforcement agencies need
not respond or comply with detainers. See Galarza v. Szalczyk, 745 F.3d 634, 642 (3d Cir.
2014); ECF No. 53 at 21.} In 2013, ICE stated that detainers served three functions: (i) to
notify a local law-enforcement agency that ICE intends to assume custody of an alien in the
local agency’s custody once the alien is no longer subject to the local agency’s detention; (ii)
to request information from a local agency about an alien’s impending release so that ICE may
assume custody before the alien is released from the local agency’s custody; and (iii) “to re-
quest that the [local agency] maintain custody of an alien who would otherwise be released
for a period not to exceed 48 hours (excluding Saturdays, Sundays, and holidays) to provide
ICE time to assume custody.” Ex. K (ICE Detainers: Frequently Asked Questions, visited Mar. 20,
2013) at K1.

13.  InFebruary 2016, the Texas Tribune created a flowchart showing how detainers

interact with the Texas criminal-justice system, shown below:

! See also Ex. L (Letter from ICE Acting Director Daniel H. Ragsdale to Rep. Mike Thompson
dated February 25, 2014) at L1 (“While immigration detainers are an important part of ICE’s
effort to remove criminal aliens who are in federal, state, or local custody, they are not man-
datory as a matter of law.”).
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How ICE Interacts with the Texas Criminal Justice System

The flowchart below details the criminal justice process on both the state and federal sides.

© & ARREST

e

State or local law enforcement officials arrest a criminal suspect.

-| BOOKING B = IDENTITY CHECK
Charges are filed. The suspect gives identifying information — name, The FBI sends fingerprint data to the U.S. Department of
date of birth, self-reported country of birth — to local law enforcement Homeland Security.
officers, who are not required to ask about citizenship status. ﬂ T i rreston Muapectis privits matoh e ral S goation:
Fingerprints are taken and sent to the Texas Department of Public records, ICE can issue a request for either a “detainer” to
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or a “notification” asking the jail to notify ICE when the
defendant is set to be released.
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The jail either releases the defendant on bond if the defendant makes
bail, or it holds the defendant for the rest of the criminal process.

If a defendant with an ICE detainer makes bail, ICE has the discretion
to pick that person up before he or she is released.
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If a prosecutor pursues charges, the defendant pleads guilty or goes to trial.
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‘,;_‘_ DETAINER OR NOTIFICATION

Requests for detainers and notifications usually happen during the booking process following the initial identity check, but
ICE can issue them at any time while an individual faces local eriminal charges.

Whether to comply with ICE requests is up to local officials. They can notify federal authorities before an inmate is released, a
point when ICE can decide to take further action. Or, in the case of a detainer, they can hold inmates set to be released for up
to 48 additional hours until ICE arrives to pick them up.

|
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””“H ICE DETENTION

If ICE has placed a detainer or hold on a defendant and the local jurisdiction cooperates, federal officers pick up the inmate
and transport them to a federal detention facility.

! !
| 1cE |

ice | N
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RELEASED IMMIGRATION COURT
If ICE determines it no longer wants an individual, that Here, the defendant argues a case for staying in the United
person leaves federal custody. States before an immigration judge.

Possible defenses to deportation can include: the length of
time already spent in the United States, whether the
defendant has relatives who are U.S. citizens and whether
the defendant faces possible persecution in his or her
home country.

1f the defendant has a previous removal order, ICE can
deport him or her without a hearing.

L1

EXIT

LEAVES U.S. STAYS IN U.S.

14. On December 21, 2012, the Director of ICE issued a memorandum describing
Form 1-247, the detainer form used by the Dallas ICE Office until at least May 2015. See Ex. A
at A22 (I-247 form issued to Dallas County in May 2015). “The revised detainer form . . . will
.. . require the issuing officer or agent to identify [the grounds for removal] that apply so that
the receiving agency and alien will know the specific basis for the detainer.” Ex. M (Morton
memorandum dated December 21, 2012) at M3. The memorandum states that ICE should
issue a detainer only where (i) ICE has reason to believe that the alien is subject to removal,
and (ii) one or more of the following conditions apply:

¢ The individual has a prior felony conviction;

¢ The individual has three prior misdemeanor convictions;



Case 3:15-cv-03481-S Document 80 Filed 06/16/17 Page 10 of 390 PagelD 1649

e The individual has a prior misdemeanor conviction or pending charge that involves
violence, sexual abuse, driving under the influence of alcohol, unlawful flight from
the scene of an accident, unlawful possession of a firearm, trafficking of a controlled
substance, or other significant threats to public safety;

¢ The individual has been convicted of illegal entry;

e The individual has illegally re-entered the country after a previous removal or return;

e The individual has an outstanding order of removal,

¢ The individual has been found by an immigration officer or an immigration judge to
have knowingly committed immigration fraud; or

¢ The individual otherwise poses a significant risk to national security, border security,
or public safety.

Id. at M2. As stated in the memorandum (id. at M3), the I-247 detainer form reflects these
conditions, and includes checkboxes for each of the above conditions, as shown in the excerpt

below:

THE U.S. DEPARTMENT OF HOMELAND SECURITY (DOHS) HAS TAKEN THE FOLLOWING AGTION RELATED TO
THE PERSON IDENTIFIED ABOVE, CURRENTLY IN YOUR CUSTODY:
Determined that there Is reason to betieve the individual fs an allen subject to ramoval from the Uniled States, The individual (check

all that apoty):
= ::: a prior a felony conviction or has been charged with 2 felony [ has been convicted of llegal entry pUrsuant to B US.C. §
nse; 1325,
[ has three or more prior misdemeanor convictions; [ has illegally re-entered the co allera 0us removal
[ has a prior misdemeanor conviction or has been charged with a or retum; L g - e

misdemeanor for an offense that involyves violence, threats, or 4 3 3

assaults; sexual abuse or exploitation; driving under the infiuence = mn&ﬁ:m# et Ot ;" mﬁ;‘ '9'.8“"
of alcohol or a controlled substanca; unlawful flight from Lhe ® R x K e ug;
scene of an accident; the uniawful possession or use of a firsarm ) OerWise poses a significant risk to rjational security, border
or other deadly weapon, the distribution or trafficking of 2 security, or public safety; and/o
controlled substance; or other significant threat to public safety; [ Other (specify):

Ex. A at A22; see also Ex. B at B1 (example Form 1-247).
15. The “conditions” identified in the Morton memorandum are not criminal immi-
gration offenses.? It is not a crime to “be subject to removal,” to have prior felony or misde-

meanor convictions, or to be charged with a crime. It is often a crime to for an alien to re-enter

2 Criminal immigration offenses are found at 8 U.S.C. §§ 1324-1328 and include: bringing in
and harboring aliens (8 U.S.C. § 1324); unlawful employment of aliens (8 U.S.C. § 1324a);
willful failure to disclose role as document preparer (8 U.S.C. § 1324c(e)(1)); improper entry
(8 U.S.C. § 1325(a)); marriage fraud (8 U.S.C. § 1325(c)); immigration-related entrepreneur-
ship fraud (8 U.S.C. § 1325(d)); illegal reentry (8 U.S.C. § 1326); aiding or assisting certain

10
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the United States after the alien has been deported or removed. But the checkbox on the I-247
form is not limited to this situation—it lists re-entry after a previous “removal or return,” and
reentry after “return” is not listed at 8 U.S.C. § 1326 (listing reentry after being “denied ad-
mission, excluded, deported, or removed” as a crime).

16. On June 12, 2015, ICE released two new detainer forms: the I-247N and the I-
247D. Ex. HH (Why ‘PEP’ Doesn’t Fix S-Comm’s Failings, National Immigration Law Center) at
HH1; Ex. B at B4, B7 (sample forms). ICE explained that the I-247N Form was a “Request for
Voluntary Notification of Release of Suspected Priority Alien,” while the I-247D Form was a

“Request for Voluntary Action”:

Under PEP, DHS will no longer use the Form 1-247 (Immigration
Detainer - Notice of Action) and will instead use two new forms:

Form 1-247N, Request for Voluntary Notification of Release of

Suspected Priority Alien.

The Form 1-247N requests the receiving local law enforcement
agency (LEA) notify ICE of the pending release from custody
of a suspected priority removable individual at least 48 hours
prior to release, if possible. The Form I-247N does not request
or authorize the LEA to hold an individual beyond the point at
which he or she would otherwise be released. Additionally, on
the Form [-247N, ICE must identify the enforcement priority
under which the individual falls.

Form 1-247D, Immigration Detainer - Request for Voluntary Action.
The Form 1-247D requests the receiving LEA maintain custody
of the priority individual for a period not to exceed 48 hours
beyond the time when he or she would have otherwise been
released from custody. On this form, ICE must identify the
enforcement priority under which the individual falls, as well
as the basis for its determination of probable cause. The LEA
must also serve a copy of the request on the individual in order
for it to take effect.

Ex. GG (ICE brochure on Priority Enforcement Program) at GG1.

aliens to enter (8 U.S.C. § 1327); and importation of alien for immoral purpose (8 U.S.C. §
1328).

11
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17. ICE used the new detainer forms. See Ex. DD at DD8 (I-247N for F. Lara Mar-
tinez served on Dallas County in September 2015). The [-247N form explicitly “does not re-
quest or authorize that [the local law-enforcement agency] detain the subject beyond the time

he or she is currently scheduled for release from [agency] custody,” as shown below:
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Id.; see also Ex. B at B7. Like the I-247 form, the I-247N form provides checkboxes for certain

conditions that do not identify criminal probable cause:
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Ex. DD at DDS8; Ex. B at B7. Prior convictions, alone, do not provide Dallas County with prob-
able cause to believe that a detainee is committing or has committed a new criminal offense.
18.  Unlike the I-247N form, the 1-247D form requests that local law enforcement

detain for up to 48 hours:

IT IS THEREFORE REQUESTED THAT YOU:

« Serve a copy of this form on the subiect and maintain custody of him/her for a penod NOT TO EXCEED 48 HOURS beyond the
time when he’she would othepmse have been raleased from your custady to allow DHS to assume custody. This request takes
effect only if you serve a copy of this form on the subject. and it does not request or authorize that you hold the subject

beyond 48 hours. This request arises from DHS authorities and should not impact decisions about the subject's ball,
rehabilitation, parole, release, diversion, custody classification, work, quarter assignments, or other matters.

12
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Ex. B at B4 (Sample form I-247D). Form I-247D provides checkboxes to show that “probable
cause exists that the subject is a removable alien” (emphasis added), but does not show that

probable cause exists that the subject is committing or has committed a new criminal violation:

1, DHS HAS DETERMINED THAT (mark af least one option fn subsection A and ope option in subsection B, of skip ta section 2):

A. THE SUBJECT IS AN IMMIGRATION ENFORCEMENT PRIORITY BECAUSE HE/SHE:
has engaged in or is suspected of terronsm or espionage. or otherwise poses a danger o national secunty;
has been convicted of an offense of which an element was active participation in a criminal street gang, as definedin 18 US.C. §
521(a), or is at least 16 years old and intentionally participated in an organized cnminal gang to further its illegal activities: ‘
has been convicted of an offense classified as a felony, other than a state or local offense for which an essential element was the 1
alien's immigration status; 1
has been convicted of an aggravated felony, as defined under 8 U,S.C. § 1101(a)(43) at the time of conviction; |

_ha_s been convicted of a “significant misdemeanor.'_a_s defined under DHS policy; and/or

has been convicted of 3 or more misdemeanors, not including minor traffic offenses and state or local offenses for which
immigration status was an essential element. provided the offenses anse out of 3 separate incidents.
B. PROBABLE CAUSE EXISTS THAT THE SUBJECT IS A REMOVABLE ALIEN. THIS DETERMINATION IS BASED ON:
a final order of removal agains! the subject: - - . P i——
the pendency of ongoing removal procesdings against the subject;
biometric confirmation of the subject's identity and a records check of federal databases that afirmatively indicate. by themselves

or in addition to other reliable information, that the subject either lacks immigration status or notwithstanding such status is
removable under U.S. immigration |aw; and/or

statements made voluntarily by the subject to an immigration officer and/or other reliable evidence that affirmatively indicate the
subject either lacks immigration status or notwithstanding such status is remavable under U.S. immigration law.

Id.

19.  Neither the I-247D nor the I-247N provide local law enforcement with probable
cause of an independent criminal violation that might allow Dallas County to detain under the
Fourth Amendment. The 1-247D explicitly only states that ICE has probable cause of a civil
violation—removability. Ex. B at B4. The I-247N only states that DHS “suspects” that the sub-
ject is removable. Ex. DD at DD8. The checkboxes in both forms do not provide Dallas County
with sufficient facts to conclude that any detainee is committing or was committing a crime.
No detainer issued using Form I-247D or 1-247N provides probable cause of an independent
criminal violation that might allow Dallas County to detain under the Fourth Amendment.

20.  In Plaintiffs’ situation, Dallas County can only arrest based on a warrant issued
by a neutral and detached magistrate. Crane v. Texas, 759 F.2d 412, 426 (5th Cir. 1985). None
of the detainer forms are signed by neutral and detached magistrates—they are signed by

immigration officers. See Ex. A. Further, even if detainers showed probable cause of a felony

13
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(which they do not), Dallas County must ensure that a judicial determination of probable
cause by a neutral magistrate follows any warrantless arrest. Id. at 424. Dallas County does
not do so.

21.  Sometime after June 2015, ICE began using Forms [-247X (Request for Volun-
tary Transfer) and Form 1-247A (Immigration Detainer—Notice of Action). Ex. B at B8-B11
(sample forms); Ex. S at S1 (ICE guidance on use of I-247A). Plaintiffs do not believe that any
detainers at issue in this lawsuit use these forms. Nevertheless, for reasons similar to those for
the other forms, these forms do not provide probable cause of an independent criminal viola-
tion that might allow Dallas County to detain under the Fourth Amendment.

22.  Further, according to the Transactional Records Access Clearinghouse at Syra-
cuse University, most detainers are lodged against individuals who have never been convicted
of a crime. During April 2015, only 19% of detainers related to those with a felony conviction,
and only 32% of detainers related to those with any convictions. Ex. N (Further Decrease in
ICE Detainer Use: Still not Targeting Serious Criminals, Transactional Records Access Clearing-
house, Aug. 28, 2015) at N2. Two-thirds of the detainers issued by ICE targeted individuals
without any prior criminal convictions. Id.

23.  ICE regularly issues detainers. In August 2011, ICE issued over 27,000 detain-
ers. Ex. C at C2. More recently, as of October 2015, ICE issued over 7,000 detainers. Ex. N at
N2. For the fiscal year ending September 30, 2015, approximately 59% of the individuals
removed from the United States were originally arrested and held in local jails and prisons. Id.

24.  ICE regularly issues detainers in Texas. Texas jails detained, on average, around
3,700 undocumented immigrants each month in 2015. Id. To “highlight the burden . . . placed

on county budgets” caused by complying with detainers, the Texas Legislature passed S.B.
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1698,® which “requires jails to track the number of inmates held on federal detainers along
with the number of days those prisoners are housed and how much counties are paying to
hold them.” Ex. O (Sarah Thomas, Officials Grapple with Costs of Jailing Undocumented Immi-

grants, Longview News-Journal, Oct. 16, 2013) at O1. From those records, the Texas Tribune

concluded that Texas county jails have spent over $218.9 million housing over 180,000 un-
documented immigrants with federal detainers between October 2011 and June 2014. Ex. P

(Dan Hill, Interactive: The Cost of Jailing Undocumented Immigrants, Texas Tribune, July 21,

2014) at P1.

ICE REGULARLY ISSUES DETAINERS TO DALLAS COUNTY

25.  Dallas County receives a large number of ICE detainers. In 2015, eight jails re-
ceived more than 1,000 detainers, including Dallas County. Ex. C at C2. In fiscal 2014, ICE
placed about 1,930 holds in Dallas County (about 160 a month). Ex. Q (Dianne Solis, Dallas

County Sheriff Eases Immigration Holds on Minor Offenses, The Dallas Morning News, Oct. 12,

2015) at Q2. In fiscal 2015, ICE placed about 2,048 holds in Dallas County (about 170 a
month). Id. “Dallas County spent more than $22 million housing more than 12,000 undocu-
mented immigrants.” Ex. O at 02; see also Ex P at P2 (Dallas County spent over $22 million
between October 2011 and June 2014). Judge Michael Snipes, who served as a criminal dis-
trict-court judge in Dallas County until December 31, 2014, confirms that ICE would serve
detainers on Dallas County. Ex. JJ 9 3. Judge Snipes’ statements cited throughout the Amended
Complaint are informed by his personal experience with and personal knowledge of the Dallas

County criminal-justice system until December 31, 2014. Id. 9 2.

3 Portions of that bill are codified at Tex. Gov’t Code § 511.0101.
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26.  Detainers are generally not publicly available. Plaintiffs nevertheless attach
around 20 detainers that they have received, mostly through discovery in the instant matter,
as Exhibit B. As an example, the Immigration Detainer for Andres Torres Cabrera is attached
at Ex. A at A22. The Torres Cabrera Immigration Detainer states that “there is reason to believe
[Mr. Torres Cabrera] is subject to removal from the United States.” Id. But under federal law,
being “subject to removal” is not a crime. The Immigration Detainer states that Mr. Torres
Cabrera has a prior felony, but does not state (in form or substance) facts showing probable
cause that would support arrest under the Fourth Amendment, such as probable cause to be-
lieve that Mr. Torres Cabrera has committed a different criminal offense or is committing a
different criminal offense. See id. The Immigration Detainer requests that Dallas County main-
tain custody over Mr. Torres Cabrera:

IT IS REQUESTED THAT YOU: Maintain custody of the subject for a period NOT

TO EXCEED 48 HOURS excluding Saturdays, Sundays, and holidays, beyond

the time when the subject would have otherwise been released from your cus-

tody to allow [the Department of Homeland Security] to take custody of the
subject.

Id. The Immigration Detainer requests that Dallas County provide a copy of the Detainer to
the subject, id., but Mr. Torres Cabrera did not receive a copy of the Detainer.

27.  The Immigration Detainer for Arturo Mercado is attached as Exhibit A, at Al.
The Mercado Immigration Detainer states that “there is reason to believe [Mr. Mercado] is
subject to removal from the United States.” Id. Again, under federal law, being “subject to
removal” is not a crime. The Immigration Detainer states that Mr. Mercado has a prior felony,
but does not state (in form or substance) facts showing probable cause that would support

arrest under the Fourth Amendment, such as probable cause to believe that Mr. Mercado has
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committed a different criminal offense or is committing a different criminal offense. See id.
The Immigration Detainer requests that Dallas County maintain custody over Mr. Mercado:

IT IS REQUESTED THAT YOU: Maintain custody of the subject for a period NOT
TO EXCEED 48 HOURS excluding Saturdays, Sundays, and holidays, beyond
the time when the subject would have otherwise been released from your cus-
tody to allow [the Department of Homeland Security] to take custody of the
subject.

Id. The Immigration Detainer requests that Dallas County provide a copy of the Detainer to
the subject, id., but Mr. Mercado did not receive a copy of the Detainer.

28.  Third, the Immigration Detainer for Francisco Lara Martinez is attached Exhibit
DD, at DD8. Mr. Lara Martinez is a plaintiff. The Lara Martinez Detainer has the title “Request
for Voluntary Notification of Release of Suspected Priority Alien.” Ex. DD at DD8. The Lara
Martinez Detainer states that “DHS suspects that [Mr. Lara Martinez] is a removable alien and
that the subject is an immigration enforcement priority because [he] . . . has been convicted
of a ‘significant misdemeanor,’ as defined by DHS policy.” Id. Under federal law, being “sus-
pected” of being a removable alien is not a crime. The Detainer states that Mr. Lara Martinez
has a prior misdemeanor, but does not state (in form or substance) facts showing probable
cause that would support arrest under the Fourth Amendment, that is, probable cause to be-
lieve that Mr. Lara Martinez has committed a different criminal offense or is committing a
different criminal offense. See id.

29.  Many Plaintiffs do not have copies of their detainers. Dallas County claims that
“only Sheriff Valdez” might have access and be able to provide the detainers, as shown in the
below email exchange between Anthony Garza (counsel for Plaintiffs) and Peter Harlan (coun-

sel for Dallas County):
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From: Anthony Garza [agarza@ccrglaw.com]
Sent: Thursday, June 09, 2016 5:20 PM

To: Peter Harlan

Subject: Mercado: detainers for plaintiffs

Mr. Harlan-

Good afternoon. Discovery is stayed in the Mercado matter. We nevertheless request that
Dallas County voluntarily provide the immigration detainers in its possession for Plaintiffs.
We intend to attach them to our amended complaint.

Feel free to call me if you have any questions.

Anthony M. Garza
Charhon Callahan Robson & Garza

Anthony:

Unfortunately I must respectfully decline your request for voluntary discovery at this time. Dallas County administration
does not have custody of any of the documents relevant to the Plaintiffs claims in this suit. Assuming the documents you
request exist and can be located, only Sheriff Valdez would have access and be able to produce them. Any voluntary
production of these documents by her at this juncture of the case might be construed as a waiver of her qualified
immunity from discovery and suit which she is understandably not willing to do at this time.

Of course, if you would like to discuss the matter further please do not hesitate to contact me at your convenience.
Kind regards,
Peter L. Harlan

Assistant District Attorney
Federal Litigation Section

Ex. R at R1. Dallas County has now produced the detainers for the 21 plaintiffs from the orig-
inal Mercado and Garza lawsuits, which are attached as Exhibit A. Dallas County has not yet
produced the detainers for (i) the plaintiffs from the Delcid-Bonilla matter or (ii) the plaintiffs
added to the lawsuit through the instant amended complaint.

30. In light of the detainers attached to the Complaint, each of which do not show
probable cause of a criminal offense, Plaintiffs claim as fact that no detainer relating to any
Plaintiff states facts sufficient to show that any Plaintiff had committed a different criminal
offense or was committing a different criminal offense. Plaintiffs also claim as fact that no
detainer relating to any Plaintiff was reviewed by a neutral magistrate, and instead were only

reviewed by ICE officials.
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DALLAS COUNTY OVERDETAINED FOR TRANSFER TO ICE

31. Dallas County generally honors ICE’s requests to detain. Ex. T (Dallas Sheriff

Responds to Texas Governor: All ICE Detainers Honored this Year, The Dallas Morning News

Trailblazers Blog, Oct. 26, 2015) at T1 (stating that Sheriff Valdez had not rejected any de-
tainers in 2015: “we have accepted 1469 detainers from ICE and declined zero.”). Dallas
County is not alone—the Houston Chronicle reported in October 2014 that “every county jail
[in Texas] continues to comply with ICE detainer requests by holding suspects whose finger-
prints match the immigration database.” Ex. H at H1. Between January 2014 and September
2015, Texas law enforcement agencies refused only 146 detainers.* Ex. U (Andy East, U.S.
Citizen Jailed in Immigration Status Mistake, Texas Tribune, Feb. 27, 2016) at U2. A review of
ICE records obtained by the Texas Tribune showed that Dallas County had only twice declined
to enforce a detainer. Ex. V (Morgan Smith and Jay Root, Jails Refused to Hold Thousands of
Immigrants for Feds, Texas Tribune, Jan. 15, 2016) at V3.

32.  Upon receipt of an ICE detainer, Dallas County places an “immigration hold” in
that detainee’s file. As an example, the following appears in the file for Plaintiff Jose Delcid

Bonilla:

* An earlier article in the Texas Tribune suggested that the number of refused detainers was
artificially inflated because it included “cases where inmates were transferred to other juris-
dictions in response to outstanding warrants or had to be released after federal authorities
failed to pick them up within 48 hours.” Ex. V (Morgan Smith & Jay Root, Jails Refused to Hold
Thousands of Immigrants Sought by Feds, Texas Tribune, Jan. 15, 2016) at V2.
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Mold Agency ID
Bond Ameumt 000
Charge (LLEGAL ALIEN
Warrant Number 35441584283
Magistrate

Remark HFINS

“Illegal Alien” is often used by Dallas County as shorthand for an immigration hold. The im-
migration hold in each Plaintiff’s file is evidence that ICE sent a detainer to Dallas County for
each Plaintiff, often (but not always) requesting that Dallas County detain each Plaintiff for
up to 48 hours after the time that each Plaintiff otherwise would have been released to facili-
tate ICE’s arrest of that Plaintiff, like the example requests attached for Mr. Torres Cabrera
and Mr. Mercado. Ex. A at A1, A22. Judge Snipes confirmed that “Dallas County places ‘immi-
gration holds’ on detainees that are subject to an ICE detainer.” Ex. JJ 9 4.

33.  Dallas County detains individuals after they would otherwise be released to al-
low ICE an opportunity to take custody of those individuals. ICE picks up detained individuals
from Dallas County on a regular schedule. As a result, at least in the past, Dallas County de-
tains individuals for ICE for more than 48 hours. ICE does not always take custody of the
individuals with immigration holds. Judge Snipes confirmed that “Dallas County would some-
times hold detainees more than 48 hours based on an ICE detainer.” Ex. JJ 9 5.

34.  The fact that Dallas County overdetains based on immigration holds is reflected
in emails authored by Sr. Sgt. Ric Bruner, the “ICE Liaison” employed by Dallas County. For
example, the below email from Sr. Sgt. Bruner to Ray Hindieh (an attorney) shows that Dallas

County does not immediately release detainees subject to an immigration hold. Instead, Dallas
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County treats the immigration hold as if it were a criminal warrant from a sister county and

holds individuals based solely on that hold:

To answer your question regarding bonds: if you bond someone out on the state bond and they have an ICE hold, then
they will be transferred to ICE custody. The federal hold works similar to a state hold with another agency. For
example: Defendant posts a bond with Dallas County for BMV, but there is also a hold on him from Denton county for
Theft. The jail notifies Denton County that the defendant posted the required bond with Dallas and Denton has 72
hours to pick him up or he will be released. ICE works the same way. The jail notifies ICE when the defendant has either
posted their bond, has time served, probation, etc... and ICE has 48 hours to pick them up. A federal hold has the same
weight as a state hold, unless the agency cancels the hold. The difference with federal holds (ICE holds) is unlike a state

Ex. W (Sr. Sgt. Bruner email dated July 28, 2015) at W1. Sr. Sgt. Bruner’s analysis notwith-
standing, Dallas County ignores the constitutional problems with detaining based solely with
ICE holds—the Fourth Amendment allows Dallas County to detain based on probable cause of
criminal violations (such as a Denton County charge of theft), but not based on probable
cause of civil violations (such as a civil immigration violation). Judge Snipes confirmed that
“Dallas County will treat a detainer from ICE just like Dallas County treats an arrest warrant
from a different Texas county” and “Dallas County treats ‘immigration holds’ based on ICE
detainers just like Dallas County treats holds occasioned by arrest warrants from other Texas
counties.” Ex. JJ 9 6. Sr. Sgt. Bruner confirmed in an email dated December 7, 2015, that
Dallas County would not release an immigration hold caused by an ICE detainer:

L L il et

DA"

3. Ihavenoaumomy.nordoesme
i will need to go to the source, ]
?mﬁﬁfm?&weNWMofmmmuWMn@ma

have the authority to remove federal holds, nor does 3 state judge.

but | cant
them to remove It | ¢an facilltate that,
Kariyher rding this Is 3 mute paint pecause we don't

Ric

Ex. X (Sr. Sgt. Bruner email dated December 7, 2016) at X1. The email exchange, below, is an
example of Dallas County’s practice of refusing immediate release when a detainee with an

immigration hold tenders bond:
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--—-0riginal Message——-

From: Raymond Hindieh [mailto:rhindieh@phflaw.com]
Sent: Tuesday, December 02, 2014 2:23 PM

To: Ric Bruner

subject: [
Hey ric!

We discussed this guy with you before, and you had said that as long as we bond him out he won't be held on his
immigration hold. We bonded him out and he wasn't released, and the bond desk is saying the won't release him because
he has an immigration hold. Is there anything we can do to show the bond desk that he's ok to be bonded out? Thanks
man! Sorry to hit you with a complicated issue in between the holidays.

Ray

From: Ric Bruner <RIC.BRUNER@dallascounty.org>
Sent: Tuesday, December 2, 2014 4:22 PM

To: Raymond Hindieh

Subject: RE:

Hey Ray,

| never said he wouldn't be held on his immigration hold. | said we (the DA's office) wont seek to hold his bond insufficient
for that charge. He still has to go to ICE. He is going to ICE tomorrow morning.

Ric

Ex. Y (Email exchange between Sr. Sgt. Bruner and Mr. Hindieh dated December 2, 2014) at
Y2. The email exchange above is evidence of the fact that Dallas County overdetains based
solely on immigration holds.

35.  Judge Snipes confirmed that “Dallas County would not immediately release a
detainee subject to an immigration hold that, absent the immigration hold, would have been
immediately released. . . . [but] would instead hold the detainee, based on the immigration
hold and ICE detainer, for transfer to ICE.” Ex. JJ 9 7. Judge Snipes also confirmed that “Dallas
County would not immediately release a detainee subject to an immigration hold that had
paid bail, was found not guilty, had all charges dropped against him or her, served his or her
sentence, or pleaded guilty and received no additional jail time. . . . [but] would instead hold
the detainee, based on the immigration hold and ICE detainer, for transfer to ICE.” Id. 9 8. In

fact, Judge Snipes “do[es] not know of any detainees with immigration holds that were not
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held for ICE after they otherwise should have been released, absent the immigration hold.” Id.
Tq9.

36.  Dallas County’s practices sharply contrast with those of Harris County. In Octo-
ber 2014, the Houston Chronicle reported that Harris County “almost instantaneously” trans-
ferred detainees to ICE custody, minimizing Fourth Amendment concerns. Ex. H at H1. Harris
County manages to avoid prolonged detention even though Harris County processes around
300 detainers a month—almost twice that of Dallas County. Compare id. at H2 (300 detainers
per month for Harris County) with Ex. Q at Q2 (160-170 detainers a month for Dallas County).

37.  According to the Texas Tribune, Melinda Urbina, a spokesperson at the Dallas

County Sheriff's Department, confirmed in February 2016 that if ICE asks Dallas County to
hold an inmate for 48 hours, “the additional time typically does not begin until after the pris-
oner’s county charges are resolved.” Ex. U at U2. Ms. Urbina also stated that “[w]e follow what
[ICE asks] us to do.” Id. This is evidence of the fact that Dallas County holds detainees with
immigration holds, at ICE’s request, after the detainee’s county charges are resolved.

DALLAS COUNTY DENIES PRE-TRIAL RELEASE BASED ON ICE DETAINERS

38.  Before November 2014, Dallas County would allow pretrial release for certain
detainees with immigration holds. Sr. Sgt. Ric Bruner, the Dallas County ICE Liaison Officer,
was responsible for determining which detainees subject to an ICE detainer were nevertheless
eligible for bond. In the April 2014 email below, Sr. Sgt. Bruner provided Mr. Hindieh with
stipulation forms to use when a detainee with an immigration hold was approved for pretrial

release.
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From: Ric Bruner <RIC.BRUNER@dallascounty.org>
Sent: Wednesday, April 23, 2014 12:32 PM

To: Raymond Hindieh

Subject: Stip forms

Hey Ray,

Here are the stip bond forms that we are using now. Please don’t hesitate to shoot me an email regarding any requests
you have. Just remember if your client has a misdemeanor case and is approved to receive an ICE bond, you need to go
to LaQuita Long to sign off on the stip. If it’s a felony, then please go to the ADA handling the case.

Thanks bro,

Ric

Sr. Sgt Ric Bruner #480

Criminal Investigator

DCDA I.C.E. Liaison Officer

NTFTF Officer/U.S. Marshals
office

Ex. Z (Sr. Sgt. Bruner email dated April 23, 2014) at Z1.
39. At this time, if an immigration hold was in place, a detainee generally was not
eligible for pretrial release. The June 2014 email below, from Sr. Sgt. Bruner to Mr. Hindieh,

allows bond for a detainee because ICE intended to withdraw its request to detain.

From: Ric Bruner <RIC.BRUNER@dallascounty.org>
Sent: Tuesday, June 3, 2014 2:46 PM

To: Raymond Hindieh

Subject: Re:

Hey Ray,

ICE is dropping the detainer on this guy today. He will probably be able to bond out today, or if he makes it to ICE, they
will just release him. No need to do a stip in him.

Thanks,

Ric

Ex. AA (Sr. Sgt. Bruner email dated June 3, 2014) at AA1l. The February 2015 email below,
from Sr. Sgt. Bruner to Eric Puente (an attorney), also states that a detainee can leave jail only

after ICE cancels its detainer:
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From: Ric Bruner <RIC.BRUNER@dallascounty.org>
Sent: Thursday, February 26, 2015 3:27 PM
To: Eric Puente

subject: [
Hey Eric,
Her detainer is going to be dropped. Should be today. She will be able to post bond from the jail and leave.

Ric

Ex. BB (Sr. Sgt. Bruner email dated February 26, 2015) at BB1. These emails are evidence of
the fact that Dallas County generally would not allow bond for those with immigration holds.
Judge Snipes confirmed that “if a detainee had an immigration hold, the detainee was gener-
ally not eligible for pretrial release.” Ex. JJ 9 10; see also id. at T 11 (“I do not know of any
detainees with immigration holds that received immediate release on bond.”)

40.  Dallas County changed its policies in late 2014, and stopped processing “stip
bond forms” for pretrial release. Instead, if a detainee with an immigration hold were to pay
bond, either (i) Dallas County would hold the detainee (ostensibly for less than 48 hours) for
transfer to ICE (as described above), or (ii) on request from ICE, Mr. Bruner would ask a Dallas
County Assistant District Attorney to notify the Court that the bond was insufficient, so that
Dallas County could maintain custody over the detainee. Under either scenario, Dallas County
refused immediate release on bond. Judge Snipes confirmed that “if a detainee has an immi-
gration hold, Dallas County would not immediately release the detainee if he or she paid bond.
... Dallas County would instead either (i) continue to detain the detainee for transfer to ICE,
based on the ICE detainer, or (ii) ask an Assistant District Attorney to petition a court to find

the bond insufficient.” Ex. JJ 9 12.
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41.  Plaintiffs have evidence of the policy in the previous paragraph. First, as ex-
plained earlier, Dallas County treats immigration holds as if they were criminal warrants from

a sister county:

To answer your question regarding bonds: if you bond someone out on the state bond and they have an ICE hold, then
they will be transferred to ICE custody. The federal hold works similar to a state hold with another agency. For
example: Defendant posts a bond with Dallas County for BMV, but there is also a hold on him from Denton county for
Theft. The jail notifies Denton County that the defendant posted the required bond with Dallas and Denton has 72
hours to pick him up or he will be released. ICE works the same way. The jail notifies ICE when the defendant has either
posted their bond, has time served, probation, etc... and ICE has 48 hours to pick them up. A federal hold has the same
weight as a state hold, unless the agency cancels the hold. The difference with federal holds (ICE holds) is unlike a state

Ex. W at W1. But an ICE hold is fundamentally different than a hold from a sister county.
Unlike a hold from a sister county, an ICE hold is based on civil immigration violations, rather
than suspicion of a crime. As explained earlier, the following email is an example of Dallas
County’s practice of refusing immediate release when a detainee with an immigration hold

tenders bond:

-—-Original Message-—-

From: Raymond Hindieh [mailto:rhindieh@phflaw.com]
Sent: Tuesday. December 02, 2014 2:23 PM

To: Ric Bruner

Subject:

Hey ric!

We discussed this guy with you before, and you had said that as long as we bond him out he won't be held on his
immigration hold. We bonded him out and he wasn't released, and the bond desk is saying the won't release him because
he has an immigration hold. Is there anything we can do to show the bond desk that he's ok to be bonded out? Thanks
man! Sorry to hit you with a complicated issue in between the holidays.

Ray

From: Ric Bruner <RIC.BRUNER@dallascounty.org>
Sent: Tuesday, December 2, 2014 4:22 PM

To: Raymond Hindieh

Subject: RE:

Hey Ray,

I never said he wouldn't be held on his immigration hold. | said we (the DA's office) wont seek to hold his bond insufficient
for that charge. He still has to go to ICE. He is going to ICE tomorrow morning.

Ric
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Ex. Y at Y2. The email exchange above is evidence of the facts that (i) Dallas County would
detain inmates based solely on an immigration hold, and (ii) Dallas County had a practice of
seeking to hold bonds insufficient for those with immigration holds.

42.  Second, an email shows that Dallas County will affirmatively hold a detainee’s
bond insufficient to ensure that the detainee remains in custody for ICE. In December 2015,
Sr. Sgt. Bruner explained to Mr. Puente that if a detainee cannot avoid removal, ICE will in-
form Dallas County of the same, and Dallas County will refuse bond on the basis of that de-

termination:

From: Ric Bruner <RIC.BRUNER@dallascounty.org>
Sent: Monday, December 14, 2015 4:39 PM
To: Eric Puente

subject: Re: [ NN
Eric,

We arent really doing those anymore. Instead we are going back to the normal Dallas county bond schedule
and letting them go to ICE. You can contact ICE once she gets there to see if she will get a bond with them. If
she is a reinstate or has no options to stay, then ICE will contact me before she goes to them and we will hold
her bond insufficient and keep her here. If she does have options, then she will be sent to Johnson county or
Haskell and wait until her IJ hearing. If you want her back to Dallas county after she gets there, you will need
to get the judge to issue a bench warrant or hold her bond insufficient in order to get her back. If she is
ordered removed before her criminal case is dispo'd, then ICE will contact me.

Ex. CC (Sr. Sgt. Bruner email dated December 14, 2015) at CC1. For example, on September
20, 2015, bail was set for Mr. Francisco Lara Martinez, for $15,000. Ex. DD (various records
for F. Lara Martinez) at DD2. ICE sent a detainer to Dallas County. Id. at DD8. Mr. Lara Mar-
tinez tendered bond on September 21, 2015. Id. at DD6-7. But Dallas County nevertheless
refused to release Mr. Lara Martinez. Instead, Sr. Sgt. Bruner’s office requested that an ADA
file a “notice of flight risk.” The form used by Dallas County explicitly recognizes that Mr. Lara

Martinez had already paid bail:
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NOTI 1 SK

COMES NOW THE STATE OF TEXAS, by and through its Dallas County Assistant District

Attorney L—ﬁ&tng 4 ['ggksgl , and hereby provides Notice to the Court that the
above named defendant is a flight risk. The Immigration and Customs Enforcement Division (ICE) of the

Department of Homeland Security has placed a detainer on the defendant who will be transferred to ICE
custody prior to the defendant answering to the charge now pending against him/her.

The defendant is currently incarcerated in the Dallas County Jail for the offense of AA/DW, and
has posted a $15,000 Surety Bond. In order to ensure the defendant’s presence for this case, the State
requests this Honorable Court to exercise its authority pursuant to Code of Criminal Procedure, Article
17.09, Section 3 and hold the bond insufficient and set a bond hearing, if the court believes such is
warranted.

Id. at DD9. The Court held bond insufficient the next day, on September 22, 2015. Id. at DD10-
11. Mr. Lara Martinez’s treatment is evidence of the fact that Dallas County would not imme-
diately release those with immigration holds, even if they paid bond. Instead, Dallas County
would continue to hold the detainee while Sr. Sgt. Bruner’s office sought to hold the bond
insufficient. See also infra 9 80 (similar facts for Plaintiff Carlos Reyna Esparragoza). In another
email dated November 11, 2015, Sr. Sgt. Bruner admitted that he has gone to a particular
judge “several times over the years to get bonds held insufficient.”

43.  As explained earlier, when Dallas County receives an ICE detainer, Dallas
County places an “immigration hold” in the detainee’s file. At times, the hold indicates that no

bond is allowed, as shown by the file for Plaintiff Carlos Reyna Esparragoza:
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Hold

Bond Amount
Charge

Warrant Number
Magistrate

Remark

Apancy 1D
0.00
ILLEGAL ALIEN

35180757

HF IMMIGRATICN NO BOND ALLOWED

Additionally, the file for Plaintiff Julio Loera states “H/F INS NO BOND.” Also, the file for Jose

Lopez-Aranda states “H/F IMMIGRATION/NO BOND,” and the file for Efren Perez Villegas

states “H/F IMMIGRATION NO BOND ALLOWED.” The notation in these files is evidence of

the fact that Dallas County does not allow bond to those with immigration holds.

44.  Dallas County’s internal
computer records confirm its practice.

Many of the plaintiffs have explicit red-

Offense No Bond Allowed
ILLEGAL ALIEN []

check indications in their file showing that “no bond [is] allowed,” including the plaintiffs

shown below:
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Adult Identification Information [l e N e

True Last Name Suffix True First Name Middle Name
ALVAREZCASTRO CARLOS
Date of Birth Current Age Height Weight
5 8" 150 Ib
Photo Fingerprints In Dallas Jail Before Native Language
Available Available NO
Biste: fG/1IS01S Race Sex Ethnicity Skin Tone
Male Non Hispanic Light

Photos(1) White

[ magistrate Hearing |[ Magistrate Orders |

Magistrate Hearing

s Arresting Book-In Magistrate Bond Bond
Primary Offense Agency Arrest DT/TM No. DTTM Amount Type Court Judge
_, ASSAULT CAUSES BODILY Grand Prairie  09/26/2015 10/01/2015 Lusk,
= INJURY FAMILY VIOLENCE ___Police 12:00AM 15054540 g.09pM $2,500.00. Cash. CCC10 ;5.
Hold for Agency Offense No Bond Allowed No Bond Specified Bond Amount Comments
IMMIGRATION ILLEGAL ALIEN [ O $0.00 HIF IMMIGRATION
Adult Identlf catlon Information [ -
True Last Name Suffix True First Name Middle Name
| CARRANZA PABLO RAMOS
Date of Birth Current Age Height Weight
. Photo Fingerprints In Dallas Jail Before Native Language
Unavailable Unavailable NO
. N R e
Date: 5/1/2015 on Sex thmqty Skin Tone
Photos(1) White Male Hispanic Light

| Magistrate Hearing || Magistrate Orders |

Magistrate Hearing

Arrestin Book-In Magistrat Bond
Primary Offense Agency 9 Arrest DT/TM No. DT/gl!M > A;r:)unt Bond Type Court Judge
.1 MANDELCSPG1 ” 04/30/2015 05/01/2015 Randall,
= >=4G<200G Dallas Police 12:00AM 15023972 4:40PM $100,000.00 Cash/Surety F265 Anthony
Hold for Agency Offense No Bond Allowed No Bond Specified Bond Amount Comments
IMMIGRATION ILLEGAL ALIEN [] O $0.00 COND RLSD H/F INS]
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Adult Identification Information

e

Adult Identification Information [

True Last Name Suffix True First Name Middle Name
FLORES MIGUEL
Date of Birth Current Age Height Weight
N 5 5" 13010
Photo Fingerprints In Dallas Jail Before Native Language
Unavailable Unavailable NO
Race Sex Ethnicity Skin Tone
Da‘f,'hg‘,’{,‘f(ﬁzf‘s White Male Hispanic Medium
__| magistrate Hearing |[ Magistrate Orders |
Magistrate Hearing
" Arrestin Book-In Magistrate Bond
Primary Offense Agency g Arrest DT/TM No. DTTM Aotk Bond Type Court Judge
_y THEFT PROP Dallas County  10/08/2015 10/09/2015 / F282 Bronchetti,
= =52 500<s30K Sheriff 12:00AM 15055962 g.17am $500.00  CashiSurety F202 o,
Hold for Agency Offense No Bond Allowed No Bond Specified Bond Amount Comments J
IMMGRATION ILLEGAL ALIEN [ O $0.00 COND REU/HIF |Ns]
EiEelEs BT |

| True Last Name Suffix True First Name Middle Name
GARIBALDI MARIO EFRAIN
W L . Date of Birth Current Age Height Weight
Yo ISV oy WA LY 5 11" 185 1b
| ' Photo Fingerprints In Dallas Jail Before Native Language
!‘ Unavailable Unavailable NO
Race Sex Ethnicity Skin Tone
Date: 8/18/2015 X ) 5 ;
Photos(3) White Male Hispanic Medium
Magistrafe Hea?i@r | 7@;3525“ ) ) i
Magistrate Hearing
. A i Book- Magistrat B
Primary Offense A;r:::;g Arrest DT/TM Ng.o 0 D‘?Igllzltra B Ag:r::{mt Bond Type Court Judge
PROBATION VIOLATION - Dallas County 08/18/2015 08/18/2015 Shead,
POSS CS PG 1>=4G<200G _Sheriff 12.00AM 19046054 746pM $0.00  Cash/Surely F291 iy
_| ASSAULT CAUSES BODILY ’ 05/31/2015 05/31/2015 Harlan, La
=l \NJURY FAMILY vioLEnce  Dallas Police 4o.poay 19029894 4 aepm PP i CCCM ponna
Hold for Agency Offense No Bond Allowed No Bond Specified Bond Amount Comments
IMMIGRATION ILLEGAL ALIEN [¥] O $0.00 COND REL///HIF IMMIGRATION
INSUFFICIENT BOND - MAN Dallas County 06/04/2013 06/06/2013 Jendrzey,
DEL CS PG 3/4 >=200G<400G Sheriff 12:00AM 13036288 go5pm S000:  (CashiSwelyF2OT oiant
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Adult Identification Information [l — _ _

True Last Name Suffix True First Name Middle Name
GONZALEZLUJAN FELIPE
Date of Birth Current Age Height Weight
S| 52" 1701b
Photo Fingerprints In Dallas Jail Before Native Language
Unavailable Unavailable NO
Race Sex Ethnicity Skin Tone
Date: 8/22/2015 g - 2 "
Photos(2) White Male Hispanic Medium
__[ Magistrate Hearing |[ Magistrate Orders |
Magistrate Hearing
Primary Offense :;ree::i;g Arrest DT/TM gg.ok-ln ll\)n;’g'!;trate 2;"°dum Bond Type Court Judge
_( ASSAULT FAM/HOUSE MEM Cockrell Hill 08/20/2015 08/22/2015 Wolff,
=| |MPEDE BREATHICIRCULAT __Police 12:00AM 19046759 g3gam $100,000.00: CashiSurty Fa83 | 3. rice
Hold for Agency Offense No Bond Allowed No Bond Specified Bond Amount Comments
IMMIGRATION ILLEGAL ALEEN [ O $0.00 COND REL IMMIGRATION|
ASSAULT CAUSES BODILY . 05/09/2015 05/09/2015 Lusk,
INJURY FAMILY VIOLENCE Dallas Police 12:00AM 15025563 8:23PM $1,500.00 Cash/Surety CCC10 Fariah

Adult Identification Information [l _ -

True Last Name Suffix True First Name Middle Name
GUTIERREZ JOSE ANIBALMARTINEZ
Date of Birth Current Age Height Weight
Photo Fingerprints In Dallas Jail Before Native Language
Available-Dallas County Sheriff ~Available-Dallas County Sheriff YES
Race Sex Ethnicity Skin Tone

Heles vl1E015 White Male Hispanic Light

Photos(3)

¥l MagiEa—té Hve;i?léi‘ [7!\;1?gistrate Orders |

Magistrate Hearing

: Arresting Book-In Magistrate Bond
Primary Offense Agency Arrest DT/TM No. DM Aimoant Bond Type Court Judge

_y AGG ASSAULT . 07/09/2015 07/11/2015 Jendrzey,
= | W/DEADLY WEAPON Dallas Police 12:00AM 15037920 3:04AM $100,000.00 Cash/Surety F194 Edward

Hold for Agency Offense No Bond Allowed No Bond Specified Bond Amount Comments

ICE ILLEGAU/ALIEN [¥] O $0.00 HIF ICE
_, PROBATION VIOLATION - Dallas County 08/07/2013 08/07/2013 Randall,
=l poss cs PG 1<1G Sheriff 12:00AM 13051414 g.30PM wm CashiSusly F198. - pihony

Hold for Agency Offense No Bond Allowed No Bond Specified Bond Amount Comments

IMMIGRATION ILLEGAU/ALIEN 7] O $0.00 H/F IMMIGRATIO
_y FAILTO IDENTIFY ) 04/14/2008 04/14/2008 Shead,
= FUGITIVE FROM JUSTICE Dallas Police 12:00AM 08027828 8:17AM $500.00 Cash/Surety CCC1 Dorothy

Hold for Agency Offense No Bond Allowed No Bond Specified Bond Amount Comments

DPD RAN STOP SIGN O $0.00 REL PER CITY FINES/H/F DPD|

DPD NO DL O $0.00 REL PER CITY FINES/H/F DPDj

DPD FMFR O 4] $0.00 REL PER CITY FINES/H/F DPD)

DPD PUBLIC INTOXICATION [ ™ $0.00 REL PER CITY FINES/H/F DPD)
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Adult Identification Information [l [ES. e TSSO - D R

True Last Name Suffix True First Name Middle Name

HERNANDEZ LUIS

Date of Birth Current Age Height Weight

5" 8" 170 Ib

Photo Fingerprints In Dallas Jail Before Native Language

Unavailable Unavailable NO

Race Sex Ethnicity Skin Tone
o White Male Hispanic Medium

__ [ Magistrate Hearing |[ Magistrate Orders |

Magistrate Hearing

2 Arresting Book-In Magistrate Bond
Primary Offense Agency Arrest DT/TM No. DTTM Amount Bond Type Court Judge
_; ASSAULT FAM/HOUSE MEM . 05/31/2015 05/31/2015 50000.00 Cash/Surety F283 Harlan, La
=| \MPEDE BREATHICIRCULAT _ Dallas Police 45 50ap — 15029859 g57am e ty Donna
Hold for Agency Offense No Bond Allowed No Bond Specified Bond Amount Comments
IMMIGRATION ILLEGAL / ALIEN [&] O $0.00 H/F IMMIGRATION

Adult Identification Information [l ERER S

True Last Name Suffix True First Name Middle Name
LOPEZ-ARANDA JOSE
Date of Birth Current Age Height Weight
. Photo Fingerprints In Dallas Jail Before Native Language
‘ & Unavailable Unavailable NO
E Lo 5/7/201‘5 g Raf:e Sex E.thnic_ity Skin Tone
Photos(1) White Male Hispanic Medium

i 'Magisitriaité H&ﬁflg j\‘l\ t

Magistrate Hearing

: Arresting Book-In Magistrate Bond
Primary Offense Agency Arrest DT/TM No. DTTM Ambuni Bond Type Court Judge
_y BURGLARY OF i 05/07/2015 05/07/2015 Lusk,
| HABITATION Dallas Police 12:00AM 15025199 8:07PM $100,000.00 Cash/Surety F194 Janet
Hold for Agency Offense No Bond Aliowed No Bond Specified Bond Amount Comments
IMMGRATION/DALLAS ILLEGAL ALIEN O $0.00 COND RLSD H/F IMMIGRATION/NO BOND
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Adult Identification Information [Jij _ -

-~ I
et

- True Last Name Suffix True First Name Middle Name

MERCADO ARTURO GARCIA
Date of Birth Current Age Height Weight
Photo Fingerprints In Dallas Jail Before Native Language
Unavailable Unavailable YES

- Race Sex Ethnicity Skin Tone

Date: 2/27/2015 k : f 7
Photos(1) White Male Hispanic Medium

| Magistrate Heaﬁﬁng N_Iég'_ihsﬂtr.éie‘ E)Fd%j i

Magistrate Hearing

. Arresting Book-In Magistrate Bond
Primary Offense Agency Arrest DT/TM NG DTTM Amoiit Bond Type Court Judge
EVADING ARREST
=1 DETENTION W/VEH OR Dalas Police Jaooa'> 15011082 0222015 $100,00000 Cash/Surety CDC1 popar2y:
WATERCRAFT : ' ey
Hold for Agency Offense No Bond Allowed No Bond Specified Bond Amount Comments
IMMIGRATION ILLEGAL/ALIEN [ O $0.00 CANCELLED DETAINER/H/F INS IMMIGRAITON

True Last Name Suffix True First Name Middle Name

PEREZVILLEGAS EFREN
Date of Birth Current Age Height Weight
R 180 Ib
Photo Fingerprints In Dallas Jail Before Native Language
Available-Dallas County Sheriff ~ Available-Dallas County Sheriff YES
D;te'776/5/2015 Race Sex Ethnicity Skin Tone
Photos(3) White Male Hispanic Medium
M;gistrate Hearing ‘I!\Eagﬂiiszrate Orders | = DD M e =
Magistrate Hearing
% A i Book-I Magistrat B
Primary Offense A;r:::;lg Arrest DT/TM Ng'o 2 DTa'I!';TI:n Ll A?n':::mt Bond Type Court Judge
_y ASSAULT PUBLIC . 06/04/2015 06/05/2015 Turley,
= SERVANT Dallas Police 12:00AM 15030869 11:14AM $10,000.00 Cash/Surety F194 Hal
Hold for No Bond No Bond Bond
Agency Ofiinne Allowed Specified Amount Comments
H/F IMMIGRATION DETAINER NO BOND
IMMIGRATION ILLEGAL ALIEN | $0.00 ALLOWED
ASSAULT PUB
TDC STATEJAIL  gepy i3 a $0.00 OTHER HF TDC STATE JAIL
5 04/13/2015 04/14/2015 Turley,
POSS MARIJ <20Z Dallas Police 12:00AM 15020311 2:31AM $1,500.00  Cash/Surety CCC10 Hal
3 12/07/2013 12/08/2013 Lusk,
POSS MARIJ <20Z  Dallas Police 12:00AM 13078653 2-44AM $500.00 Cash/Surety CCC3 Janat
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Adult Identification Information [l [EEYSINS ST R ) S\ B
- I
True Last Name Suffix True First Name Middle Name
SAAVEDRA ELEAZAR H
Date of Birth Current Age Height Weight
5 8" 170 Ib
Photo Fingerprints In Dallas Jail Before Native Language
Unavailable Unavailable YES Spanish
Dt 4 /215 Race Sex Ethnicity Skin Tone
White Male Hispanic Medium

Photos(2)

[ Magistrate Hearing || Magistrate Orders ] ) . -

Magistrate Hearing

Primary Offense 2;’::;';9 Arrest DT/TM 3:’“" g‘.?%i;"ate IB\::':Ldunt Bond Type Court Judge
- cv(éﬁ:OSSAULT WIDEADLY  pjjas Police ?gf 38%315 15021354 gﬂ’ ;gﬁms $100,000.00 Cash/Surety CDC7 é%’;fﬁy'
Hold for Agency Offense No Bond Allowed No Bond Specified Bond Amount Comments
GRAPEVINE PD EXP MV INSPECTION (] O $300.25 H/F GRAPEVINE PD $300.25
INS DETAINER ILLEGAUALIEN D O $0.00 HIF INS
GRAPEVINE PD EXP LP O 3 $297.25 H/F GRAPEVINE PD $297.25|
GRAPEVINE PD NO VALID DL a ] $297.25 H/F GRAPEVINE PD $297.25
i DOMCWLCTVWEREY Consl —TOSUEIZ —ip072016 UTE07 sono0 _ Casisunty CGa Tt
Hold for Agency Offense No Bond Allowed No Bond Specified Bond Amount Comments
IMMIGRATION ILLEGAL ALIEN E Oa $0.00 COND REL TO INS H/F IMMIGRATION|

Adult Identification Information [l __-_

True Last Name Suffix True First Name Middle Name

. TORRESCABRERA ANDRES

» F ' Date of Birth Current Age Height Weight

g -8 57 145 Ib

! v Photo Fingerprints In Dallas Jail Before Native Language
e Unavailable Unavailable NO
Rt EARE RaFe Sex Ethnicity Skin Tone
Photos(1) White Male Hispanic Medium

| Magistrate Hearing || Magistrate Orders

Magistrate Hearing

- Arresting Book-In Magistrate Bond
Primary Offense Agency Arrest DT/TM No. DTM At Bond Type Court Judge
ABANDON ENDANGER CHILD
- Garland 05/06/2015 05/08/2015 Lusk
IMM 2 4
| e INENT DANGER BODILY Palice 12:00AM 15025373 8:12PM $100,000.00 Cash/Surety CDC1 Janet
Hold for Agency Offense No Bond Allowed No Bond Specified Bond Amount Comments
IMMGRATION ILLEGAL ALIEN O $0.00 COND REL/H/F IMMIGRATION

Ex. FF at FF1-FF12.
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45.  OnJanuary 27, 2016, Sr. Sgt. Bruner emailed a number of attorneys, including
Mr. Puente and Mr. Hindieh. Sr. Sgt. Bruner advised the attorneys that Dallas County would
seek to hold bonds insufficient when (i) ICE tells Dallas County that the detainee cannot re-
main in the United States, (ii) a detainee is ordered removed by an immigration judge, or (iii)

a detainee requests a voluntary removal:

From: Ric Bruner <RIC.BRUNER@dallascounty.org>

Sent: Wednesday, January 27, 2016 10:12 AM

To: Dan Wood (danwoodjr@shcglobal.net); Attorney Daniel Hernandez (hernandezlawfirm@me.com); Clark Birdsall
(clarkbirds@aol.com); Diana Alonzo (diana@alonzolawfirm.com); Eric Puente; 'fernandez105@aol.com’; Katherine Reed
(katherine@sualaw.com); omarnawazlaw@gmail.com; r.banda@yahoo.com; ROBERT DUENO
(duenoroberto@icloud.com); Raymond Hindieh; 'Valeria Umpire (receptionist@alonzolawfirm.com)’

Cc: Beatriz Gutierrez; Randall Johnson; Robert David Miller 1I

Subject: Bonds and Bench Warrants

Good morning all,

As most of you know, the DA’s office recently went back to giving defendants with immigration holds bonds based on
the Dallas County bond schedule. What this means is no more $2500 cash for misdemeanors and $100,000 cash or
surety for felonies. Instead, the defendant’s with immigration holds will receive the same bond as U.S. citizens based on
the Dallas County bond schedule for that offense and we will not seek to hold the bonds insufficient unless: 1. ICE tells
me that the defendant doesn’t have options to remain in the United States (ie: reinstates, ICE fugitives, etc..) before he
is transferred to ICE custody or 2: they go to ICE and get ordered removed by an Immigration judge or request a
voluntary return/departure.

Ex. EE (Sr. Sgt. Bruner email dated Jan. 27, 2016) at EE1. The email is evidence of the fact
that, at ICE’s request, Sr. Sgt. Bruner will ensure that a detainee is refused pre-trial release by
asking an assistant district attorney to petition a court to hold a bond insufficient. Judge Snipes
confirmed that he “[has] personal knowledge of detainees in Dallas County with immigration
holds that (i) attempted to post bond, and (ii) were not granted pretrial release” and that he
“[has] heard, from others, of detainees in Dallas County with immigration holds that (i) at-
tempted to post bond, and (ii) were not granted pretrial release.” Ex. JJ 99 13-14.

46. By refusing pretrial release, Dallas County has effectively agreed to detain those

awaiting civil removal proceedings for ICE.
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47.  Unquestionably, the federal government generally has the constitutional power
to detain those awaiting civil removal proceedings, subject to limits imposed by Congress. But
the Constitution treats Dallas County differently. Dallas County cannot constitutionally detain
based solely on civil immigration violations, even if both Dallas County and ICE agents would
prefer that Dallas County do so. And Dallas County cannot abridge the constitutional guaran-
tee of criminal pretrial release and the presumption of innocence, even if that requires ICE to
build additional detention centers to house those awaiting civil removal proceedings. Dallas
County must allow the opportunity for immediate pretrial release on bond, even if ICE would
prefer that Dallas County hold certain individuals pending civil removal proceedings. Further-
more, Dallas County must allow for a neutral, detached probable-cause review before a judicial
offer to satisfy the Fourth Amendment. See Gerstein v. Pugh, 420 U.S. 103, 114 (1975) (“[T]he
detached judgment of a neutral magistrate is essential if the Fourth Amendment is to furnish
meaningful protection from unfounded interference with liberty.”).

48.  In sum, Dallas County imposes pretrial detention on individuals subject to im-
migration holds (like Plaintiffs) in at least two ways. First, Dallas County denies bond by af-
firmatively seeking to hold a detainee’s bond insufficient to ensure that the detainee remains
in custody for ICE. This directly imposes pretrial detention. Because Dallas County will not
release a detainee with an immigration hold even when bond is met, bail is illusory. Dallas
County imposes pretrial detention by not allowing bonds for individuals with immigration
holds. Second, even if individuals subject to immigration holds are cleared for release (such
as after a plea hearing), Dallas County detains those individuals pending transfer to ICE. Thus,
even if Dallas County accepts bond, the bond does not result in release. On payment, Dallas

County instead maintains pretrial detention, pending transfer to ICE. Judge Snipes confirmed
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that “if a detainee has an immigration hold, Dallas County would not immediately release the
detainee if he or she paid bond. . . . Dallas County would instead either (i) continue to detain
the detainee for transfer to ICE, based on the ICE detainer, or (ii) ask an Assistant District
Attorney to petition a court to find the bond insufficient.” Ex. JJ 9 12.

49.  Based on the evidence above, Plaintiffs claim the following fact: Dallas County
refuses immediate release on bond for any detainee with an immigration hold. Judge Snipes
confirmed that “if a detainee has an immigration hold, the detainee was generally not eligible
for pretrial release” and that he “[does] not know of any detainees with immigration holds
that received immediate release on bond.” Id. 99 10-11.

50. Dallas County’s practices are widely known by immigration attorneys, criminal
attorneys, judges, and the community. Judge Snipes confirmed that “Dallas County’s refusal
to allow pretrial release for detainees subject to immigration holds was widely known by im-
migration attorneys, criminal attorneys, judges, and the community” and that “[i]t is widely
known that Dallas County will not immediately release detainees with immigration holds, even
if they post bond.” Ex. JJ 99 16-17. As a result, attempting to post bond is known as a futile
exercise for those with immigration holds, because it will not result in immediate release.
Judge Snipes confirmed that he “would not expect detainees with immigration holds to at-
tempt to pay bond, because Dallas County would not release those detainees on payment of
the bond.” Ex. JJ 9 18. The scheme has predictable effects. Because Dallas County will not
immediately release those on bond, individuals with immigration holds generally do not waste
money by attempting to post bond, and Dallas County maintains pretrial detention over almost

all individuals with immigration holds.
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51.  Plaintiffs claim the following fact: it is widely known that Dallas County will not
immediately release a detainee with an immigration hold, even if they post bond. Judge Snipes
confirmed that “detainees with immigration detainers would not receive immediate release on
bond,” “Dallas County’s refusal to allow pretrial release for detainees subject to immigration
holds was widely known by immigration attorneys, criminal attorneys, judges, and the com-
munity,” and “it is widely known that Dallas County will not immediately release detainees
with immigration holds, even if they post bond.” Ex. JJ 99 15-17.

52.  Dallas County’s failure to provide immediate release on bond offends state law.
Under state law, the accused must “shall at once be set at liberty” upon payment of bond. TEx.
CoDE CRIM. PrROC. § 17.29(a). Dallas County cannot rely solely on a request to detain from ICE
to justify any further arrest or detention, for at least the following reasons:

e DPursuant to Texas statute, all arrests generally require a warrant. An ICE request
to detain is not a warrant, and the ICE request to detain does not satisfy any

statutory exception that would allow Dallas County to arrest Plaintiffs without
a warrant.

e Dallas County cannot show probable cause to believe that a different criminal
offense has been or is being committed, and Dallas County has no other author-
ity to detain that satisfies Article I, Section 9, of the Texas Constitution.

e Dallas County cannot show probable cause to believe that a different criminal
offense has been or is being committed, and Dallas County has no other author-
ity to detain that satisfies the Fourth Amendment of the United States Constitu-
tion.

53.  Dallas County’s wrongful two-part scheme predictably results in pretrial deten-
tion over most individuals with immigration holds. Dallas County reported to the Texas Com-

mission on Jail Standards that, in November 2016, Dallas County held 497 prisoners that were

subject to an ICE request to detain. The Dallas Morning News reported that, between January

1, 2015, to October 26, 2015, Dallas County “accepted 1469 detainers from ICE and declined
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zero.” Ex. T at T1. Due to its two-part practice of refusing immediate release on bond to those
with immigration holds, Dallas County unconstitutionally imposed pretrial detention on most
of those individuals subject to detainer.

54.  Dallas County and Sheriff Valdez are responsible for Dallas County’s policy and
practice of refusing immediate release on bond to individuals with immigration holds by (i)
refusing to allow bond for those with immigration holds, and (ii) detaining individuals subject
to an immigration hold, even after those individuals make bail or are otherwise cleared for
release. In particular, Sheriff Valdez oversees and is responsible for Dallas County’s decisions
on (i) whether to allow bond posted for those with immigration holds, and (ii) whether to
detain individuals with immigration holds that make bail or are otherwise cleared for release.

DALLAS COUNTY DETAINS EVEN ABSENT AN ICE REQUEST

55. As explained earlier, one of the detainer forms that ICE has used is [-247N,
which requests notification of the date the detainee is to be released, rather than requesting
additional detention. That form states: “This voluntary notification request does not re-
quest or authorize that you detain the subject beyond the time he or she is currently
scheduled for release from your custody.” Ex. B at B7.

56.  Dallas County received 1-247N forms for at least six of the plaintiffs: Ricardo
Garza, Carlos Alvarez Castro, Miguel Flores, Felipe Gonzalez Lujan, Francisco Lara Martinez
and Jose Valenciano—around 20% of the Plaintiffs that have a copy of their detainers. Ex. A
at A14-15, A17-18, A20. Dallas County held those six plaintiffs unconstitutionally, even absent
any direction to detain from ICE. There is no question that Dallas County had no legal right to
hold these individuals (or deny pretrial release) on a basis of a Form 1-247N, which did not

request detention.
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DALLAS COUNTY IS PAID FOR HOLDING UNDOCUMENTED IMMIGRANTS

57.  Dallas County applies for and receives funding from the U.S. Government, based
on Dallas County’s arrest of undocumented immigrants, through SCAAP (State Criminal Alien
Assistance Program), administered through the U.S. Department of Justice. The SCAAP in-
structions limit the detainees that Dallas County might claim for reimbursement under the
program: “To be eligible for reporting, inmates must have been convicted of a felony or second
misdemeanor for violations of state or local law, and housed in the applicant’s state or local
correctional facility for 4 or more consecutive days during the reporting period.” See Ex. II at
113 (FY2014 SCAAP Guidelines); I19 (FY2015); 1115-16 (FY2016).

58.  Dallas County has received over $16.3 million from SCAAP since fiscal year
1997. See Ex. LL at LL1 (Memorandum to Commissioners Court dated November 1, 2016).

59.  The amount of funds that Dallas County receives depends, in part, on the num-
ber of days that it holds an undocumented immigrant. Thus, if Dallas County were to release
an undocumented immigrant on bond before trial, Dallas County would lose the ability to
claim funds for the days that the undocumented immigrant would otherwise have been held.
If Dallas County were to ignore ICE detainers, it would be not be eligible to claim SCAAP funds
for the days that it holds immigrants under detainers.

60.  For example, Dallas County held Ms. Jarquin Jimenez pretrial for the time pe-
riod between November 15, 2014 (the date the Court allowed bail) and March 20, 2015 (the
date that the Court dismissed her charges for lack of prosecution), and held her for ICE until
March 24, 2015. An entry from Dallas County’s SCAAP Application shows that it claimed funds
for the entirety of Ms. Jarquin Jimenez’ detention—from November 15, 2014, to March 24,

2015:
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000000000JARQUIN

HEYDY
2014111520150324 N

Ex. MM at MM7. (The number below the word “Heydy” begins with “20141115,” which indi-
cates the date that Dallas County began detaining her, 11/15/2014, and continues with
“20150324,” the date that Dallas County released her, 3/24/2015.)

61. Dallas County claimed funds in its FY2016 SCAAP application for detentions
that occurred between July 1, 2014, and July 30, 2015, which included at least part of the
detentions for Plaintiffs Moises Vega Costilla, Arturo Mercado, Sergio Diaz, Efren Perez Ville-

gas, Pablo Carranza, Eleazar Saavedra, and Heydy Jarquin Jimenez, as shown below:

m A OISES
000000000VEGA-COSTILL 201503272015052

00MERCADO ARTURO GARCIA
g 201502262015042

SERGIO
e A B 2015012820150630 .

000000000CARRA RAMOS

PABLO
E—1] 201505012015063 N

ELEAZAR
P000000P0SAAVE 2015041820150630

VIORERE 201504132015042

0000000003ARQU

HEYDY
2014111520150324 N

Ex. MM at MM2-MM?7. Of those seven plaintiffs, four were not eligible for reporting, per the

SCAAP guidelines, which require that the “inmate . . . have been convicted of a felony or
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second misdemeanor for violations of state or local law.” Moises Vega Costilla and Heydy Jar-
quin Jimenez were not found guilty of any crime, and Arturo Mercado and Eleazar Saavedra
had been convicted of only one misdemeanor. Because Plaintiffs located four ineligible entries
on a brief review, Plaintiffs expect that a comprehensive review of the 1700 entries submitted
by Dallas County to SCAAP as “eligible” detainees in FY2016 may include many entries claim-
ing funds for holding detainees who had not been convicted of a felony or two misdemeanors.

62.  Dallas County still holds immigrants on detainers. For April 2017, Dallas County
reported holding 573 individuals on an immigration detainer, resulting in 10,917 inmate days.
See Ex. KK at KK2 (Tex. Comm’n on Jail Standards Immigration Detainer Report for April
2017). Based on the evidence cited above, Dallas County will attempt to claim SCAAP funds
for these inmate days in its FY2018 application.

DALLAS COUNTY OVERDETAINED PLAINTIFFS WITHOUT PROBABLE CAUSE OF A CRIMINAL VIOLATION

63. As explained in more detail below, Plaintiffs were overdetained by Dallas
County. Dallas County held Plaintiffs for transfer to ICE, even after they paid bail or otherwise
should have been released. Dallas County did not have probable cause of criminal activity
when it held each Plaintiff for transfer to ICE.

64. Dallas County’s practice of honoring ICE requests to detain, even after those
individuals otherwise would otherwise be released, denies Plaintiffs their rights under the
Fourth Amendment to the United States Constitution. After individuals have served their sen-
tence, are sentenced to time served, are found not guilty, or have their charges dismissed,
Dallas County does not have probable cause to believe that a different criminal offense has
been or is being committed (based on a detainer that only lists civil immigration violations)

and has no other authority to detain that satisfies the Fourth Amendment. Dallas County and
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Sheriff Valdez are responsible for Dallas County’s policy of detaining individuals subject to an
immigration hold, even after those individuals otherwise would be released, and are thus re-
sponsible for this constitutional violation.

65.  Plaintiffs’ overdetention claims do not turn on the availability of bail. Each Plain-
tiff, below, was detained after (i) Dallas County dropped all pending criminal charges, (ii) the
detainee was found innocent of all pending criminal charges, (iii) the detainee pleaded guilty
but received no additional jail time, or (iv) the detainee pleaded guilty and served his sentence
in Dallas County Jail. Whether or not each Plaintiff paid bail, each Plaintiff should have been
released after (i) Dallas County dropped all pending criminal charges, (ii) the detainee was
found innocent of all pending criminal charges, (iii) the detainee pleaded guilty but received
no additional jail time, or (iv) the detainee pleaded guilty and served his sentence in Dallas
County Jail. Because Dallas County continued to maintain custody without separate probable
cause of a criminal offense, Dallas County’s overdetention of the Plaintiffs offends the Fourth
Amendment.

66.  Overdetention of Arturo Mercado. After he was arrested, an immigration hold

was placed on Mr. Mercado, as shown below:

EFTFAR N W RN YRR e

Hold Agency 1D
Bond Amount 0.00
Charge ILLEGAL/ALIEN
Warrant Number 1502001020
Magistrate
Remark H/F INS IMMIGRAITON
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The immigration hold is evidence of the fact that ICE sent a detainer to Dallas County for Mr.
Mercado, requesting that Dallas County detain Mr. Mercado after he otherwise would be re-
leased for transfer to ICE. Mr. Mercado pleaded guilty to a class C misdemeanor, which does

not carry any jail time, in April 2015, as shown below:

COURT’S ADMONITIONS TO DEFENDANT

You are charged with the offense of: SH?PN\Q ;Shm"j‘ ng,o0f -?CW ke ng o (ﬂ‘S(aﬂQ JZC?S‘IO[[MQ
The punishment range for the offense charged is:  ~ 5"_‘,5' A 3"0 l O‘VC"TTUVWS'FU fation Cee)e

[[] 1™ Degree Felony, 5-99 years or Life and an optional fine not to exceed $10,000.00

[[] 2™ Degree Felony, 2-20 years confinement and an optional fine not to exceed $10,000.00
[[] 3™ Degree Felony, 2-10 years confinement and an optional fine not to exceed $10,000.00
[[] state Jail Felony, 180 days - 2 years State Jail and an optional fine not to exceed $10,000.00
Bl Class ¢ Hisdemeance p A3 1n yoil up o $500 e

Despite receiving no jail time, Mr. Mercado was not immediately released from Dallas County
custody, even though Dallas County no longer had probable cause to hold him for his original
purported criminal offense. Instead, Dallas County maintained custody over Mr. Mercado for
transfer to ICE. Dallas County thus overdetained Mr. Mercado for transfer to ICE. The only
hold listed in Mr. Mercado’s file is the immigration hold. This is evidence of the fact that (i)
Dallas County did not have probable cause of a criminal offense from another county or state,
and (ii) Dallas County held Mr. Mercado due to that immigration hold, and ultimately because
of ICE’s request for Dallas County to detain Mr. Mercado. The detainer, attached to this com-
plaint, does not show probable cause of a criminal offense. See Ex. A at Al. Based on this
evidence, Mr. Mercado claims as fact that Dallas County overdetained him solely based on an
ICE detainer, and that the ICE detainer did not indicate that Mr. Mercado had committed or
was committing a crime. Thus, Dallas County held Mr. Mercado for transfer to ICE without

probable cause that Mr. Mercado had committed or was committing a crime. As a result, Dallas
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County violated the Fourth Amendment. Dallas County also violated the Fourth Amendment
by holding the Plaintiff on a detainer without the oversight of a neutral magistrate.
67.  Overdetention of Pablo Carranza. After he was arrested, an immigration hold

was placed on Mr. Carranza, as shown below:

Hold  Agency ID
Bond Amount 000
Charge ILLEGAL ALIEN
Warrant Number DALY505000
Magistrate

Remark HF INS

The immigration hold is evidence of the fact that ICE sent a detainer to Dallas County for Mr.
Carranza, requesting that Dallas County detain Mr. Carranza after he otherwise would be re-
leased for transfer to ICE. Mr. Carranza pleaded guilty September 2015, and received no jail

time for this offense, as shown below:

Agreed sentence;
[ ]Confinementin | ]penitentlary [ )state jail [ ]county jail for [ Jyears [ ] months [ ]days
| 1years [ 1 months | ] days

[ ]Post-conviction community supervlston confmement

K{Deferred community supervision for months | ] days

[ Wfine of 8§b21 __[_Jtobepaid[ Jtob e

Despite receiving no jail time, Mr. Carranza was not immediately released from Dallas County
custody, even though Dallas County no longer had probable cause to hold him for his original
purported criminal offense. Instead, Dallas County maintained custody over Mr. Carranza for
transfer to ICE. Dallas County thus overdetained Mr. Carranza for transfer to ICE. The only
hold listed in Mr. Carranza’s file is the immigration hold. This is evidence of the fact that (i)

Dallas County did not have probable cause of a criminal offense from another county or state,
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and (ii) Dallas County held Mr. Carranza due to that immigration hold, and ultimately because
of ICE’s request for Dallas County to detain Mr. Carranza. The detainer, attached to this com-
plaint, does not show probable cause of a criminal offense. See Ex. A at A2. Based on this
evidence, Mr. Carranza claims as fact that Dallas County overdetained him solely based on an
ICE detainer, and that the ICE detainer did not indicate that Mr. Carranza had committed or
was committing a crime. Thus, Dallas County held Mr. Carranza for transfer to ICE without
probable cause that Mr. Carranza had committed or was committing a crime. As a result, Dallas
County violated the Fourth Amendment. Dallas County also violated the Fourth Amendment
by holding the Plaintiff on a detainer without the oversight of a neutral magistrate.

68.  Overdetention of Jose Gutierrez. After he was arrested, an immigration hold

was placed on Mr. Gutierrez, as shown below:

Hold Agency D
Bend Amount 000
Charge ILLEGAUALIEN
Warrant Number AO0S5035104
Magistrate

Remark MF ICE

The immigration hold is evidence of the fact that ICE sent a detainer to Dallas County for Mr.
Gutierrez, requesting that Dallas County either (i) detain Mr. Gutierrez after he otherwise
would be released for transfer to ICE or (ii) notify DHS before releasing Mr. Gutierrez. Mr.

Gutierrez pleaded guilty in September 2015, and was sentenced to time in Dallas County jail:

Agreed sentence:

{yfcgnfinement in [ ] penitentiary [ ] state jail L}.coﬁtyjail for__L'/L_f_D_[ ] years [ ]monthsmdays
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Because Mr. Guiterrez received credit for time served (as shown below), he did not spend 45

additional days in Dallas County jail.

ADDITIONAL CREDIT FOR TIME SERVED
080713-090413_070915-090115

Mr. Gutierrez was not immediately released from Dallas County custody when his sentence
ended, even though Dallas County no longer had probable cause to hold him for his original
purported criminal offense. Instead, Dallas County maintained custody over Mr. Gutierrez for
transfer to ICE. Dallas County thus overdetained Mr. Gutierrez for transfer to ICE. The only
hold listed in Mr. Gutierrez’s file is the immigration hold. This is evidence of the fact that (i)
Dallas County did not have probable cause of a criminal offense from another county or state,
and (ii) Dallas County held Mr. Gutierrez due to that immigration hold, and ultimately because
of ICE’s detainer. The detainer, attached to this complaint, does not show probable cause of a
criminal offense. See Ex. A at A5. Based on this evidence, Mr. Gutierrez claims as fact that
Dallas County overdetained him solely based on an ICE detainer, and that the ICE detainer
did not indicate that Mr. Gutierrez had committed or was committing a crime. Thus, Dallas
County held Mr. Gutierrez for transfer to ICE without probable cause that Mr. Gutierrez had
committed or was committing a crime. As a result, Dallas County violated the Fourth Amend-
ment. Dallas County also violated the Fourth Amendment by holding the Plaintiff on a detainer
without the oversight of a neutral magistrate.

69. Overdetention of Heydy Jarquin Jimenez. After she was arrested, an immi-
gration hold was placed on Ms. Jarquin Jimenez. Evidence of this hold includes (i) the fact
that bail was set at $100,000, which was standard practice for those with immigration holds,

and (ii) the fact that Ms. Jarquin Jimenez was overdetained for transfer to ICE. This is also
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evidence of the fact that ICE sent a detainer to Dallas County for Ms. Jarquin Jimenez, request-
ing that Dallas County detain Ms. Jarquin Jimenez after she otherwise would be released for

transfer to ICE. Dallas County voluntarily dismissed the two charges brought against Ms. Jar-

quin Jimenez, as shown below:

No. F14-60256 ) 0 L%, i
THE STATE OF TEXAS, e / |

IN THE 283RD JUDICIAL

VS. §
§
§ DiSTRICT COURT
HEYDY J. JARQUIN §
§ OF DALLAS COUNTY, TEXAS
g JANUARY TERM, A.D., 2015

POSSESSION CONTROLLED SUBSTANCE

Now comes the District Attorney of Dallas County, Texas and asks the Court to dismiss the above entitled and numbered

cause, for the following reasons, to-wit:

This case was filed by the Dallas Police Department.

After further investigation, this case should be dismissed in the interest of justice.

WHEREFORE PREMISES CONSIDERED, the State respectfully requests that this case be dismissed,

~
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NO. M14-63352

THE STATE OF TEXAS § IN THE COUNTY CRIMINAL

@ FILED g ) Court #10

VS. JOHN F. WARREN, COUNTY CLERK
§ DALLAS COUNTY, TEXAS
JARQUIN, HEYDY MAR 202015 g

COUNTY CRIMINAL COURT
% um.mns§

BY. DEPUTY

- v

MOTION TO DISMISS PROSECUTION

TO THE HONORABLE JUDGE OF SAID COURT:

Now comes the District Attorney of Dallas County, Texas and asks the Court to dismiss the above
entitled and numbered cause, for the following reasons, to-wit:

It has been determined that this case should be dismissed based on the District Attorney's office
investigation.

WHEREFORE PREMISES CONSIDERED, the State respectfully requests that this case be dismissed.

ORDER OF DISMISSAL
The foregoing motion is granted on the 20 day of /L(% . 2015,

/KGE PRESIDING

Despite Dallas County dismissing both charges, Ms. Jarquin Jimenez was not immediately re-

leased from Dallas County custody, even though Dallas County no longer had probable cause
to hold her for her original purported criminal offense. Instead, Dallas County maintained
custody over Ms. Jarquin Jimenez, for more than 48 hours, for transfer to ICE. Dallas County
thus overdetained Ms. Jarquin Jimenez for transfer to ICE. Ms. Jarquin Jimenez knew of no

hold besides the immigration hold. This is evidence of the fact that Dallas County held Ms.
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Jarquin Jimenez due to that immigration hold, and ultimately because of ICE’s request for
Dallas County to detain Ms. Jarquin Jimenez. The detainer, attached to this complaint, does
not show probable cause of a criminal offense. See Ex. A at A4. Based on this evidence, Ms.
Jarquin Jimenez claims as fact that Dallas County overdetained her based on an ICE detainer,
and that the ICE detainer did not indicate that Ms. Jarquin Jimenez had committed or was
committing a crime. Thus, Dallas County held Ms. Jarquin Jimenez for transfer to ICE without
probable cause that Ms. Jarquin Jimenez had committed or was committing a crime. As a
result, Dallas County violated the Fourth Amendment. Dallas County also violated the Fourth
Amendment by holding the Plaintiff on a detainer without the oversight of a neutral magis-
trate.

70.  Overdetention of Jose Lopez-Aranda. After he was arrested, an immigration

hold was placed on Mr. Lopez-Aranda, as shown below:

Mold Agency ID
Bond Amount 000
Charge (LLEGAL ALIEN
Warrant Number 1505000219
Magistrate

Remark HF IMMIGRATIONMND BOND

The immigration hold is evidence of the fact that ICE sent a detainer to Dallas County for Mr.
Lopez-Aranda, requesting that Dallas County detain Mr. Lopez-Aranda after he otherwise
would be released for transfer to ICE. Mr. Lopez-Aranda pleaded guilty in September 2015,

and received time served for this offense, as shown below:
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Agreed sentence: /

[V] Confinement in [ ] penitentiary [ ] state jail [#] county jail for \LO [ ]years [ 1 months [¥] days

[ ]Post-canviction community supervision, confinement probated for - [ ]years [ ] months [ ]days
| 1 Deferred community supervision for [ lyears [ ] months[ ]days

[ ]Fineof$ [ ]tobe paid [ ] to be probated

[ ]1Boot Camp [ ]Shock Probation [ ] Substance Abuse Felony Program

[ JCENIKOR [ ]Judicial Treatment Center [ ] Dallas County Jail Chemical Dependency Program

[ ] Restitution in the amount of $
[ ] Defendant will sign waiver of extradition [ ] Defendant knowingly and voluntarily waives appeal

[ ] Defendant Waives a court reporter [ ]Other:

[ ]Back-time included: ﬁ, 4 ’C Wé«l%w( [ ] Back time NOT included

ADDITIONAL CREDIT FOR TIME SERVED
050715-092415

PEMARKC nan4a41g

Despite receiving no additional jail time, Mr. Lopez-Aranda was not immediately released from
Dallas County custody, even though Dallas County no longer had probable cause to hold him
for his original purported criminal offense. Instead, Dallas County maintained custody over
Mr. Lopez-Aranda for transfer to ICE. Dallas County thus overdetained Mr. Lopez-Aranda for
transfer to ICE. The only hold listed in Mr. Lopez-Aranda’s file is the immigration hold. This is
evidence of the fact that (i) Dallas County did not have probable cause of a criminal offense
from another county or state, and (ii) Dallas County held Mr. Lopez-Aranda due to that immi-
gration hold, and ultimately because of ICE’s request for Dallas County to detain Mr. Lopez-
Aranda. The detainer, attached to this complaint, does not show probable cause of a criminal
offense. See Ex. A at A6. Based on this evidence, Mr. Lopez-Aranda claims as fact that Dallas
County overdetained him solely based on an ICE detainer, and that the ICE detainer did not
indicate that Mr. Lopez-Aranda had committed or was committing a crime. Thus, Dallas
County held Mr. Lopez-Aranda for transfer to ICE without probable cause that Mr. Lopez-

Aranda had committed or was committing a crime. As a result, Dallas County violated the
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Fourth Amendment. Dallas County also violated the Fourth Amendment by holding the Plain-
tiff on a detainer without the oversight of a neutral magistrate.
71.  Overdetention of Moises Martinez. After he was arrested, an immigration hold

was placed on Mr. Martinez, as shown below:

Mold Agency ID
Bond Amount 000
Charge |LLEGAL ALIEN
Warrant Number DAL1S04000
Magistrate

Remark HF INF

The immigration hold is evidence of the fact that ICE sent a detainer to Dallas County for Mr.
Martinez, requesting that Dallas County detain Mr. Martinez after he otherwise would be re-
leased for transfer to ICE. Mr. Martinez was found not guilty in September 2015, as shown

below:

TR

EVIDENCE WAS PRESENTED TO THE JUDGE AND HAVING HEARD THE EVIDENCE, THE

JUDGE FINDS THAT THE EVIDENCE IS INSUFFICIENT TO SUPPORT THE ALLEGATIONS. THE
FINDS THE DEFENDANT NOT GUILTY.

JUDGEIT IS, THEREFORE, ORDERED AND DECREED BY THE JUDGE THAT SAID DEFENDANT BE

ADJUDGED NOT GUILTY OF THE OFFENSE AS SHOWN ABOVE. THE JUDGE ORDERS THAT THE

DEFENDANT BE AT ONCE DISCHARGED FROM ALL FURTHER LIABILITY UPON THE CHARGE FOR

WHICH DEFENDANT WAS TRIED.

SIGNED AND ENTERED THIS _17TH_ DAY OF _SEPTE ., 2015

Despite this finding, Mr. Martinez was not immediately released from Dallas County custody,
even though Dallas County no longer had probable cause to hold him for his original purported
criminal offense. Instead, Dallas County maintained custody over Mr. Martinez for transfer to
ICE. Dallas County thus overdetained Mr. Martinez for transfer to ICE. The only hold listed in

Mr. Martinez’s file is the immigration hold. This is evidence of the fact that (i) Dallas County
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did not have probable cause of a criminal offense from another county or state, and (ii) Dallas
County held Mr. Martinez due to that immigration hold, and ultimately because of ICE’s re-
quest for Dallas County to detain Mr. Martinez. The detainer, attached to this complaint, does
not show probable cause of a criminal offense. See Ex. A at A7. Based on this evidence, Mr.
Martinez claims as fact that Dallas County overdetained him solely based on an ICE detainer,
and that the ICE detainer did not indicate that Mr. Martinez had committed or was committing
a crime. Thus, Dallas County held Mr. Martinez for transfer to ICE without probable cause that
Mr. Martinez had committed or was committing a crime. As a result, Dallas County violated
the Fourth Amendment. Dallas County also violated the Fourth Amendment by holding the
Plaintiff on a detainer without the oversight of a neutral magistrate.

72.  Overdetention of Javier Navarette. After he was arrested, an immigration hold

was placed on Mr. Navarette, as shown below:

TN YN YWY v

Hold Agesey 1D
Boand Amount 0.00
Charge ILLEGAL ALIEN
Warrant Nember 351678552
Magistrate
Remark HF INS

The immigration hold is evidence of the fact that ICE sent a detainer to Dallas County for Mr.
Navarette, requesting that Dallas County detain Mr. Navarette after he otherwise would be
released for transfer to ICE. Mr. Navarette pleaded guilty in December 2014, and received a

thirty-day sentence in Dallas County Jail, as shown below:
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PUNISHMENT AND PLACE OF CONFINEMENT:

JODAYS  CONFINEMENT IN THE DALLAS COUNTY JAIL AND A FINE OF ¥ 100.00
DATE TO COMMENCE: 12/11/2014

CREDIT FOR TIME SERVED: 12 DAYS FINE PROBATED: NO

When he finished serving his sentence, Mr. Navarette was not immediately released from Dal-
las County custody, even though Dallas County no longer had probable cause to hold him for
his original purported criminal offense. Instead, Dallas County maintained custody over Mr.
Navarette for transfer to ICE. Dallas County thus overdetained Mr. Navarette for transfer to
ICE. The only hold listed in Mr. Navarette’s file is the immigration hold. This is evidence of the
fact that (i) Dallas County did not have probable cause of a criminal offense from another
county or state, and (ii) Dallas County held Mr. Navarette due to that immigration hold, and
ultimately because of ICE’s request for Dallas County to detain Mr. Navarette. The detainer,
attached to this complaint, does not show probable cause of a criminal offense. See Ex. A at
A8. Based on this evidence, Mr. Navarette claims as fact that Dallas County overdetained him
solely based on an ICE detainer, and that the ICE detainer did not indicate that Mr. Navarette
had committed or was committing a crime. Thus, Dallas County held Mr. Navarette for transfer
to ICE without probable cause that Mr. Navarette had committed or was committing a crime.
As a result, Dallas County violated the Fourth Amendment. Dallas County also violated the
Fourth Amendment by holding the Plaintiff on a detainer without the oversight of a neutral
magistrate.

73.  Overdetention of Efren Perez Villegas. After he was arrested, an immigration

hold was placed on Mr. Perez Villegas, as shown below:
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Hold Agency ID
Bond Amount 000
Charge ILLEGAL ALIEN

Wartant Number 353015191

Magittrate

Remars{ WF IMMIGRATION DETAINER NO BOND ALLOWED y

_—

The immigration hold is evidence of the fact that ICE sent a detainer to Dallas County for Mr.
Perez Villegas, requesting that Dallas County detain Mr. Perez Villegas after he otherwise
would be released for transfer to ICE. Mr. Perez Villegas pleaded guilty in September 2015,

and received time served for his offense, as shown below:

SENTENCE
60 DAYS TO H JAIL APPEAL
SPECIAL CONDITION MNT

$ 0.00 FINE $ 0.00 COST SENTENCE TO BEGIN 092315
ADDITIONAL CREDIT FOR TIME SERVED

060415-092315
REMARKS 092315 DEFT IN JAIL - CORRECTED DISPO

DEFT RECEIVED 60 DAYS COUNTY JAIL INSEAD OF 60 DAYS _

STATE JAIL THIS CASE ONLY

Despite receiving no additional jail time, Mr. Perez Villegas was not immediately released from
Dallas County custody, even though Dallas County no longer had probable cause to hold him
for his original purported criminal offense. Instead, Dallas County maintained custody over
Mr. Perez Villegas for transfer to ICE. Dallas County thus overdetained Mr. Perez Villegas for
transfer to ICE. The only hold listed in Mr. Perez Villegas’ file is the immigration hold. This is
evidence of the fact that (i) Dallas County did not have probable cause of a criminal offense
from another county or state, and (ii) Dallas County held Mr. Perez Villegas due to that immi-
gration hold, and ultimately because of ICE’s request for Dallas County to detain Mr. Perez

Villegas. The detainer, attached to this complaint, does not show probable cause of a criminal
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offense. See Ex. A at A21. Based on this evidence, Mr. Perez Villegas claims as fact that Dallas
County overdetained him solely based on an ICE detainer, and that the ICE detainer did not
indicate that Mr. Perez Villegas had committed or was committing a crime. Thus, Dallas
County held Mr. Perez Villegas for transfer to ICE without probable cause that Mr. Perez Vil-
legas had committed or was committing a crime. As a result, Dallas County violated the Fourth
Amendment. Dallas County also violated the Fourth Amendment by holding the Plaintiff on a
detainer without the oversight of a neutral magistrate.

74.  Overdetention of Miguel Rodriguez. After he was arrested, an immigration
hold was placed on Mr. Rodriguez. The fact that Dallas County held Mr. Rodriguez for ICE,
after he should have been released, is evidence of that hold. This is also evidence of the fact
that ICE sent a detainer to Dallas County for Mr. Rodriguez, requesting that Dallas County
detain Mr. Rodriguez after he otherwise would be released for transfer to ICE. Dallas County

dismissed its claims against Mr. Rodriguez in March 2015, as shown below:
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NO. M15-523-60

THE STATE OF TEXAS § IN THE COUNTY
S
¥
§ CRIMINAL COURT OF
VS, §
§ No. 11
g
- - Q
RODRIGUEZ, MIGUEL ; X 'im!f WEB ;g ‘
MAR 20 205
] |
MOTION TO DISMISS >
“.1’ _LuUTyY )

Now comes the District Attorney of Dallas County, Texas and asks the Court to

dismiss the above entitled and numbered cause, for the following reasons, to wit:

The Defendunt completed all conditions of his Conditional Dismissal
agreement with the state.

WHEREFORE, PREMISES CONSIDERED. it is respectfully requested that this

case be dismissed.

Despite receiving no jail time, Mr. Rodriguez was not immediately released from Dallas County
custody, even though Dallas County no longer had probable cause to hold him for his original
purported criminal offense. Instead, Dallas County maintained custody over Mr. Rodriguez,
for over 48 hours, for transfer to ICE. Dallas County thus overdetained Mr. Rodriguez for
transfer to ICE. Mr. Rodriguez knew of no hold besides the immigration hold. This is evidence
of the fact that Dallas County held Mr. Rodriguez due to that immigration hold, and ultimately
because of ICE’s request for Dallas County to detain Mr. Rodriguez. The detainer, attached to

this complaint, does not show probable cause of a criminal offense. See Ex. A at A9. Based on
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this evidence, Mr. Rodriguez claims as fact that Dallas County overdetained him solely based
on an ICE detainer, and that the ICE detainer did not indicate that Mr. Rodriguez had com-
mitted or was committing a crime. Thus, Dallas County held Mr. Rodriguez for transfer to ICE
without probable cause that Mr. Rodriguez had committed or was committing a crime. As a
result, Dallas County violated the Fourth Amendment. Dallas County also violated the Fourth
Amendment by holding the Plaintiff on a detainer without the oversight of a neutral magis-
trate.

75.  Overdetention of Eleazar Saavedra. After he was arrested, an immigration

hold was placed on Mr. Saavedra, as shown below:

Hold Agency 1D
Bond Amount 000
Charge ILLEGAUALIEN
Warrart Number DAL1504000
Magistrate

Remark HF INS

This hold is also evidence of the fact that ICE sent a detainer to Dallas County for Mr. Saavedra,
requesting that Dallas County detain Mr. Saavedra after he otherwise would be released for
transfer to ICE. Mr. Saavedra pleaded guilty, and was sentenced to time in Dallas County Jail.
After serving his sentence, Mr. Saavedra was not immediately released from Dallas County
custody, even though Dallas County no longer had probable cause to hold him for his original
purported criminal offense. Instead, Dallas County maintained custody over Mr. Saavedra for
transfer to ICE. Dallas County thus overdetained Mr. Saavedra for transfer to ICE. Mr. Saa-
vedra knew of no hold that might justify further detention besides the immigration hold. This

is evidence of the fact that Dallas County held Mr. Saavedra due to that immigration hold, and
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ultimately because of ICE’s request for Dallas County to detain Mr. Saavedra. The detainer,
attached to this complaint, does not show probable cause of a criminal offense. See Ex. A at
A10. Based on this evidence, Mr. Saavedra claims as fact that Dallas County overdetained him
solely based on an ICE detainer, and that the ICE detainer did not indicate that Mr. Saavedra
had committed or was committing a crime. Thus, Dallas County held Mr. Saavedra for transfer
to ICE without probable cause that Mr. Saavedra had committed or was committing a crime.
As a result, Dallas County violated the Fourth Amendment. Dallas County also violated the
Fourth Amendment by holding the Plaintiff on a detainer without the oversight of a neutral
magistrate. Mr. Saavedra served his time as of August 17, 2015, but was not released to ICE
until almost a month later—on September 16, 2015. Thus, Mr. Saavedra was overdetained for
longer than 48 hours based on the detainer.

76.  Overdetention of Andres Torres Cabrera. After he was arrested, an immigra-

tion hold was placed on Mr. Torres Cabrera, as shown below:

Hold Agency D
Bond Amount 000
Charge ILLEGAL ALIEN
Warrant Number DAL1505000
Magistrate

Remark HF IMMIGRATION

The immigration hold is evidence of the fact that ICE sent a detainer to Dallas County for Mr.

Torres Cabrera, requesting that Dallas County detain Mr. Torres Cabrera after he otherwise
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would be released for transfer to ICE. Mr. Torres Cabrera pleaded guilty in August 2015, and

received time served, as shown below:

Agreed sentence:
['?QConﬁnemem in [ ]penitentiary [ ] state jail [2(] county jail for Zj [ Jyears | ] months l?ﬂdays

[ ] Post-conviction community supervision, confinement probated for [ lyears [ ]months [ ]days
[ ] Deferred community supervision for [ Jyears [ I months[ ]days
[ ]Fineof S [ ]tobe paid [ ]to be probated

[ 1Boot Camp [ ] Shock Probation [ ) Substance Abuse Felony Program
[ 1CENIKOR [ ]ludicial Treatment Center [ ] Dallas County Jail Chemical Dependency Program
[ ] Restitution in the amount of §
[
(

] Defendant will sign waiver of extradition [ ] Defendant knowingly angd voluntanly waives appeal
| Defendant Waives a court reporter ¥/ 10t {

[K] Back-time included: S/ K/ 20(S ~ B/11/15 .

T

Despite receiving no additional jail time, Mr. Torres Cabrera was not immediately released
from Dallas County custody, even though Dallas County no longer had probable cause to hold
him for his original purported criminal offense. Instead, Dallas County maintained custody
over Mr. Torres Cabrera for transfer to ICE. Dallas County thus overdetained Mr. Torres
Cabrera for transfer to ICE. The only hold listed in Mr. Torres Cabrera’s file is the immigration
hold. This is evidence of the fact that (i) Dallas County did not have probable cause of a crim-
inal offense from another county or state, and (ii) Dallas County held Mr. Torres Cabrera due
to that immigration hold, and ultimately because of ICE’s request for Dallas County to detain
Mr. Torres Cabrera. The detainer for Mr. Torres Cabrera only shows that he was “subject to

removal” and “has a prior felony conviction,” as shown below:
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WAINTAIN CUSTODY OF ALIEN FOR A PERIOD NOT TO EXCEED 48 HOURS

Name of Alien: TORRES CABrERA, ANDRES

Date of Birth: Nationality: mexzco Sex: &
THE U.S. DEPARTMENT OF HOMELAND SECURITY (DHS) HAS TAKEN THE FOLLOWING ACTION !

TH% PERSOI‘:I gf:nnso ABOVE, CURRENTLY IN YOUR CUSTQDY: 650 #: TXS0693881 RELATEDTO
etermmine ero is reason 1o beliava indivi i ¥
al that sgolyy: ieva the individual is an alien subject to'remaval from the Unitad States. The individual (chock
[E) has a prier a felon icti i

Lok ‘:: y conviction or has been charged with & felony [ v;a;g;.aen convictzd of illegal entry pursuant to 8 U.S.C. §
[ has three or mora prior misdemeanor convictions: ¥
[ has a prior misdemeanor convietion or has been chargad with o e :ﬁmﬂy PESURI e counkey ik previous remaval

migdemaanar for an offense that involves viclence, threats, or
aswalt: saxual abuse o exploitation; criving under the Infuence 13, 209N found by &n mmigration ofioer or an immigration

of aleshol or a controied substance; nfawiul flight from the Judge ta have knowingly commitiod immigration fraud;
scana of an accident; the unlawful poasession or uss of @ firsarm Dlotherwise poses a significant risk to national security, border
or other deadly weapon, the distribution or trafficking of a security, or pub L spaar I

controlled substance; or sther significant threat ta public safety: 1 Other (specify): 2

[ initated removal proceedings and served a Notice to A i
atGuchact and Wes pévirint on PP;:;;" other charging documont A copy of the charging documant is

D Served a warrant of arrest for ramoval proceedings. A copy of the wamant is attached and was served on
D Obtuined an ordsr of deportation or removal fram the Unitad States for this.parson.

e TG

Ex. A at A22. The detainer only provides evidence of a civil immigration violation, and not
evidence that Mr. Torres Cabrera is committing or has committed a crime. Based on this evi-
dence, Mr. Torres Cabrera claims as fact that Dallas County overdetained him solely based on
an ICE detainer, and that the ICE detainer did not indicate that Mr. Torres Cabrera had com-
mitted or was committing a crime. Thus, Dallas County held Mr. Torres Cabrera for transfer
to ICE without probable cause that Mr. Torres Cabrera had committed or was committing a
crime. As a result, Dallas County violated the Fourth Amendment. Dallas County also violated
the Fourth Amendment by holding the Plaintiff on a detainer without the oversight of a neutral
magistrate. Mr. Torres Cabrera served his time as of June 4, 2015, but was not released to ICE
until over two months later—on August 22, 2015. Thus, Mr. Saavedra was overdetained for
longer than 48 hours based on the detainer.

77.  Overdetention of Moises Vega Costilla. A court granted Mr. Vega Costilla’s
Motion for New Trial in April 2015, and he was returned to Dallas County custody. An immi-
gration hold was placed on Mr. Vega Costilla, which is evidence of the fact that ICE sent a

detainer to Dallas County for Mr. Vega Costilla, requesting that Dallas County detain Mr. Vega
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Costilla after he otherwise would be released for transfer to ICE. Dallas County dismissed the

charges against Mr. Vega Costilla on May 27, 2015:

THE STATE OF TEXAS, MISHAY 27 Fii s

No. F14-700-98 IN THE 363" Jumcml( Dlsrmm =

COuURT —MM

OF DALLAS COUNTY, TEXAS

Vs,

S ST S S X S ST

MOISES VEGA-COSTILLA

Now comes the District Attorney of Dallas County, Texas and asks the Court to dismiss the above entitled and
numbered cause, for the following reasons, to-wit:

The Defendant has made restitution to the Complainant Elizebeth Cook in the amount of
$10,000. The Complainant in this case feels comfortable with this outcome and the Defendant has no
other pending cases in Dallas County. In turn, the State agreed to dismiss the FSRA and AA/DW cases
against the Defendant.

WHEREFORE PREMISES CONSIDERED, the State respectfully requests that this case be dismissed.

ORDER

The foregoing motion is granted on the Qg i day of % %C 201%

s

DisTRICT CoURT(Y¥GE

Despite receiving no jail time, Mr. Vega Costilla was not immediately released from Dallas

County custody, even though Dallas County no longer had probable cause to hold him for his
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original purported criminal offense. Instead, Dallas County maintained custody over Mr. Vega
Costilla for transfer to ICE. Dallas County thus overdetained Mr. Vega Costilla for transfer to
ICE. Mr. Vega Costilla knows of no other hold besides the immigration hold. This is evidence
of the fact that Dallas County held Mr. Vega Costilla due to that immigration hold, and ulti-
mately because of ICE’s request for Dallas County to detain Mr. Vega Costilla. The detainer,
attached to this complaint, does not show probable cause of a criminal offense. See Ex. A at
Al1l. Based on this evidence, Mr. Vega Costilla claims as fact that Dallas County overdetained
him solely based on an ICE detainer, and that the ICE detainer did not indicate that Mr. Vega
Costilla had committed or was committing a crime. Thus, Dallas County held Mr. Vega Costilla
for transfer to ICE without probable cause that Mr. Vega Costilla had committed or was com-
mitting a crime. As a result, Dallas County violated the Fourth Amendment. Dallas County also
violated the Fourth Amendment by holding the Plaintiff on a detainer without the oversight
of a neutral magistrate.

78.  Overdetention of Mario Garibaldi. After he was arrested, an immigration hold
was placed on Mr. Garibaldi. The immigration hold is evidence of the fact that ICE sent a
detainer to Dallas County for Mr. Garibaldi, requesting that Dallas County detain Mr. Garibaldi
after he otherwise would be released for transfer to ICE. Mr. Garibaldi was ordered released

from jail on August 20, 2015, as shown below:
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The foregoing State’s Motion having been presented to the Court, is hereby in all things
granted, and It is ordered that.

Defendant Is releasad from custody;
Mhhhﬂdhwmﬂmtﬂ

=
%
i

Despite the order to release, Mr. Garibaldi was not immediately released from Dallas County
custody, even though Dallas County no longer had probable cause to hold him for his original
purported criminal offense. Instead, Dallas County maintained custody over Mr. Garibaldi for
transfer to ICE, as shown by the email exchange between Mr. Hindieh and Sr. Sgt. Bruner,

below:

From: Raymond Hindieh [mailto:rhindieh@phflaw.com]
Sent: Wednesday, August 19, 2015 2:19 PM

To: Ric Bruner

Subject: Mario Efrain Garibaldi F1231052

Ric,

| have a client, Mario Efrain Garibaldi, The only hold (other than ICE) is his p/v for his 2012 drug case. The
DAs have agreed to continue him on probation. That just leaves his ICE hold. | have attached the
judgement from immigration court yesterday, he was granted Cancellation of removal. Can his ICE hold be
removed now so he can be released and continue probation please? Thanks for all your help Ric.
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Hey Ray,

That will still be up to ICE to drop the detainer once he goes back to them. The fact that he has a drug conviction, |
don’t know that they will. He is mandatory detention with them. They will figure all that out once he is transferred
to their custody.

Ric

Ric Bruner #480

Criminal Investigator

Dallas County District Attorney’s Office
ICE Liasion/NTFTF U.S. Marshals

Dallas County thus overdetained Mr. Garibaldi for transfer to ICE. Mr. Garibaldi knows of no
other hold besides the immigration hold. This is evidence of the fact that Dallas County held
Mr. Garibaldi due to that immigration hold, and ultimately because of ICE’s request for Dallas
County to detain Mr. Garibaldi. The detainer, attached to this complaint, does not show prob-
able cause of a criminal offense. See Ex. A at A12. Based on this evidence, Mr. Garibaldi claims
as fact that Dallas County overdetained him solely based on an ICE detainer, and that the ICE
detainer did not indicate that Mr. Garibaldi had committed or was committing a crime. Thus,
Dallas County held Mr. Garibaldi for transfer to ICE without probable cause that Mr. Garibaldi
had committed or was committing a crime. As a result, Dallas County violated the Fourth
Amendment. Dallas County also violated the Fourth Amendment by holding the Plaintiff on a
detainer without the oversight of a neutral magistrate.

79.  Overdetention of Rodolfo Marmolejo. After he was arrested, an immigration

hold was placed on Mr. Marmolejo, as shown below:
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Held Aoewy O
Bond Ameunt COC
Charge RLEOAL ALEN
Warrent Nember 234040373

Moghvate
Ramark  MF INMIGRATION

The immigration hold is evidence of the fact that ICE sent a detainer to Dallas County for Mr.
Marmolejo, requesting that Dallas County detain Mr. Marmolejo after he otherwise would be
released for transfer to ICE. Mr. Marmolejo was arrested for failure to pay a fine, which was
paid on October 19, 2015. Despite paying the fine, Mr. Marmolejo was not immediately re-
leased from Dallas County custody, even though Dallas County no longer had probable cause
to hold him for his original purported criminal offense. Instead, Dallas County maintained
custody over Mr. Marmolejo for transfer to ICE, as shown by the exchange between Mr. Puente

and Sr. Sgt. Bruner:

I wanted to ask you about a client [ just consulted with. He was picked up on a capias for
failing to pay a fine on a No Drivers License ticket. He has no deportations, no voluntary
departures, no agg felonies, and no CIMT's. His family payed the fine this morning. Is there
anyway that we can get his hold removed

From: Ric Bruner <RIC.BRUNER@dallascounty.org>

Sent: Monday, October 19, 2015 12:35 PM

To: Eric Puente

Subject: Re: Rodolfo Marmolejo Bookin number 15057695

He was on my list either this weekend or today. He is either already at ICE or will be tomorrow.

Ric
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Dallas County thus overdetained Mr. Marmolejo for transfer to ICE. The only hold listed in Mr.
Marmolejo’s file is the immigration hold. This is evidence of the fact that (i) Dallas County did
not have probable cause of a criminal offense from another county or state, and (ii) Dallas
County held Mr. Marmolejo due to that immigration hold, and ultimately because of ICE’s
request for Dallas County to detain Mr. Marmolejo. The detainer, attached to this complaint,
does not show probable cause of a criminal offense. See Ex. A at A13. Based on this evidence,
Mr. Marmolejo claims as fact that Dallas County overdetained him solely based on an ICE
detainer, and that the ICE detainer did not indicate that Mr. Marmolejo had committed or was
committing a crime. Thus, Dallas County held Mr. Marmolejo for transfer to ICE without prob-
able cause that Mr. Marmolejo had committed or was committing a crime. As a result, Dallas
County violated the Fourth Amendment. Dallas County also violated the Fourth Amendment
by holding the Plaintiff on a detainer without the oversight of a neutral magistrate.

80. Overdetention of Carlos Alvarez Castro. After he was arrested, an immigra-

tion hold was placed on Mr. Alvarez Castro, as shown below:

Hold AWy D
Bond Amaowst G20
Charge ILLETAL ALEN
Warraal Nember 181000001

gy e

Hemars  WF WALCRATION

The immigration hold is evidence of the fact that ICE sent a detainer to Dallas County for Mr.
Alvarez Castro, requesting that Dallas County either (i) detain Mr. Alvarez Castro after he

otherwise would be released for transfer to ICE or (ii) notify DHS before releasing Mr. Alvarez
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Castro. Mr. Alvarez Castro pleaded guilty in October 2015 and received a suspended sentence,

as shown below:

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED by the Judge that the
imposition of sentence is hereby suspended for 3 [] days [X] months from this date on the
following terms and conditions, to-wit:

Despite receiving a suspended sentence, Mr. Alvarez Castro was not immediately released from
Dallas County custody, even though Dallas County no longer had probable cause to hold him
for his original purported criminal offense. Instead, Dallas County maintained custody over
Mr. Alvarez Castro for transfer to ICE. Dallas County thus overdetained Mr. Alvarez Castro for
transfer to ICE. The only hold listed in Mr. Alvarez Castro’s file is the immigration hold. This
is evidence of the fact that (i) Dallas County did not have probable cause of a criminal offense
from another county or state, and (ii) Dallas County held Mr. Alvarez Castro due to that im-
migration hold, and ultimately because of ICE’s detainer. The detainer, attached to this com-
plaint, does not show probable cause of a criminal offense. See Ex. A at A15. Based on this
evidence, Mr. Alvarez Castro claims as fact that Dallas County overdetained him solely based
on an ICE detainer, and that the ICE detainer did not indicate that Mr. Alvarez Castro had
committed or was committing a crime. Thus, Dallas County held Mr. Alvarez Castro for trans-
fer to ICE without probable cause that Mr. Alvarez Castro had committed or was committing
a crime. As a result, Dallas County violated the Fourth Amendment. Dallas County also vio-
lated the Fourth Amendment by holding the Plaintiff on a detainer without the oversight of a
neutral magistrate.

81. Overdetention of Jeremias Chevez. After he was arrested, an immigration

hold was placed on Mr. Chevez, as shown below:

69



Case 3:15-cv-03481-S Document 80 Filed 06/16/17 Page 70 of 390 PagelD 1709

Hald  AgersyiD
Boad Amoust 002
Lrarge SUAL AUEN
Warrael Fumbee DAL 1200000
Meghtrele

Remwis WFIINS

The immigration hold is evidence of the fact that ICE sent a detainer to Dallas County for Mr.
Chevez, requesting that Dallas County either (i) detain Mr. Chevez after he otherwise would
be released for transfer to ICE or (ii) notify DHS before releasing Mr. Chevez. Mr. Chevez

pleaded guilty in November 2015 to time served, as shown below:

- AT | 1
TERMS OF NEGOTIATED PLEA BARGAIN: PLEA BARGAIN AGREEMENT FOLLOWEL: YES]/ NO
(IN DETAIL) 30 DAYS
DATE SENTENCE IMPOSED: 11/19/15 COST: YES

PUNISHMENT AND PLACE OF CONFINEMENT:

30DAYS CONFINEMENT IN THE DALLAS COUNTY JAIL AND A FINE OF §
DATE TO COMMENCE: 11/19/15

CREDIT FOR TIME SERVED: 82 DAYS BT CRDT FINE PROBATED: NO

Despite receiving no additional jail time, Mr. Chevez was not immediately released from Dallas
County custody, even though Dallas County no longer had probable cause to hold him for his
original purported criminal offense. Instead, Dallas County maintained custody over Mr.
Chevez for transfer to ICE. Dallas County thus overdetained Mr. Chevez for transfer to ICE.
The only hold listed in Mr. Chevez’s file is the immigration hold. This is evidence of the fact
that (i) Dallas County did not have probable cause of a criminal offense from another county
or state, and (ii) Dallas County held Mr. Chevez due to that immigration hold, and ultimately

because of ICE’s detainer. The detainer, attached to this complaint, does not show probable
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cause of a criminal offense. See Ex. A at A16. Based on this evidence, Mr. Chevez claims as fact
that Dallas County overdetained him solely based on an ICE detainer, and that the ICE detainer
did not indicate that Mr. Chevez had committed or was committing a crime. Thus, Dallas
County held Mr. Chevez for transfer to ICE without probable cause that Mr. Chevez had com-
mitted or was committing a crime. As a result, Dallas County violated the Fourth Amendment.
Dallas County also violated the Fourth Amendment by holding the Plaintiff on a detainer with-
out the oversight of a neutral magistrate.

82.  Overdetention of Miguel Flores. After he was arrested, an immigration hold

was placed on Mr. Flores, as shown below:

Hold Agency O
Dend Avwent 000
Chage LLISA ALIN
Wortant Nomber 355373004

Mag alale

Ramant  WF IND

The immigration hold is evidence of the fact that ICE sent a detainer to Dallas County for Mr.
Flores, requesting that Dallas County either (i) detain Mr. Gutierrez after he otherwise would
be released for transfer to ICE or (ii) notify DHS before releasing Mr. Flores. Mr. Flores was

sentenced to time in Dallas County Jail, as shown below:

SENTENCE
90 DAYS TO H JAIL

SPECIAL CONDITION

$ 0.00 FINE $ 0.00 COST
ADDITIONAL CREDIT FOR TIME SERVED
100815-110615
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After serving his sentence, Mr. Flores was not immediately released from Dallas County cus-
tody, even though Dallas County no longer had probable cause to hold him for his original
purported criminal offense. Instead, Dallas County maintained custody over Mr. Flores for
transfer to ICE. Dallas County thus overdetained Mr. Flores for transfer to ICE. The only hold
listed in Mr. Flores’ file is the immigration hold. This is evidence of the fact that (i) Dallas
County did not have probable cause of a criminal offense from another county or state, and
(ii) Dallas County held Mr. Flores due to that immigration hold, and ultimately because of
ICE’s detainer. The detainer, attached to this complaint, does not show probable cause of a
criminal offense. See Ex. A at A17. Based on this evidence, Mr. Flores claims as fact that Dallas
County overdetained him solely based on an ICE detainer, and that the ICE detainer did not
indicate that Mr. Flores had committed or was committing a crime. Thus, Dallas County held
Mr. Flores for transfer to ICE without probable cause that Mr. Flores had committed or was
committing a crime. As a result, Dallas County violated the Fourth Amendment. Dallas County
also violated the Fourth Amendment by holding the Plaintiff on a detainer without the over-
sight of a neutral magistrate.

83.  Overdetention of Felipe Gonzalez Lujan. After he was arrested, an immigra-

tion hold was placed on Mr. Gonzalez Lujan, as shown below:
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Held AQency ID
Sond Amoemt 000
Charge ALLEGAL ALIEN
Wartant Number 1500000044
Maglatrate

Romark HF INMMIGRATION

The immigration hold is evidence of the fact that ICE sent a detainer to Dallas County for Mr.
Gonzalez Lujan, requesting that Dallas County either (i) detain Mr. Gonzalez Lujan after he
otherwise would be released for transfer to ICE or (ii) notify DHS before releasing Mr. Gonza-
lez Lujan. Mr. Gonzalez Lujan was required to serve time in Dallas County Jail. After his sen-
tence, Mr. Gonzalez Lujan was not immediately released from Dallas County custody, even
though Dallas County no longer had probable cause to hold him for his original purported
criminal offense. Instead, Dallas County maintained custody over Mr. Gonzalez Lujan for trans-
fer to ICE. Dallas County thus overdetained Mr. Gonzalez Lujan for transfer to ICE. The only
hold listed in Mr. Gonzalez Lujan’s file is the immigration hold. This is evidence of the fact
that (i) Dallas County did not have probable cause of a criminal offense from another county
or state, and (ii) Dallas County held Mr. Gonzalez Lujan due to that immigration hold, and
ultimately because of ICE’s detainer. The detainer, attached to this complaint, does not show
probable cause of a criminal offense. See Ex. A at A18. Based on this evidence, Mr. Gonzalez
Lujan claims as fact that Dallas County overdetained him solely based on an ICE detainer, and
that the ICE detainer did not indicate that Mr. Gonzalez Lujan had committed or was commit-

ting a crime. Thus, Dallas County held Mr. Gonzalez Lujan for transfer to ICE without probable
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cause that Mr. Gonzalez Lujan had committed or was committing a crime. As a result, Dallas
County violated the Fourth Amendment. Dallas County also violated the Fourth Amendment
by holding the Plaintiff on a detainer without the oversight of a neutral magistrate.

84.  Overdetention of Luis Hernandez. After he was arrested, an immigration hold

was placed on Mr. Hernandez, as shown below:

Hold Agency ID:
Bond Amount 0.00
Charge |LLEGAL /ALIEN
Warrant Number 1505000955
Magistrate

Remark H/F IMMIGRATION

The immigration hold is evidence of the fact that ICE sent a detainer to Dallas County for Mr.
Hernandez, requesting that Dallas County detain Mr. Hernandez after he otherwise would be
released for transfer to ICE. Mr. Hernandez was sentenced to time served in October 2015, as

shown below:

SENTENCE
90 DAYS TO H JAIL

SPECIAL CONDITION

$ 0,00 FINE 3§ 267.00 COST
ADDITIONAL CREDIT FOR TIME SERVED
053115-101515

Despite receiving no additional jail time, Mr. Hernandez was not immediately released from
Dallas County custody, even though Dallas County no longer had probable cause to hold him

for his original purported criminal offense. Instead, Dallas County maintained custody over
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Mr. Hernandez for transfer to ICE. Dallas County thus overdetained Mr. Hernandez for transfer
to ICE. The only hold listed in Mr. Hernandez’s file is the immigration hold. This is evidence
of the fact that (i) Dallas County did not have probable cause of a criminal offense from an-
other county or state, and (ii) Dallas County held Mr. Hernandez due to that immigration
hold, and ultimately because of ICE’s request for Dallas County to detain Mr. Hernandez. The
detainer, attached to this complaint, does not show probable cause of a criminal offense. See
Ex. A at A19. Based on this evidence, Mr. Hernandez claims as fact that Dallas County over-
detained him solely based on an ICE detainer, and that the ICE detainer did not indicate that
Mr. Hernandez had committed or was committing a crime. Thus, Dallas County held Mr. Her-
nandez for transfer to ICE without probable cause that Mr. Hernandez had committed or was
committing a crime. As a result, Dallas County violated the Fourth Amendment. Dallas County
also violated the Fourth Amendment by holding the Plaintiff on a detainer without the over-
sight of a neutral magistrate.

85.  Overdetention of Jose Valenciano. After he was arrested, an immigration hold

was placed on Mr. Valenciano, as shown below:

Hold Agoncy D
Bend Amount 000
Charge ILLEGAL ALIEN
Warrant Number 353718331
Maglsorate

Remark HF IMMIGRATION

86.  The immigration hold is evidence of the fact that ICE sent a detainer to Dallas

County for Mr. Valenciano, requesting that Dallas County either (i) detain Mr. Valenciano after
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he otherwise would be released for transfer to ICE or (ii) notify DHS before releasing Mr.
Valenciano. Mr. Valenciano received a sentence to Dallas County Jail. After serving his sen-
tence, Mr. Valenciano was not immediately released from Dallas County custody, even though
Dallas County no longer had probable cause to hold him for his original purported criminal
offense. Instead, Dallas County maintained custody over Mr. Valenciano for transfer to ICE.
Dallas County thus overdetained Mr. Valenciano for transfer to ICE. The only hold listed in
Mr. Valenciano’s file is the immigration hold. This is evidence of the fact that (i) Dallas County
did not have probable cause of a criminal offense from another county or state, and (ii) Dallas
County held Mr. Valenciano due to that immigration hold, and ultimately because of ICE’s
detainer. The detainer, attached to this complaint, does not show probable cause of a criminal
offense. See Ex. A at A20. Based on this evidence, Mr. Valenciano claims as fact that Dallas
County overdetained him solely based on an ICE detainer, and that the ICE detainer did not
indicate that Mr. Valenciano had committed or was committing a crime. Thus, Dallas County
held Mr. Valenciano for transfer to ICE without probable cause that Mr. Valenciano had com-
mitted or was committing a crime. As a result, Dallas County violated the Fourth Amendment.
Dallas County also violated the Fourth Amendment by holding the Plaintiff on a detainer with-
out the oversight of a neutral magistrate.

87.  Overdetention of Jose Delcid Bonilla. After he was arrested, an immigration

hold was placed on Mr. Delcid Bonilla, as shown below:
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Charge ILLEGAL ALIEN
Warrant Number 3544 18483
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Remark HF INS

The immigration hold is evidence of the fact that ICE sent a detainer to Dallas County for Mr.
Delcid Bonilla, requesting that Dallas County detain Mr. Delcid Bonilla after he otherwise
would be released for transfer to ICE. Mr. Delcid Bonilla pleaded guilty to a class C misde-

meanor, which does not carry any jail time, in May 2016, as shown below:

THE STATE OF TEXAS CAUSE NO. F l ‘ 2 g 8‘ !! } lé & O§
vs. 3 (Y1 M DisTRICT COURT £ N
o ]Qse i k] Q‘gcj H)n [ ! ‘OL_ DALLAS COUNTY, TEXAS
PLEA AGREEMENT
State ID No: Incident No / TRN:
Attorney for State: Attorney for Defendant: gﬂﬂ_&_ﬁﬁb‘—{
Offense: k
Statute for Offense: Charging Instrument: ndictment [_] Information
Date of Offense: | ) - 02 =205 Degreg of Offense:  (_ ,l A ﬂ >
Affirmative finding of deadly weapon: Cyes [%0 Type of Weapon: T
Affirmative finding of family violence: ~ [] YES &N Ignition Interlock required [JYES []NO
Affirmative finding of bias or prejudice: [Jves NO If yes, Group:
Sentence to run [C] CONCURRENTLY  [_] CONSECUTIVELY WITH

Time Credit: From 5 To From To
Sex Offender Registration DOES [JDOES NOT ap&. Age of victim at time of offense:
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COURT’S ADMONITIONS TO DEFENDANT

You are charged with the offense of:
The punishment range for the offense charged is:

[[] 1* Degree Felony, 5-99 years or Life and an optional fine not to exceed $10,000.00

[] 2™ Degree Felony, 2-20 years confinement and an optional fine not to exceed $10,000.00
[] 3" Degree Felony, 2-10 years confinement and an optional fine not to exceed $10,000.00
[] state Jail Felony, 180 days —2 years State Jalg a& optional fine not to exceed $10,000.00

o Claas C oo i

Despite receiving no jail time, Mr. Delcid Bonilla was not immediately released from Dallas
County custody, even though Dallas County no longer had probable cause to hold him for his
original purported criminal offense. Instead, Dallas County maintained custody over Mr.
Delcid Bonilla for transfer to ICE. Dallas County thus overdetained Mr. Delcid Bonilla for trans-
fer to ICE. The only hold listed in Mr. Delcid Bonilla’s file is the immigration hold. This is
evidence of the fact that (i) Dallas County did not have probable cause of a criminal offense
from another county or state, and (ii) Dallas County held Mr. Delcid Bonilla due to that immi-
gration hold, and ultimately because of ICE’s request for Dallas County to detain Mr. Delcid
Bonilla. Mr. Delcid Bonilla does not have a copy of the detainer that ICE sent Dallas County.
Mr. Delcid Bonilla nevertheless claims, as a fact, that the detainer does not indicate that Mr.
Delcid Bonilla had committed or was committing a crime. The form used by ICE generally
indicates civil immigration violations, not criminal violations. Further, Mr. Delcid Bonilla had
not been charged or convicted of an immigration crime, and was not guilty of an immigration
crime. In particular, Mr. Delcid Bonilla was innocent of any of the following immigration
crimes: bringing in and harboring aliens (8 U.S.C. § 1324); unlawful employment of aliens (8
U.S.C. § 1324a); willful failure to disclose role as document preparer (8 U.S.C. § 1324c(e)(1));
improper entry (8 U.S.C. § 1325(a)); marriage fraud (8 U.S.C. § 1325(c)); immigration-re-
lated entrepreneurship fraud (8 U.S.C. § 1325(d)); illegal reentry (8 U.S.C. § 1326); aiding or
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assisting certain aliens to enter (8 U.S.C. § 1327); and importation of alien for immoral pur-
pose (8 U.S.C. § 1328). Mr. Delcid Bonilla’s claimed innocence of these crimes is evidence of
the fact that the detainer used by ICE did not show probable cause of a criminal violation.
Further, the detainer is based on information contained in the IDENT database, see supra 99
9-10. Because Mr. Delcid Bonilla had not been charged with an immigration crime, convicted
of an immigration crime, or guilty of an immigration crime, Mr. Delcid Bonilla claims as fact
that there is nothing in the IDENT database that would indicate that Mr. Delcid Bonilla had
committed or was committing a crime. Because nothing in the IDENT database indicated that
Mr. Delcid Bonilla had committed or was committing a crime, the detainer provided by ICE to
Dallas County did not show that Mr. Delcid Bonilla had committed or was committing a crime.
Based on this evidence, Mr. Delcid Bonilla claims as fact that Dallas County overdetained him
solely based on an ICE detainer, and that the ICE detainer did not indicate that Mr. Delcid
Bonilla had committed or was committing a crime. Thus, Dallas County held Mr. Delcid Bonilla
for transfer to ICE without probable cause that Mr. Delcid Bonilla had committed or was com-
mitting a crime. As a result, Dallas County violated the Fourth Amendment. Dallas County also
violated the Fourth Amendment by holding the Plaintiff on a detainer without the oversight
of a neutral magistrate.

88.  Overdetention of Juan Camacho. After he was arrested, an immigration hold

was placed on Mr. Camacho, as shown below:
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Hold Agency 1D
Bond Amount 0 00
Charge ELLEGALIALIEN
Warrant Number 353883110

Megntate

Ramard HF US WARGRATION (:CF)

The immigration hold is evidence of the fact that ICE sent a detainer to Dallas County for Mr.
Camacho, requesting that Dallas County detain Mr. Camacho after he otherwise would be
released for transfer to ICE. Mr. Camacho was convicted of attempted assault and was sen-
tenced to time in county jail. After serving his sentence, Mr. Camacho was not immediately
released from Dallas County custody, even though Dallas County no longer had probable cause
to hold him for his original purported criminal offense. Instead, Dallas County maintained
custody over Mr. Camacho for transfer to ICE. Dallas County thus overdetained Mr. Camacho
for transfer to ICE. Mr. Camacho knew of no hold that might justify further detention besides
the immigration hold. This is evidence of the fact that (i) Dallas County did not have probable
cause of a criminal offense from another county or state, and (ii) Dallas County held Mr.
Camacho due to that immigration hold, and ultimately because of ICE’s request for Dallas
County to detain Mr. Camacho. Mr. Camacho does not have a copy of the detainer that ICE
sent Dallas County. Mr. Camacho nevertheless claims, as a fact, that the detainer does not
indicate that Mr. Camacho had committed or was committing a crime. The form used by ICE

generally indicates civil immigration violations, not criminal violations. Further, Mr. Camacho
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had not been charged or convicted of an immigration crime, and was not guilty of an immi-
gration crime. In particular, Mr. Camacho was innocent of any of the following immigration
crimes: bringing in and harboring aliens (8 U.S.C. § 1324); unlawful employment of aliens (8
U.S.C. § 1324a); willful failure to disclose role as document preparer (8 U.S.C. § 1324c(e)(1));
improper entry (8 U.S.C. § 1325(a)); marriage fraud (8 U.S.C. § 1325(c)); immigration-re-
lated entrepreneurship fraud (8 U.S.C. § 1325(d)); illegal reentry (8 U.S.C. § 1326); aiding or
assisting certain aliens to enter (8 U.S.C. § 1327); and importation of alien for immoral pur-
pose (8 U.S.C. § 1328). Mr. Camacho’s claimed innocence of these crimes is evidence of the
fact that the detainer used by ICE did not show probable cause of a criminal violation. Further,
the detainer is based on information contained in the IDENT database, see supra 99 9-10. Be-
cause Mr. Camacho had not been charged with an immigration crime, convicted of an immi-
gration crime, or guilty of an immigration crime, Mr. Camacho claims as fact that there is
nothing in the IDENT database that would indicate that Mr. Camacho had committed or was
committing a crime. Because nothing in the IDENT database indicated that Mr. Camacho had
committed or was committing a crime, the detainer provided by ICE to Dallas County did not
show that Mr. Camacho had committed or was committing a crime. Based on this evidence,
Mr. Camacho claims as fact that Dallas County overdetained him solely based on an ICE de-
tainer, and that the ICE detainer did not indicate that Mr. Camacho had committed or was
committing a crime. Thus, Dallas County held Mr. Camacho for transfer to ICE without prob-
able cause that Mr. Camacho had committed or was committing a crime. As a result, Dallas
County violated the Fourth Amendment. Dallas County also violated the Fourth Amendment

by holding the Plaintiff on a detainer without the oversight of a neutral magistrate.
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89.  Overdetention of Maria Castillo. After she was arrested, an immigration hold

was placed on Ms. Castillo, as shown below:

Mold Agency 1D
Bond Amoumt 000
Charge WLLECAL ALIEN
Warrant Mumber 3427450
Mag it ate

Remark HF MARGRATION

The immigration hold is evidence of the fact that ICE sent a detainer to Dallas County for Ms.
Castillo, requesting that Dallas County detain Ms. Castillo after she otherwise would be re-
leased for transfer to ICE. Ms. Castillo was convicted and given a suspended setence. But Ms.
Castillo was not immediately released from Dallas County custody, even though Dallas County
no longer had probable cause to hold her for her original purported criminal offense. Instead,
Dallas County maintained custody over Ms. Castillo for transfer to ICE. Dallas County thus
overdetained Ms. Castillo for transfer to ICE. The only hold listed in Ms. Castillo’s file is the
immigration hold. This is evidence of the fact that (i) Dallas County did not have probable
cause of a criminal offense from another county or state, and (ii) Dallas County held Ms. Cas-
tillo due to that immigration hold, and ultimately because of ICE’s request for Dallas County
to detain Ms. Castillo. Ms. Castillo does not have a copy of the detainer that ICE sent Dallas
County. Ms. Castillo nevertheless claims, as a fact, that the detainer does not indicate that Ms.
Castillo had committed or was committing a crime. The form used by ICE generally indicates

civil immigration violations, not criminal violations. Based on this evidence, Ms. Castillo claims
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as fact that Dallas County overdetained her solely based on an ICE detainer, and that the ICE
detainer did not indicate that Ms. Castillo had committed or was committing a crime. Thus,
Dallas County held Ms. Castillo for transfer to ICE without probable cause that Ms. Castillo
had committed or was committing a crime. As a result, Dallas County violated the Fourth
Amendment. Dallas County also violated the Fourth Amendment by holding the Plaintiff on a
detainer without the oversight of a neutral magistrate.

90. Overdetention of Carlos Fuente Paramo. After he was arrested, an immigra-

tion hold was placed on Mr. Fuente Paramo, as shown below:

Hold Agency ID
Bond Amount 000
Charge ILLEGAL ALIEN
Warrant Number DAL1511000
Magistrate

Remark HF IMMIGRATION

The immigration hold is evidence of the fact that ICE sent a detainer to Dallas County for Mr.
Fuente Paramo, requesting that Dallas County detain Mr. Fuente Paramo after he otherwise
would be released for transfer to ICE. Mr. Fuente Paramo was convicted and received a sus-
pended sentence. But Mr. Fuente Paramo was not immediately released from Dallas County
custody, even though Dallas County no longer had probable cause to hold him for his original
purported criminal offense. Instead, Dallas County maintained custody over Mr. Fuente Par-
amo for transfer to ICE. Dallas County thus overdetained Mr. Fuente Paramo for transfer to
ICE. Mr. Fuente Paramo knew of no hold that might justify further detention besides the im-

migration hold. This is evidence of the fact that (i) Dallas County did not have probable cause
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of a criminal offense from another county or state, and (ii) Dallas County held Mr. Fuente
Paramo due to that immigration hold, and ultimately because of ICE’s request for Dallas
County to detain Mr. Fuente Paramo. Mr. Fuente Paramo does not have a copy of the detainer
that ICE sent Dallas County. Mr. Fuente Paramo nevertheless claims, as a fact, that the detainer
does not indicate that Mr. Fuente Paramo had committed or was committing a crime. The
form used by ICE generally indicates civil immigration violations, not criminal violations. Fur-
ther, Mr. Fuente Paramo had not been charged or convicted of an immigration crime, and was
not guilty of an immigration crime. In particular, Mr. Fuente PAramo was innocent of any of
the following immigration crimes: bringing in and harboring aliens (8 U.S.C. § 1324); unlaw-
ful employment of aliens (8 U.S.C. § 1324a); willful failure to disclose role as document pre-
parer (8 U.S.C. § 1324c(e)(1)); improper entry (8 U.S.C. § 1325(a)); marriage fraud (8 U.S.C.
§ 1325(c)); immigration-related entrepreneurship fraud (8 U.S.C. § 1325(d)); illegal reentry
(8 U.S.C. § 1326); aiding or assisting certain aliens to enter (8 U.S.C. § 1327); and importation
of alien for immoral purpose (8 U.S.C. § 1328). Mr. Fuente Paramo’s claimed innocence of
these crimes is evidence of the fact that the detainer used by ICE did not show probable cause
of a criminal violation. Further, the detainer is based on information contained in the IDENT
database, see supra 99 9-10. Because Mr. Fuente Paramo had not been charged with an immi-
gration crime, convicted of an immigration crime, or guilty of an immigration crime, Mr.
Fuente Paramo claims as fact that there is nothing in the IDENT database that would indicate
that Mr. Fuente Pdramo had committed or was committing a crime. Because nothing in the
IDENT database indicated that Mr. Fuente PAramo had committed or was committing a crime,
the detainer provided by ICE to Dallas County did not show that Mr. Fuente Pd&ramo had com-

mitted or was committing a crime. Based on this evidence, Mr. Fuente Paramo claims as fact
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that Dallas County overdetained him solely based on an ICE detainer, and that the ICE detainer
did not indicate that Mr. Fuente Pdramo had committed or was committing a crime. Thus,
Dallas County held Mr. Fuente Paramo for transfer to ICE without probable cause that Mr.
Fuente Paramo had committed or was committing a crime. As a result, Dallas County violated
the Fourth Amendment. Dallas County also violated the Fourth Amendment by holding the
Plaintiff on a detainer without the oversight of a neutral magistrate.

91.  Overdetention of Abel Hernandez. After he was arrested, an immigration hold

was placed on Mr. Hernandez, as shown below:

Kod  Agoasy i
Band Ameunt 000
Change LADGALIALIEN
Waeraet Nembar 32052210
Ma letrwie

Rermark  HWF LS 'WMISRATION ACE,

The immigration hold is evidence of the fact that ICE sent a detainer to Dallas County for Mr.
Hernandez, requesting that Dallas County detain Mr. Hernandez after he otherwise would be
released for transfer to ICE. Dallas County dismissed the charges against Mr. Hernandez, pre-

trial, as shown below:
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Despite the dismissal of the charges, Mr. Hernandez was not immediately released from Dallas
County custody, even though Dallas County no longer had probable cause to hold him for his
original purported criminal offense. Instead, Dallas County maintained custody over Mr. Her-
nandez for transfer to ICE. Dallas County thus overdetained Mr. Hernandez for transfer to ICE.
The only hold listed in Mr. Hernandez’s file is the immigration hold. This is evidence of the
fact that (i) Dallas County did not have probable cause of a criminal offense from another
county or state, and (ii) Dallas County held Mr. Hernandez due to that immigration hold, and
ultimately because of ICE’s request for Dallas County to detain Mr. Hernandez. Mr. Hernandez
does not have a copy of the detainer that ICE sent Dallas County. Mr. Hernandez nevertheless
claims, as a fact, that the detainer does not indicate that Mr. Hernandez had committed or
was committing a crime. The form used by ICE generally indicates civil immigration violations,
not criminal violations. Further, Mr. Hernandez had not been charged or convicted of an im-
migration crime, and was not guilty of an immigration crime. In particular, Mr. Hernandez
was innocent of any of the following immigration crimes: bringing in and harboring aliens (8
U.S.C. § 1324); unlawful employment of aliens (8 U.S.C. § 1324a); willful failure to disclose
role as document preparer (8 U.S.C. § 1324c(e)(1)); improper entry (8 U.S.C. § 1325(a));
marriage fraud (8 U.S.C. § 1325(c)); immigration-related entrepreneurship fraud (8 U.S.C. §
1325(d)); illegal reentry (8 U.S.C. § 1326); aiding or assisting certain aliens to enter (8 U.S.C.
§ 1327); and importation of alien for immoral purpose (8 U.S.C. § 1328). Mr. Hernandez’s
claimed innocence of these crimes is evidence of the fact that the detainer used by ICE did not
show probable cause of a criminal violation. Further, the detainer is based on information

contained in the IDENT database, see supra 99 9-10. Because Mr. Hernandez had not been
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charged with an immigration crime, convicted of an immigration crime, or guilty of an immi-
gration crime, Mr. Hernandez claims as fact that there is nothing in the IDENT database that
would indicate that Mr. Hernandez had committed or was committing a crime. Because noth-
ing in the IDENT database indicated that Mr. Hernandez had committed or was committing a
crime, the detainer provided by ICE to Dallas County did not show that Mr. Hernandez had
committed or was committing a crime. Based on this evidence, Mr. Hernandez claims as fact
that Dallas County overdetained him solely based on an ICE detainer, and that the ICE detainer
did not indicate that Mr. Hernandez had committed or was committing a crime. Thus, Dallas
County held Mr. Hernandez for transfer to ICE without probable cause that Mr. Hernandez
had committed or was committing a crime. As a result, Dallas County violated the Fourth
Amendment. Dallas County also violated the Fourth Amendment by holding the Plaintiff on a
detainer without the oversight of a neutral magistrate.

92.  Overdetention of Salvador Jauregui. After he was arrested, an immigration

hold was placed on Mr. Jauregui, as shown below:

Hold Agency ID
Bond Amount 000
Charge ILLEGAL ALIEN
Warrand Numbee 353874343
Magutrate

Remark A% INS
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The immigration hold is evidence of the fact that ICE sent a detainer to Dallas County for Mr.
Jauregui, requesting that Dallas County detain Mr. Jauregui after he otherwise would be re-
leased for transfer to ICE. Dallas County dismissed the charges against Mr. Jauregui, pre-trial,

as shown below:
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Despite the dismissal of the charges, Mr. Jauregui was not immediately released from Dallas
County custody, even though Dallas County no longer had probable cause to hold him for his
original purported criminal offense. Instead, Dallas County maintained custody over Mr. Jau-
regui for transfer to ICE. Dallas County thus overdetained Mr. Jauregui for transfer to ICE. The
only hold listed in Mr. Jauregui’s file is the immigration hold. This is evidence of the fact that
(i) Dallas County did not have probable cause of a criminal offense from another county or
state, and (ii) Dallas County held Mr. Jauregui due to that immigration hold, and ultimately
because of ICE’s request for Dallas County to detain Mr. Jauregui. Mr. Jauregui does not have
a copy of the detainer that ICE sent Dallas County. Mr. Jauregui nevertheless claims, as a fact,
that the detainer does not indicate that Mr. Jauregui had committed or was committing a
crime. The form used by ICE generally indicates civil immigration violations, not criminal vi-
olations. Further, Mr. Jauregui had not been charged or convicted of an immigration crime,
and was not guilty of an immigration crime. In particular, Mr. Jauregui was innocent of any
of the following immigration crimes: bringing in and harboring aliens (8 U.S.C. § 1324); un-
lawful employment of aliens (8 U.S.C. § 1324a); willful failure to disclose role as document
preparer (8 U.S.C. § 1324c(e)(1)); improper entry (8 U.S.C. § 1325(a)); marriage fraud (8
U.S.C. § 1325(c)); immigration-related entrepreneurship fraud (8 U.S.C. § 1325(d)); illegal
reentry (8 U.S.C. § 1326); aiding or assisting certain aliens to enter (8 U.S.C. § 1327); and
importation of alien for immoral purpose (8 U.S.C. § 1328). Mr. Jauregui’s claimed innocence
of these crimes is evidence of the fact that the detainer used by ICE did not show probable
cause of a criminal violation. Further, the detainer is based on information contained in the

IDENT database, see supra 99 9-10. Because Mr. Jauregui had not been charged with an immi-
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gration crime, convicted of an immigration crime, or guilty of an immigration crime, Mr. Jau-
regui claims as fact that there is nothing in the IDENT database that would indicate that Mr.
Jauregui had committed or was committing a crime. Because nothing in the IDENT database
indicated that Mr. Jauregui had committed or was committing a crime, the detainer provided
by ICE to Dallas County did not show that Mr. Jauregui had committed or was committing a
crime. Based on this evidence, Mr. Jauregui claims as fact that Dallas County overdetained
him solely based on an ICE detainer, and that the ICE detainer did not indicate that Mr. Jau-
regui had committed or was committing a crime. Thus, Dallas County held Mr. Jauregui for
transfer to ICE without probable cause that Mr. Jauregui had committed or was committing a
crime. As a result, Dallas County violated the Fourth Amendment. Dallas County also violated
the Fourth Amendment by holding the Plaintiff on a detainer without the oversight of a neutral
magistrate.

93.  Overdetention of Julio Loera. After he was arrested, an immigration hold was

placed on Mr. Loera, as shown below:

Hold Agency ID
Bond Amount 000
Charge ILLEGAL ALIEN
Warrant Number 1501001118
Maglistrate

Remark H/F INS NO BOND

The immigration hold is evidence of the fact that ICE sent a detainer to Dallas County for Mr.

Loera, requesting that Dallas County detain Mr. Loera after he otherwise would be released

92



Case 3:15-cv-03481-S Document 80 Filed 06/16/17 Page 93 of 390 PagelD 1732

for transfer to ICE. Mr. Loera entered a plea bargain that included deferred adjudication and

probation:

[ Findings on 1" Enhancoment Fingings on @
Paragraph: N/A Enhascemont/Habitual Paragoaph; N/A

ADJUDICATION OF GUILT DEFERRED;
DEFENDANT PLACED ON COMMUNITY SUPERVISION.
PERIOD OF COMMUNITY SUPERVISION: 5 YEARS
= ava 1 AGENCY/AGENT

Despite receiving no jail time, Mr. Loera was not immediately released from Dallas County
custody, even though Dallas County no longer had probable cause to hold him for his original
purported criminal offenses. Instead, Dallas County maintained custody over Mr. Loera for
transfer to ICE. Dallas County thus overdetained Mr. Loera for transfer to ICE. The only hold
listed in Mr. Loera’s file is the immigration hold. This is evidence of the fact that (i) Dallas
County did not have probable cause of a criminal offense from another county or state, and
(ii) Dallas County held Mr. Loera due to that immigration hold, and ultimately because of
ICE’s request for Dallas County to detain Mr. Loera. Mr. Loera does not have a copy of the
detainer that ICE sent Dallas County. Mr. Loera nevertheless claims, as a fact, that the detainer
does not indicate that Mr. Loera had committed or was committing a crime. The form used by
ICE generally indicates civil immigration violations, not criminal violations. Further, Mr. Loera
had not been charged or convicted of an immigration crime, and was not guilty of an immi-
gration crime. In particular, Mr. Loera was innocent of any of the following immigration
crimes: bringing in and harboring aliens (8 U.S.C. § 1324); unlawful employment of aliens (8
U.S.C. § 1324a); willful failure to disclose role as document preparer (8 U.S.C. § 1324c(e)(1));
improper entry (8 U.S.C. § 1325(a)); marriage fraud (8 U.S.C. § 1325(c)); immigration-re-

lated entrepreneurship fraud (8 U.S.C. § 1325(d)); illegal reentry (8 U.S.C. § 1326); aiding or
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assisting certain aliens to enter (8 U.S.C. § 1327); and importation of alien for immoral pur-
pose (8 U.S.C. § 1328). Mr. Loera’s claimed innocence of these crimes is evidence of the fact
that the detainer used by ICE did not show probable cause of a criminal violation. Further, the
detainer is based on information contained in the IDENT database, see supra 99 9-10. Because
Mr. Loera had not been charged with an immigration crime, convicted of an immigration
crime, or guilty of an immigration crime, Mr. Loera claims as fact that there is nothing in the
IDENT database that would indicate that Mr. Loera had committed or was committing a crime.
Because nothing in the IDENT database indicated that Mr. Loera had committed or was com-
mitting a crime, the detainer provided by ICE to Dallas County did not show that Mr. Loera
had committed or was committing a crime. Based on this evidence, Mr. Loera claims as fact
that Dallas County overdetained him solely based on an ICE detainer, and that the ICE detainer
did not indicate that Mr. Loera had committed or was committing a crime. Thus, Dallas County
held Mr. Loera for transfer to ICE without probable cause that Mr. Loera had committed or
was committing a crime. As a result, Dallas County violated the Fourth Amendment. Dallas
County also violated the Fourth Amendment by holding the Plaintiff on a detainer without the
oversight of a neutral magistrate.

94.  Overdetention of Arturo Mufioz Martinez. After he was arrested, an immigra-

tion hold was placed on Mr. Mufioz Martinez, as shown below:

94



Case 3:15-cv-03481-S Document 80 Filed 06/16/17 Page 95 of 390 PagelD 1734

Bond Ameumt 00
Charge LLEQAL ALIEN
Warrant Nember DAL 1512000
Mogistrate

Remark *F IMAVGRATION

The immigration hold is evidence of the fact that ICE sent a detainer to Dallas County for Mr.
Muiioz Martinez, requesting that Dallas County detain Mr. Mufioz Martinez after he otherwise
would be released for transfer to ICE. Mr. Mufioz Martinez entered a plea bargain that in-

cluded 7 years deferred community supervision, in lieu of confinement:

State’s recommendation:

Agreed sentence:

| |Confinementin [ ] penitentiary [ | state jail [ | county jail for [ Jyears [ | months | | days

[ | Post-conviction community supervision, confinement prabated for [ ]years | | months [ ]days
Y2 Deferred community supervision for 3 [yevears | Imonths [ | days

{}Lﬂneofs gﬁ(& [ ]tabepaid| ]tobe probated

Despite receiving no jail time, Mr. Mufloz Martinez was not immediately released from Dallas
County custody, even though Dallas County no longer had probable cause to hold him for his
original purported criminal offenses. Instead, Dallas County maintained custody over Mr.
Muiioz Martinez for transfer to ICE. Dallas County thus overdetained Mr. Mufioz Martinez for
transfer to ICE. The only hold listed in Mr. Mufioz Martinez’s file is the immigration hold. This
is evidence of the fact that (i) Dallas County did not have probable cause of a criminal offense
from another county or state, and (ii) Dallas County held Mr. Mufioz Martinez due to that
immigration hold, and ultimately because of ICE’s request for Dallas County to detain Mr.

Muiioz Martinez. Mr. Mufioz Martinez does not have a copy of the detainer that ICE sent Dallas
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County. Mr. Muioz Martinez nevertheless claims, as a fact, that the detainer does not indicate
that Mr. Muiloz Martinez had committed or was committing a crime. The form used by ICE
generally indicates civil immigration violations, not criminal violations. Further, Mr. Mufioz
Martinez had not been charged or convicted of an immigration crime, and was not guilty of
an immigration crime. In particular, Mr. Mufioz Martinez was innocent of any of the following
immigration crimes: bringing in and harboring aliens (8 U.S.C. § 1324); unlawful employment
of aliens (8 U.S.C. § 1324a); willful failure to disclose role as document preparer (8 U.S.C. §
1324c(e)(1)); improper entry (8 U.S.C. § 1325(a)); marriage fraud (8 U.S.C. § 1325(c)); im-
migration-related entrepreneurship fraud (8 U.S.C. § 1325(d)); illegal reentry (8 U.S.C. §
1326); aiding or assisting certain aliens to enter (8 U.S.C. § 1327); and importation of alien
for immoral purpose (8 U.S.C. § 1328). Mr. Mufioz Martinez’s claimed innocence of these
crimes is evidence of the fact that the detainer used by ICE did not show probable cause of a
criminal violation. Further, the detainer is based on information contained in the IDENT data-
base, see supra 99 9-10. Because Mr. Mufioz Martinez had not been charged with an immigra-
tion crime, convicted of an immigration crime, or guilty of an immigration crime, Mr. Mufioz
Martinez claims as fact that there is nothing in the IDENT database that would indicate that
Mr. Mufioz Martinez had committed or was committing a crime. Because nothing in the IDENT
database indicated that Mr. Mufioz Martinez had committed or was committing a crime, the
detainer provided by ICE to Dallas County did not show that Mr. Mufioz Martinez had com-
mitted or was committing a crime. Based on this evidence, Mr. Mufioz Martinez claims as fact
that Dallas County overdetained him solely based on an ICE detainer, and that the ICE detainer
did not indicate that Mr. Mufioz Martinez had committed or was committing a crime. Thus,

Dallas County held Mr. Muiloz Martinez for transfer to ICE without probable cause that Mr.
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Mufioz Martinez had committed or was committing a crime. As a result, Dallas County violated
the Fourth Amendment. Dallas County also violated the Fourth Amendment by holding the
Plaintiff on a detainer without the oversight of a neutral magistrate.

95. Overdetention of Alberto Sanchez Chavez. After he was arrested, an immi-

gration hold was placed on Mr. Sanchez Chavez, as shown below:

Charge NLEGAL ALIEN
Warrant Number 2S48
Maghstrate

Remark H¥F INMIGRATION

The immigration hold is evidence of the fact that ICE sent a detainer to Dallas County for Mr.
Sanchez Chavez, requesting that Dallas County detain Mr. Sanchez Chavez after he otherwise
would be released for transfer to ICE. Mr. Sanchez Chavez received a sixty-day sentence in

Dallas County Jail.

Date Sentence Imposed:  1/8/2016 Dats Sentence to Commence:  1/6/2018

Punish t and P}
of onment a0 PI3 g0 DAYS COUNTY JAIL
THIS SENTENCE SHALL RUN CONCURRENTLY.

After he served his sentence, Mr. Sanchez Chavez was not immediately released from Dallas
County custody, even though Dallas County no longer had probable cause to hold him for his
original purported criminal offenses. Instead, Dallas County maintained custody over Mr.
Sanchez Chavez for transfer to ICE. Dallas County thus overdetained Mr. Sanchez Chavez for
transfer to ICE. The only hold listed in Mr. Sanchez Chavez’s file is the immigration hold. This

is evidence of the fact that (i) Dallas County did not have probable cause of a criminal offense
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from another county or state, and (ii) Dallas County held Mr. Sanchez Chavez due to that
immigration hold, and ultimately because of ICE’s request for Dallas County to detain Mr.
Sanchez Chavez. Mr. Sanchez Chavez does not have a copy of the detainer that ICE sent Dallas
County. Mr. Sanchez Chavez nevertheless claims, as a fact, that the detainer does not indicate
that Mr. Sanchez Chavez had committed or was committing a crime. The form used by ICE
generally indicates civil immigration violations, not criminal violations. Further, Mr. Sanchez
Chavez had not been charged or convicted of an immigration crime, and was not guilty of an
immigration crime. In particular, Mr. Sanchez Chavez was innocent of any of the following
immigration crimes: bringing in and harboring aliens (8 U.S.C. § 1324); unlawful employment
of aliens (8 U.S.C. § 1324a); willful failure to disclose role as document preparer (8 U.S.C. §
1324c(e)(1)); improper entry (8 U.S.C. § 1325(a)); marriage fraud (8 U.S.C. § 1325(c)); im-
migration-related entrepreneurship fraud (8 U.S.C. § 1325(d)); illegal reentry (8 U.S.C. §
1326); aiding or assisting certain aliens to enter (8 U.S.C. § 1327); and importation of alien
for immoral purpose (8 U.S.C. § 1328). Mr. Sanchez Chavez’s claimed innocence of these
crimes is evidence of the fact that the detainer used by ICE did not show probable cause of a
criminal violation. Further, the detainer is based on information contained in the IDENT data-
base, see supra 919 9-10. Because Mr. Sanchez Chavez had not been charged with an immigra-
tion crime, convicted of an immigration crime, or guilty of an immigration crime, Mr. Sanchez
Chavez claims as fact that there is nothing in the IDENT database that would indicate that Mr.
Sanchez Chavez had committed or was committing a crime. Because nothing in the IDENT
database indicated that Mr. Sanchez Chavez had committed or was committing a crime, the
detainer provided by ICE to Dallas County did not show that Mr. Sanchez Chavez had com-

mitted or was committing a crime. Based on this evidence, Mr. Sanchez Chavez claims as fact
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that Dallas County overdetained him solely based on an ICE detainer, and that the ICE detainer
did not indicate that Mr. Sanchez Chavez had committed or was committing a crime. Thus,
Dallas County held Mr. Sanchez Chavez for transfer to ICE without probable cause that Mr.
Sanchez Chavez had committed or was committing a crime. As a result, Dallas County violated
the Fourth Amendment. Dallas County also violated the Fourth Amendment by holding the
Plaintiff on a detainer without the oversight of a neutral magistrate.

96.  Overdetention of Abraham Santana. After he was arrested, an immigration

hold was placed on Mr. Santana, as shown below:
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The immigration hold is evidence of the fact that ICE sent a detainer to Dallas County for Mr.
Santana, requesting that Dallas County detain Mr. Santana after he otherwise would be re-
leased for transfer to ICE. Mr. Santana received an order of deferred adjudication, and was

placed on community supervision for five years:

INTHA SUDRIEHMENUTISUITRET Taragrapins INTFL
ADJUDICATION OF GUILT DEFERRED;
DEFENDANT PLACED ON COMMUNITY SUPERVISION,
PERIOD OF COMMUNITY SUPERVISION: 6 YEARS
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Even though he was not sentenced to further jail time, Mr. Santana was not immediately re-
leased from Dallas County custody, even though Dallas County no longer had probable cause

to hold him for his original purported criminal offenses. Instead, Dallas County maintained
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custody over Mr. Santana for transfer to ICE. Dallas County thus overdetained Mr. Santana for
transfer to ICE. Mr. Santana knew of no hold that might justify further detention besides the
immigration hold. This is evidence of the fact that (i) Dallas County did not have probable
cause of a criminal offense from another county or state, and (ii) Dallas County held Mr. San-
tana due to that immigration hold, and ultimately because of ICE’s request for Dallas County
to detain Mr. Santana. Mr. Santana does not have a copy of the detainer that ICE sent Dallas
County. Mr. Santana nevertheless claims, as a fact, that the detainer does not indicate that Mr.
Santana had committed or was committing a crime. The form used by ICE generally indicates
civil immigration violations, not criminal violations. Further, Mr. Santana had not been
charged or convicted of an immigration crime, and was not guilty of an immigration crime. In
particular, Mr. Santana was innocent of any of the following immigration crimes: bringing in
and harboring aliens (8 U.S.C. § 1324); unlawful employment of aliens (8 U.S.C. § 1324a);
willful failure to disclose role as document preparer (8 U.S.C. § 1324c(e)(1)); improper entry
(8 U.S.C. § 1325(a)); marriage fraud (8 U.S.C. § 1325(c)); immigration-related entrepreneur-
ship fraud (8 U.S.C. § 1325(d)); illegal reentry (8 U.S.C. § 1326); aiding or assisting certain
aliens to enter (8 U.S.C. § 1327); and importation of alien for immoral purpose (8 U.S.C. §
1328). Mr. Santana’s claimed innocence of these crimes is evidence of the fact that the detainer
used by ICE did not show probable cause of a criminal violation. Further, the detainer is based
on information contained in the IDENT database, see supra 99 9-10. Because Mr. Santana had
not been charged with an immigration crime, convicted of an immigration crime, or guilty of
an immigration crime, Mr. Santana claims as fact that there is nothing in the IDENT database
that would indicate that Mr. Santana had committed or was committing a crime. Because

nothing in the IDENT database indicated that Mr. Santana had committed or was committing
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a crime, the detainer provided by ICE to Dallas County did not show that Mr. Santana had
committed or was committing a crime. Based on this evidence, Mr. Santana claims as fact that
Dallas County overdetained him solely based on an ICE detainer, and that the ICE detainer
did not indicate that Mr. Santana had committed or was committing a crime. Thus, Dallas
County held Mr. Santana for transfer to ICE without probable cause that Mr. Santana had
committed or was committing a crime. As a result, Dallas County violated the Fourth Amend-
ment. Dallas County also violated the Fourth Amendment by holding the Plaintiff on a detainer
without the oversight of a neutral magistrate.

97.  Overdetention of Jorge Marrufo. After he was arrested, an immigration hold

was placed on Mr. Marrufo, as shown below:
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The immigration hold is evidence of the fact that ICE sent a detainer to Dallas County for Mr.
Marrufo, requesting that Dallas County detain Mr. Marrufo after he otherwise would be re-
leased for transfer to ICE. Mr. Marrufo pleaded guilty to a class A misdemeanor, and was
sentenced to less time than he had already served in Dallas County Jail. Although he was not
sentenced to further jail time, Mr. Marrufo was not immediately released from Dallas County
custody, even though Dallas County no longer had probable cause to hold him for his original
purported criminal offenses. Instead, Dallas County maintained custody over Mr. Marrufo for
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transfer to ICE. Dallas County thus overdetained Mr. Marrufo for transfer to ICE. Mr. Marrufo
knew of no hold that might justify further detention besides the immigration hold. This is
evidence of the fact that (i) Dallas County did not have probable cause of a criminal offense
from another county or state, and (ii) Dallas County held Mr. Marrufo due to that immigration
hold, and ultimately because of ICE’s request for Dallas County to detain Mr. Marrufo. Mr.
Marrufo does not have a copy of the detainer that ICE sent Dallas County. Mr. Marrufo never-
theless claims, as a fact, that the detainer does not indicate that Mr. Marrufo had committed
or was committing a crime. The form used by ICE generally indicates civil immigration viola-
tions, not criminal violations. Further, Mr. Marrufo had not been charged or convicted of an
immigration crime, and was not guilty of an immigration crime. In particular, Mr. Marrufo
was innocent of any of the following immigration crimes: bringing in and harboring aliens (8
U.S.C. § 1324); unlawful employment of aliens (8 U.S.C. § 1324a); willful failure to disclose
role as document preparer (8 U.S.C. § 1324c(e)(1)); improper entry (8 U.S.C. § 1325(a));
marriage fraud (8 U.S.C. § 1325(c)); immigration-related entrepreneurship fraud (8 U.S.C. §
1325(d)); illegal reentry (8 U.S.C. § 1326); aiding or assisting certain aliens to enter (8 U.S.C.
§ 1327); and importation of alien for immoral purpose (8 U.S.C. § 1328). Mr. Marrufo’s
claimed innocence of these crimes is evidence of the fact that the detainer used by ICE did not
show probable cause of a criminal violation. Further, the detainer is based on information
contained in the IDENT database, see supra 99 9-10. Because Mr. Marrufo had not been
charged with an immigration crime, convicted of an immigration crime, or guilty of an immi-
gration crime, Mr. Marrufo claims as fact that there is nothing in the IDENT database that
would indicate that Mr. Marrufo had committed or was committing a crime. Because nothing

in the IDENT database indicated that Mr. Marrufo had committed or was committing a crime,
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the detainer provided by ICE to Dallas County did not show that Mr. Marrufo had committed
or was committing a crime. Based on this evidence, Mr. Marrufo claims as fact that Dallas
County overdetained him solely based on an ICE detainer, and that the ICE detainer did not
indicate that Mr. Marrufo had committed or was committing a crime. Thus, Dallas County held
Mr. Marrufo for transfer to ICE without probable cause that Mr. Marrufo had committed or
was committing a crime. As a result, Dallas County violated the Fourth Amendment. Dallas
County also violated the Fourth Amendment by holding the Plaintiff on a detainer without the
oversight of a neutral magistrate.

98.  Overdetention of Fernando Huerta. After he was arrested, an immigration

hold was placed on Mr. Huerta, as shown below:

el Aoy D
800l Amaest 00
Charge ALEGAL ALIEMN
Waervant Number 202000422
Magmwbate

Ramatk » NS

The immigration hold is evidence of the fact that ICE sent a detainer to Dallas County for Mr.
Huerta, requesting that Dallas County detain Mr. Huerta after he otherwise would be released
for transfer to ICE. Dallas Country dropped its charges against Mr. Huerta for failure to locate

a complaining witness:
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Even after his charges were dropped, Mr. Huerta was not immediately released from Dallas
County custody, even though Dallas County no longer had probable cause to hold him for his
original purported criminal offenses. Instead, Dallas County maintained custody over Mr.
Huerta for transfer to ICE. Dallas County thus overdetained Mr. Huerta for transfer to ICE. Mr.
Huerta knew of no hold that might justify further detention besides the immigration hold. This
is evidence of the fact that (i) Dallas County did not have probable cause of a criminal offense
from another county or state, and (ii) Dallas County held Mr. Huerta due to that immigration

104



Case 3:15-cv-03481-S Document 80 Filed 06/16/17 Page 105 of 390 PagelD 1744

hold, and ultimately because of ICE’s request for Dallas County to detain Mr. Huerta. Mr.
Huerta does not have a copy of the detainer that ICE sent Dallas County. Mr. Huerta never-
theless claims, as a fact, that the detainer does not indicate that Mr. Huerta had committed or
was committing a crime. The form used by ICE generally indicates civil immigration violations,
not criminal violations. Based on this evidence, Mr. Huerta claims as fact that Dallas County
overdetained him solely based on an ICE detainer, and that the ICE detainer did not indicate
that Mr. Huerta had committed or was committing a crime. Thus, Dallas County held Mr.
Huerta for transfer to ICE without probable cause that Mr. Huerta had committed or was com-
mitting a crime. As a result, Dallas County violated the Fourth Amendment. Dallas County also
violated the Fourth Amendment by holding the Plaintiff on a detainer without the oversight
of a neutral magistrate.

99.  Overdetention of Jacinto Hernandez. After he was arrested, an immigration

hold was placed on Mr. Hernandez, as shown below:
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The immigration hold is evidence of the fact that ICE sent a detainer to Dallas County for Mr.
Hernandez, requesting that Dallas County detain Mr. Hernandez after he otherwise would be
released for transfer to ICE. Mr. Hernandez pleaded guilty to a class A misdemeanor, and was

sentenced to less time than he had already served in Dallas County Jail. Although he was not
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sentenced to further jail time, Mr. Hernandez was not immediately released from Dallas
County custody, even though Dallas County no longer had probable cause to hold him for his
original purported criminal offenses. Instead, Dallas County maintained custody over Mr. Her-
nandez for transfer to ICE. Dallas County thus overdetained Mr. Hernandez for transfer to ICE.
Mr. Hernandez knew of no hold that might justify further detention besides the immigration
hold. This is evidence of the fact that (i) Dallas County did not have probable cause of a crim-
inal offense from another county or state, and (ii) Dallas County held Mr. Hernandez due to
that immigration hold, and ultimately because of ICE’s request for Dallas County to detain Mr.
Hernandez. Mr. Hernandez does not have a copy of the detainer that ICE sent Dallas County.
Mr. Hernandez nevertheless claims, as a fact, that the detainer does not indicate that Mr.
Hernandez had committed or was committing a crime. The form used by ICE generally indi-
cates civil immigration violations, not criminal violations. Further, Mr. Hernandez had not
been charged or convicted of an immigration crime, and was not guilty of an immigration
crime. In particular, Mr. Hernandez was innocent of any of the following immigration crimes:
bringing in and harboring aliens (8 U.S.C. § 1324); unlawful employment of aliens (8 U.S.C.
§ 1324a); willful failure to disclose role as document preparer (8 U.S.C. § 1324c(e)(1)); im-
proper entry (8 U.S.C. § 1325(a)); marriage fraud (8 U.S.C. § 1325(c)); immigration-related
entrepreneurship fraud (8 U.S.C. § 1325(d)); illegal reentry (8 U.S.C. § 1326); aiding or as-
sisting certain aliens to enter (8 U.S.C. § 1327); and importation of alien for immoral purpose
(8 U.S.C. § 1328). Mr. Hernandez’s claimed innocence of these crimes is evidence of the fact
that the detainer used by ICE did not show probable cause of a criminal violation. Further, the
detainer is based on information contained in the IDENT database, see supra 99 9-10. Because

Mr. Hernandez had not been charged with an immigration crime, convicted of an immigration
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crime, or guilty of an immigration crime, Mr. Hernandez claims as fact that there is nothing in
the IDENT database that would indicate that Mr. Hernandez had committed or was commit-
ting a crime. Because nothing in the IDENT database indicated that Mr. Hernandez had com-
mitted or was committing a crime, the detainer provided by ICE to Dallas County did not show
that Mr. Hernandez had committed or was committing a crime. Based on this evidence, Mr.
Hernandez claims as fact that Dallas County overdetained him solely based on an ICE detainer,
and that the ICE detainer did not indicate that Mr. Hernandez had committed or was commit-
ting a crime. Thus, Dallas County held Mr. Hernandez for transfer to ICE without probable
cause that Mr. Hernandez had committed or was committing a crime. As a result, Dallas
County violated the Fourth Amendment. Dallas County also violated the Fourth Amendment
by holding the Plaintiff on a detainer without the oversight of a neutral magistrate.

100. Overdetention of Mario Hernandez Jasso. After he was arrested, an immigra-

tion hold was placed on Mr. Hernandez Jasso, as shown below:
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The immigration hold is evidence of the fact that ICE sent a detainer to Dallas County for Mr.

Hernandez Jasso, requesting that Dallas County detain Mr. Hernandez Jasso after he otherwise
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would be released for transfer to ICE. Dallas Country dropped its charges against Mr. Hernan-

dez Jasso for failure to locate a complaining witness:
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complaining witpess, and at this time there is no probability that the witness will become available for irial in
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(2004), the State will be unable 10 presunt 8 prima facic case without the testimany of this witness. Evenif
the State could get past a Crawford hearing, the State will be unsble to present o peima facie case withow! the
identificatian of the defendant.

WHEREFORE PREMISES CONSIDERED, the State respecyfully requasts that this casa be dismissed,

ORDER

o be heard am this the l ) day of 2016 and said
DENIED.

v Hawk
Dallas Cosery, Texus Districs Anceney of Dallas County, l'exas

Even after his charges were dropped, Mr. Hernandez Jasso was not immediately released from
Dallas County custody, even though Dallas County no longer had probable cause to hold him

for his original purported criminal offenses. Instead, Dallas County maintained custody over
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Mr. Hernandez Jasso for transfer to ICE. Dallas County thus overdetained Mr. Hernandez Jasso
for transfer to ICE. Mr. Hernandez Jasso knew of no hold that might justify further detention
besides the immigration hold. This is evidence of the fact that (i) Dallas County did not have
probable cause of a criminal offense from another county or state, and (ii) Dallas County held
Mr. Hernandez Jasso due to that immigration hold, and ultimately because of ICE’s request
for Dallas County to detain Mr. Hernandez Jasso. Mr. Hernandez Jasso does not have a copy
of the detainer that ICE sent Dallas County. Mr. Hernandez Jasso nevertheless claims, as a
fact, that the detainer does not indicate that Mr. Hernandez Jasso had committed or was com-
mitting a crime. The form used by ICE generally indicates civil immigration violations, not
criminal violations. Further, Mr. Hernandez Jasso had not been charged or convicted of an
immigration crime, and was not guilty of an immigration crime. In particular, Mr. Hernandez
Jasso was innocent of any of the following immigration crimes: bringing in and harboring
aliens (8 U.S.C. § 1324); unlawful employment of aliens (8 U.S.C. § 1324a); willful failure to
disclose role as document preparer (8 U.S.C. § 1324c(e)(1)); improper entry (8 U.S.C. §
1325(a)); marriage fraud (8 U.S.C. § 1325(c)); immigration-related entrepreneurship fraud
(8 U.S.C. § 1325(d)); illegal reentry (8 U.S.C. § 1326); aiding or assisting certain aliens to
enter (8 U.S.C. § 1327); and importation of alien for immoral purpose (8 U.S.C. § 1328). Mr.
Hernandez Jasso’s claimed innocence of these crimes is evidence of the fact that the detainer
used by ICE did not show probable cause of a criminal violation. Further, the detainer is based
on information contained in the IDENT database, see supra 99 9-10. Because Mr. Hernandez
Jasso had not been charged with an immigration crime, convicted of an immigration crime, or

guilty of an immigration crime, Mr. Hernandez Jasso claims as fact that there is nothing in the
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IDENT database that would indicate that Mr. Hernandez Jasso had committed or was commit-
ting a crime. Because nothing in the IDENT database indicated that Mr. Hernandez Jasso had
committed or was committing a crime, the detainer provided by ICE to Dallas County did not
show that Mr. Hernandez Jasso had committed or was committing a crime. Based on this
evidence, Mr. Hernandez Jasso claims as fact that Dallas County overdetained him solely based
on an ICE detainer, and that the ICE detainer did not indicate that Mr. Hernandez Jasso had
committed or was committing a crime. Thus, Dallas County held Mr. Hernandez Jasso for
transfer to ICE without probable cause that Mr. Hernandez Jasso had committed or was com-
mitting a crime. As a result, Dallas County violated the Fourth Amendment. Dallas County also
violated the Fourth Amendment by holding the Plaintiff on a detainer without the oversight
of a neutral magistrate.

101. Overdetention of Florencio Vega. After he was arrested, an immigration hold

was placed on Mr. Vega, as shown below:
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The immigration hold is evidence of the fact that ICE sent a detainer to Dallas County for Mr.
Vega, requesting that Dallas County detain Mr. Vega after he otherwise would be released for
transfer to ICE. Mr. Vega pleaded guilty to a class A misdemeanor, and was sentenced to 90
days in Dallas County Jail. After serving his sentence, Mr. Vega was not immediately released

from Dallas County custody, even though Dallas County no longer had probable cause to hold
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him for his original purported criminal offenses. Instead, Dallas County maintained custody
over Mr. Vega for transfer to ICE. Dallas County thus overdetained Mr. Vega for transfer to
ICE. Mr. Vega knew of no hold that might justify further detention besides the immigration
hold. This is evidence of the fact that (i) Dallas County did not have probable cause of a crim-
inal offense from another county or state, and (ii) Dallas County held Mr. Vega due to that
immigration hold, and ultimately because of ICE’s request for Dallas County to detain Mr.
Vega. Mr. Vega does not have a copy of the detainer that ICE sent Dallas County. Mr. Vega
nevertheless claims, as a fact, that the detainer does not indicate that Mr. Vega had committed
or was committing a crime. The form used by ICE generally indicates civil immigration viola-
tions, not criminal violations. Further, Mr. Vega had not been charged or convicted of an im-
migration crime, and was not guilty of an immigration crime. In particular, Mr. Vega was
innocent of any of the following immigration crimes: bringing in and harboring aliens (8 U.S.C.
§ 1324); unlawful employment of aliens (8 U.S.C. § 1324a); willful failure to disclose role as
document preparer (8 U.S.C. § 1324c(e)(1)); improper entry (8 U.S.C. § 1325(a)); marriage
fraud (8 U.S.C. § 1325(c)); immigration-related entrepreneurship fraud (8 U.S.C. § 1325(d));
illegal reentry (8 U.S.C. § 1326); aiding or assisting certain aliens to enter (8 U.S.C. § 1327);
and importation of alien for immoral purpose (8 U.S.C. § 1328). Mr. Vega’s claimed innocence
of these crimes is evidence of the fact that the detainer used by ICE did not show probable
cause of a criminal violation. Further, the detainer is based on information contained in the
IDENT database, see supra 19 9-10. Because Mr. Vega had not been charged with an immigra-
tion crime, convicted of an immigration crime, or guilty of an immigration crime, Mr. Vega
claims as fact that there is nothing in the IDENT database that would indicate that Mr. Vega

had committed or was committing a crime. Because nothing in the IDENT database indicated
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that Mr. Vega had committed or was committing a crime, the detainer provided by ICE to
Dallas County did not show that Mr. Vega had committed or was committing a crime. Based
on this evidence, Mr. Vega claims as fact that Dallas County overdetained him solely based on
an ICE detainer, and that the ICE detainer did not indicate that Mr. Vega had committed or
was committing a crime. Thus, Dallas County held Mr. Vega for transfer to ICE without prob-
able cause that Mr. Vega had committed or was committing a crime. As a result, Dallas County
violated the Fourth Amendment. Dallas County also violated the Fourth Amendment by hold-
ing the Plaintiff on a detainer without the oversight of a neutral magistrate.

102. Overdetention of Jesus Padilla. After he was arrested, an immigration hold

was placed on Mr. Padilla, as shown below:
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The immigration hold is evidence of the fact that ICE sent a detainer to Dallas County for Mr.
Padilla, requesting that Dallas County detain Mr. Padilla after he otherwise would be released
for transfer to ICE. Mr. Padilla’s charges were no-billed, and thus were not brought to trial, as

shown by the following entry from his file:

02 PADILLA JESUS ORTEGA (defendant_detail. do?In=02) wM 091777 F-1620069 FP BURG HAB NBIL (disp_codes jsp)

Although Mr. Padilla’s charges were no-billed, Mr. Padilla was not immediately released from
Dallas County custody, even though Dallas County no longer had probable cause to hold him

for his original purported criminal offenses. Instead, Dallas County maintained custody over
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Mr. Padilla for transfer to ICE. Dallas County thus overdetained Mr. Padilla for transfer to ICE.
Mr. Padilla knew of no hold that might justify further detention besides the immigration hold.
This is evidence of the fact that (i) Dallas County did not have probable cause of a criminal
offense from another county or state, and (ii) Dallas County held Mr. Padilla due to that im-
migration hold, and ultimately because of ICE’s request for Dallas County to detain Mr. Padilla.
Mr. Padilla does not have a copy of the detainer that ICE sent Dallas County. Mr. Padilla nev-
ertheless claims, as a fact, that the detainer does not indicate that Mr. Padilla had committed
or was committing a crime. The form used by ICE generally indicates civil immigration viola-
tions, not criminal violations. Further, Mr. Padilla had not been charged or convicted of an
immigration crime, and was not guilty of an immigration crime. In particular, Mr. Padilla was
innocent of any of the following immigration crimes: bringing in and harboring aliens (8 U.S.C.
§ 1324); unlawful employment of aliens (8 U.S.C. § 1324a); willful failure to disclose role as
document preparer (8 U.S.C. § 1324c(e)(1)); improper entry (8 U.S.C. § 1325(a)); marriage
fraud (8 U.S.C. § 1325(c)); immigration-related entrepreneurship fraud (8 U.S.C. § 1325(d));
illegal reentry (8 U.S.C. § 1326); aiding or assisting certain aliens to enter (8 U.S.C. § 1327);
and importation of alien for immoral purpose (8 U.S.C. § 1328). Mr. Padilla’s claimed inno-
cence of these crimes is evidence of the fact that the detainer used by ICE did not show prob-
able cause of a criminal violation. Further, the detainer is based on information contained in
the IDENT database, see supra 919 9-10. Because Mr. Padilla had not been charged with an
immigration crime, convicted of an immigration crime, or guilty of an immigration crime, Mr.
Padilla claims as fact that there is nothing in the IDENT database that would indicate that Mr.
Padilla had committed or was committing a crime. Because nothing in the IDENT database

indicated that Mr. Padilla had committed or was committing a crime, the detainer provided
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by ICE to Dallas County did not show that Mr. Padilla had committed or was committing a
crime. Based on this evidence, Mr. Padilla claims as fact that Dallas County overdetained him
solely based on an ICE detainer, and that the ICE detainer did not indicate that Mr. Padilla
had committed or was committing a crime. Thus, Dallas County held Mr. Padilla for transfer
to ICE without probable cause that Mr. Padilla had committed or was committing a crime. As
aresult, Dallas County violated the Fourth Amendment. Dallas County also violated the Fourth
Amendment by holding the Plaintiff on a detainer without the oversight of a neutral magis-
trate.

DALLAS COUNTY DENIED PLAINTIFFS PRE-TRIAL RELEASE BASED ON AN ICE DETAINER

103. As described earlier, Plaintiffs claim the fact that Dallas County refuses imme-
diate release on bond for any detainee with an immigration hold. More particularly, Dallas
County denied pre-trial release to the Plaintiffs listed below.

104. Dallas County abridged, in two ways, Plaintiffs’ freedom from pretrial detention
protected by the Fourth and Fourteenth Amendments to the United States Constitution. First,
Dallas County’s practice of refusing to allow bond for individuals with immigration holds di-
rectly results in unconstitutional pretrial detention. Dallas County and Sheriff Valdez are re-
sponsible for the County’s policy of refusing to allow bond for individuals with immigration
holds, and are thus responsible for this constitutional violation. Second, even if Dallas County
accepts the bond, because Dallas County has a policy and practice of wrongfully detaining
individuals with immigration holds for ICE on request (e.g., in violation of Texas statutes, the
Texas Constitution, and the United States Constitution), Dallas County denies immediate re-
lease on bond, indirectly resulting in unconstitutional pretrial detention. Dallas County and

Sheriff Valdez are responsible for the County’s policy of detaining individuals subject to an
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immigration hold, even after those individuals are otherwise cleared for release, and are thus
responsible for this constitutional violation.

105. Each of the Plaintiffs listed below either (i) posted bond and was denied pre-
trial release due to an ICE detainer, or (ii) did not attempt to post bond because he believed
that doing so would be futile, as a result of Dallas County’s policies and practices explained
above. In particular, Plaintiffs claim as fact that, under Dallas County’s policies and practices,
if a detainee with an immigration hold were to pay bond, either (i) Dallas County would hold
the detainee (ostensibly for less than 48 hours) for transfer to ICE (as described above), or (ii)
on request from ICE, Mr. Bruner would ask a Dallas County Assistant District Attorney to notify
the Court that the bond was insufficient, so that Dallas County could maintain custody over
the detainee. See supra 99 37-45. As explained supra, Dallas County’s policies and practices are
widely known by immigration attorneys, criminal attorneys, judges, and the community. See
supra 99 46-47.

106. Plaintiffs claim as fact that immigration attorneys, criminal attorneys, judges,
the community, and the Plaintiffs identified below, knew that Dallas County never afforded
immediate release on bond for those with immigration holds and ICE detainers (during the
time period at issue in this lawsuit). Because Dallas County set up a system where those with
immigration holds and ICE detainers could not receive immediate release on bond, Dallas
County cannot claim surprise when most detainees with immigration holds or ICE detainers
do not waste the time or money to secure bond in a futile effort to obtain immediate release.

107. Refusal of Pre-trial Release for Arturo Mercado. After he was arrested, an

immigration hold was placed on Mr. Mercado, as shown below:
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Hold Agency 1D
Bond Amount 0,00
Charge ILLEGAL/ALIEN
Warrant Number 1502001020

Magistrate
Remark H/F INS IMMIGRAITON

ICE sent Dallas County a detainer for this plaintiff, but that detainer did not show probable
cause of a separate criminal offense or felony. See Ex. A at Al. Bail was nominally set for Mr.
Mercado in February 2015, showing that Mr. Mercado was eligible for pretrial release. Mr.
Mercado did not attempt to pay bond because he believed it was futile to do so. It was well
known that Dallas County refused immediate release on bond for any detainee with an immi-
gration hold, and Mr. Mercado knew that he had an immigration hold. But for Dallas County’s
practices of refusing immediate release on bond for any detainee with an immigration hold,
Mr. Mercado could have and would have secured a bond to ensure pretrial release. Dallas
County’s practice of refusing immediate release on bond to individuals with immigration holds
resulted in pretrial detention. If Dallas County had allowed Mr. Mercado to pay bail on his
original purported criminal offense, Dallas County should have released Mr. Mercado, as Dal-
las County had no other basis to believe that Mr. Mercado had committed or was committing
a criminal offense. Thus, to further detain Mr. Mercado, Dallas County must show probable
cause of a different criminal offense. Dallas County did not have such probable cause, but
continued to detain Mr. Mercado. The fact that Dallas County did not have probable cause of
a different criminal offense is supported by evidence. The only hold listed in Mr. Mercado’s
file is the immigration hold. This is evidence of the fact that (i) Dallas County did not have
probable cause of a criminal offense from another county or state, and (ii) Dallas County held

Mr. Mercado due to that immigration hold, and ultimately because of ICE’s request for Dallas
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County to detain Mr. Mercado. The detainer, attached to this complaint, does not show prob-
able cause of a criminal offense. See Ex. A at Al. Based on this evidence, Mr. Mercado claims
as fact that Dallas County did not have probable cause of a different criminal offense, and
should not have held Mr. Mercado pretrial. Dallas County also violated the Fourth Amendment
by refusing the Plaintiff pretrial release due to a detainer issued without the oversight of a
neutral magistrate.

108. Refusal of Pre-trial Release for Pablo Carranza. After he was arrested, an

immigration hold was placed on Mr. Carranza, as shown below:

Hold Agency ID
Bond Amount 000
Charge ILLEGAL ALIEN
Warrant Number DALY505000
Magistrate

Remark HF INS

ICE sent Dallas County a detainer for this plaintiff, but that detainer did not show probable
cause of a separate criminal offense or felony. See Ex. A at A2. Bail was nominally set for Mr.
Carranza in May 2015, showing that Mr. Carranza was eligible for pretrial release. Mr. Car-
ranza did not attempt to pay bond because he believed it was futile to do so. It was well known
that Dallas County refused immediate release on bond for any detainee with an immigration
hold, and Mr. Carranza knew that he had an immigration hold. But for Dallas County’s prac-
tices of refusing immediate release on bond for any detainee with an immigration hold, Mr.
Carranza could have and would have secured a bond to ensure pretrial release. Dallas County’s

practice of refusing immediate release on bond to individuals with immigration holds resulted
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in pretrial detention. If Dallas County had allowed Mr. Carranza to pay bail on his original
purported criminal offense, Dallas County should have released Mr. Carranza, as Dallas
County had no other basis to believe that Mr. Carranza had committed or was committing a
criminal offense. Thus, to further detain Mr. Carranza, Dallas County must show probable
cause of a different criminal offense. Dallas County did not have such probable cause, but
continued to detain Mr. Carranza. The fact that Dallas County did not have probable cause of
a different criminal offense is supported by evidence. The only hold listed in Mr. Carranza’s
file is the immigration hold. This is evidence of the fact that (i) Dallas County did not have
probable cause of a criminal offense from another county or state, and (ii) Dallas County held
Mr. Carranza due to that immigration hold, and ultimately because of ICE’s request for Dallas
County to detain Mr. Carranza. The detainer, attached to this complaint, does not show prob-
able cause of a criminal offense. See Ex. A at A2. Based on this evidence, Mr. Carranza claims
as fact that Dallas County did not have probable cause of a different criminal offense, and
should not have held Mr. Carranza pretrial. Dallas County also violated the Fourth Amendment
by refusing the Plaintiff pretrial release due to a detainer issued without the oversight of a
neutral magistrate.

109. Refusal of Pre-trial Release for Sergio Diaz. After he was arrested, an immi-

gration hold was placed on Mr. Diaz, as shown below:
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Mold ‘:Ol'-ﬁ 0
gord Amount Q00

Charge ILLEGAL / ALIEN

Warred Number 1501001217
Mag strate
Remmark REL DETANER CANCELLED WF MMIGRATON

ICE sent Dallas County a detainer for this plaintiff, but that detainer did not show probable
cause of a separate criminal offense or felony. See Ex. A at A3. Bail was nominally set for Mr.
Diaz in January 2015, showing that Mr. Diaz was eligible for pretrial release. Mr. Diaz did not
attempt to pay bond because he believed it was futile to do so. It was well known that Dallas
County refused immediate release on bond for any detainee with an immigration hold, and
Mr. Diaz knew that he had an immigration hold. But for Dallas County’s practices of refusing
immediate release on bond for any detainee with an immigration hold, Mr. Diaz could have
and would have secured a bond to ensure pretrial release. In fact, after ICE withdrew the
detainer in August 2015, Dallas County allowed Mr. Diaz to pay bond, and Mr. Diaz could
only then pay bond and be released, pretrial. Dallas County’s practice of refusing immediate
release on bond to individuals with immigration holds resulted in pretrial detention. If Dallas
County had allowed Mr. Diaz to pay bail on his original purported criminal offense, Dallas
County should have released Mr. Diaz, as Dallas County had no other basis to believe that Mr.
Diaz had committed or was committing a criminal offense. Thus, to further detain Mr. Diaz,
Dallas County must show probable cause of a different criminal offense. Dallas County did not
have such probable cause, but continued to detain Mr. Diaz. The fact that Dallas County did

not have probable cause of a different criminal offense is supported by the fact that Dallas
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County did, in fact, release Mr. Diaz after Dallas County finally allowed him to pay bail, as is
his detainer, which does not show probable cause of a criminal offense. Ex. A at A3. Based on
this evidence, Mr. Diaz claims as fact that Dallas County did not have probable cause of a
different criminal offense, and should not have held Mr. Diaz pretrial. Dallas County also vio-
lated the Fourth Amendment by refusing the Plaintiff pretrial release due to a detainer issued
without the oversight of a neutral magistrate.

110. Refusal of Pre-trial Release for Jose Gutierrez. After he was arrested, an im-

migration hold was placed on Mr. Gutierrez, as shown below:

Hold Agency D
Bend Amount 000
Charge ILLEGAUALIEN
Warrant Number AO0S5035104
Magistrate

Remark HF ICE

ICE sent Dallas County a detainer for this plaintiff, but that detainer did not show probable
cause of a separate criminal offense or felony. See Ex. A at A5. Bail was nominally set for Mr.
Gutierrez in July 2015, showing that Mr. Gutierrez was eligible for pretrial release. Mr.
Gutierrez did not attempt to pay bond because he believed it was futile to do so. It was well
known that Dallas County refused immediate release on bond for any detainee with an immi-
gration hold, and Mr. Gutierrez knew that he had an immigration hold. But for Dallas County’s
practices of refusing immediate release on bond for any detainee with an immigration hold,
Mr. Gutierrez could have and would have secured a bond to ensure pretrial release. Dallas

County’s practice of refusing immediate release on bond to individuals with immigration holds
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resulted in pretrial detention. If Dallas County had allowed Mr. Gutierrez to pay bail on his
original purported criminal offense, Dallas County should have released Mr. Gutierrez, as Dal-
las County had no other basis to believe that Mr. Gutierrez had committed or was committing
a criminal offense. Thus, to further detain Mr. Gutierrez, Dallas County must show probable
cause of a different criminal offense. Dallas County did not have such probable cause, but
continued to detain Mr. Gutierrez. The fact that Dallas County did not have probable cause of
a different criminal offense is supported by evidence. The only hold listed in Mr. Gutierrez’s
file is the immigration hold. This is evidence of the fact that (i) Dallas County did not have
probable cause of a criminal offense from another county or state, and (ii) Dallas County held
Mr. Gutierrez due to that immigration hold, and ultimately because of ICE’s detainer. The
detainer, attached to this complaint, does not show probable cause of a criminal offense. See
Ex. A at A5. Based on this evidence, Mr. Gutierrez claims as fact that Dallas County did not
have probable cause of a different criminal offense, and should not have held Mr. Gutierrez
pretrial. Dallas County also violated the Fourth Amendment by refusing the Plaintiff pretrial
release due to a detainer issued without the oversight of a neutral magistrate.

111. Refusal of Pre-trial Release for Heydy Jarquin Jimenez. After she was ar-
rested, an immigration hold was placed on Ms. Jarquin Jimenez. Evidence of this hold include
(i) the fact that bail was set at $100,000, which was standard practice for those with immigra-
tion holds, and (ii) the fact that Ms. Jarquin Jimenez was overdetained for transfer to ICE. ICE
sent Dallas County a detainer for this plaintiff, but that detainer did not show probable cause
of a separate criminal offense or felony. See Ex. A at A4. Bail was nominally set for Ms. Jarquin
Jimenez in November 2014, showing that Ms. Jarquin Jimenez was eligible for pretrial release.

Ms. Jarquin Jimenez did not attempt to pay bond because she believed it was futile to do so.
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It was well known that Dallas County refused immediate release on bond for any detainee
with an immigration hold, and Ms. Jarquin Jimenez knew that she had an immigration hold.
But for Dallas County’s practices of refusing immediate release on bond for any detainee with
an immigration hold, Ms. Jarquin Jimenez could have and would have secured a bond to en-
sure pretrial release. Dallas County’s practice of refusing immediate release on bond to indi-
viduals with immigration holds resulted in pretrial detention. If Dallas County had allowed
Ms. Jarquin Jimenez to pay bail on her original purported criminal offense, Dallas County
should have released Ms. Jarquin Jimenez, as Dallas County had no other basis to believe that
Ms. Jarquin Jimenez had committed or was committing a criminal offense. Thus, to further
detain Ms. Jarquin Jimenez, Dallas County must show probable cause of a different criminal
offense. Dallas County did not have such probable cause, but continued to detain Ms. Jarquin
Jimenez. The fact that Dallas County did not have probable cause of a different criminal of-
fense is supported by evidence. Ms. Jarquin Jimenez knew of no hold besides the immigration
hold. This is evidence of the fact that Dallas County held Ms. Jarquin Jimenez due to that
immigration hold, and ultimately because of ICE’s request for Dallas County to detain Ms.
Jarquin Jimenez. The detainer, attached to this complaint, does not show probable cause of a
criminal offense. See Ex. A at A4. Based on this evidence, Ms. Jarquin Jimenez claims as fact
that Dallas County did not have probable cause of a different criminal offense, and should not
have held Ms. Jarquin Jimenez pretrial. Dallas County also violated the Fourth Amendment
by refusing the Plaintiff pretrial release due to a detainer issued without the oversight of a
neutral magistrate.

112. Refusal of Pre-trial Release for Jose Lopez-Aranda. After he was arrested, an

immigration hold was placed on Mr. Lopez-Aranda, as shown below:
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Hold Agency D
Bond Amount 000
Charge ILLEGAL ALIEN
Warrant Number 1505000219
Magistrate

Remark HF IMMIGRATIONMNDO BOND

ICE sent Dallas County a detainer for this plaintiff, but that detainer did not show probable
cause of a separate criminal offense or felony. See Ex. A at A6. Bail was nominally set for Mr.
Lopez-Aranda in May 2015, showing that Mr. Lopez-Aranda was eligible for pretrial release.
On information and belief, Mr. Lopez-Aranda attempted to pay bond, and Dallas County would
not accept the bond. In the alternative, Mr. Lopez-Aranda did not attempt to pay bond because
he believed it was futile to do so. It was well known that Dallas County refused immediate
release on bond for any detainee with an immigration hold, and Mr. Lopez-Aranda knew that
he had an immigration hold. But for Dallas County’s practices of refusing immediate release
on bond for any detainee with an immigration hold, Mr. Lopez-Aranda could have and would
have secured a bond to ensure pretrial release. Dallas County’s practice of refusing immediate
release on bond to individuals with immigration holds resulted in pretrial detention. If Dallas
County had allowed Mr. Lopez-Aranda to pay bail on his original purported criminal offense,
Dallas County should have released Mr. Lopez-Aranda, as Dallas County had no other basis to
believe that Mr. Lopez-Aranda had committed or was committing a criminal offense. Thus, to
further detain Mr. Lopez-Aranda, Dallas County must show probable cause of a different crim-
inal offense. Dallas County did not have such probable cause, but continued to detain Mr.

Lopez-Aranda. The fact that Dallas County did not have probable cause of a different criminal
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offense is supported by evidence. The only hold listed in Mr. Lopez-Aranda’s file is the immi-
gration hold. This is evidence of the fact that (i) Dallas County did not have probable cause of
a criminal offense from another county or state, and (ii) Dallas County held Mr. Lopez-Aranda
due to that immigration hold, and ultimately because of ICE’s request for Dallas County to
detain Mr. Lopez-Aranda. The detainer, attached to this complaint, does not show probable
cause of a criminal offense. See Ex. A at A6. Based on this evidence, Mr. Lopez-Aranda claims
as fact that Dallas County did not have probable cause of a different criminal offense, and
should not have held Mr. Lopez-Aranda pretrial. Dallas County also violated the Fourth
Amendment by refusing the Plaintiff pretrial release due to a detainer issued without the over-
sight of a neutral magistrate.

113. Refusal of Pre-trial Release for Moises Martinez. After he was arrested, an

immigration hold was placed on Mr. Martinez, as shown below:

Mold Agercy ID
Bond Amount 000
Charge |LLEGAL ALIEN
Warrant Number DAL 1504000
Magistrate

Remark HF INF

ICE sent Dallas County a detainer for this plaintiff, but that detainer did not show probable
cause of a separate criminal offense or felony. See Ex. A at A7. Bail was nominally set for Mr.
Martinez in April 2015, showing that Mr. Martinez was eligible for pretrial release. Mr. Mar-
tinez attempted to pay bond, but Dallas County would not allow Mr. Martinez to do so, due
to the immigration hold. But for Dallas County’s practices of refusing immediate release on

bond for any detainee with an immigration hold, Mr. Martinez could have and would have
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secured a bond to ensure pretrial release. In fact, after being held pretrial for over a month on

a purported misdemeanor (on which he was later found innocent), Mr. Martinez sought to be

granted “time served” to avoid further pretrial detention:

\&33L\BE slglis

First of all, with all due tespect, +o Judge
| Wamuy Mulder; T, Moises Gomﬁez. Martinez , declose
Jover my case of OUJI,Hu. (9t"dm( of Afril, 1015,
Would Like to conPiem I—hro(gl\ immiglation frocesses,
ifuiﬂwu{- Mmk{ of bowJ ) (‘eul:z.'nj the cousrt date
o(l Juse loﬁ,élolf whese ciccumstanies howe
.Oblt_unl me fo make a dedsion.
 Due ko these clreumstances, £ would e 1o
Moyuest of fou, Your howor | to gramt me fime Served
over my cases My case s at a staudsHll while my ﬁm‘lq
1S i ;:‘a ned of My preseace T have worked more
#han 30 physiea| days in Dollas County Jail. I Jewe '
My st in your estee med  haud's your houo?, ewnce a‘.gafn,
with all due respect ++ o
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Dallas County’s practice of refusing immediate release on bond to individuals with immigra-

3102

Seies

tion holds resulted in pretrial detention. If Dallas County had allowed Mr. Martinez to pay bail
on his original purported criminal offense, Dallas County should have released Mr. Martinez,
as Dallas County had no other basis to believe that Mr. Martinez had committed or was com-

mitting a criminal offense. Thus, to further detain Mr. Martinez, Dallas County must show
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probable cause of a different criminal offense. Dallas County did not have such probable cause,
but continued to detain Mr. Martinez. The fact that Dallas County did not have probable cause
of a different criminal offense is supported by evidence. The only hold listed in Mr. Martinez’s
file is the immigration hold. This is evidence of the fact that (i) Dallas County did not have
probable cause of a criminal offense from another county or state, and (ii) Dallas County held
Mr. Martinez due to that immigration hold, and ultimately because of ICE’s request for Dallas
County to detain Mr. Martinez. The detainer, attached to this complaint, does not show prob-
able cause of a criminal offense. See Ex. A at A7. Based on this evidence, Mr. Martinez claims
as fact that Dallas County did not have probable cause of a different criminal offense, and
should not have held Mr. Martinez pretrial. Dallas County also violated the Fourth Amendment
by refusing the Plaintiff pretrial release due to a detainer issued without the oversight of a
neutral magistrate.

114. Refusal of Pre-trial Release for Javier Navarette. After he was arrested, an

immigration hold was placed on Mr. Navarette, as shown below:

TN YN YWY v

Hold Agesey 1D
Boand Amount 0.00
Charge ILLEGAL ALIEN
Warrant Nember 351678552
Magistrate
Remark HF INS

ICE sent Dallas County a detainer for this plaintiff, but that detainer did not show probable
cause of a separate criminal offense or felony. See Ex. A at A8. Bail was nominally set for Mr.
Navarette in December 2014, showing that Mr. Navarette was eligible for pretrial release. Mr.

Navarette did not attempt to pay bond because he believed it was futile to do so. It was well
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known that Dallas County refused immediate release on bond for any detainee with an immi-
gration hold, and Mr. Navarette knew that he had an immigration hold. But for Dallas County’s
practices of refusing immediate release on bond for any detainee with an immigration hold,
Mr. Navarette could have and would have secured a bond to ensure pretrial release. Dallas
County’s practice of refusing immediate release on bond to individuals with immigration holds
resulted in pretrial detention. If Dallas County had allowed Mr. Navarette to pay bail on his
original purported criminal offense, Dallas County should have released Mr. Navarette, as Dal-
las County had no other basis to believe that Mr. Navarette had committed or was committing
a criminal offense. Thus, to further detain Mr. Navarette, Dallas County must show probable
cause of a different criminal offense. Dallas County did not have such probable cause, but
continued to detain Mr. Navarette. The fact that Dallas County did not have probable cause of
a different criminal offense is supported by evidence. The only hold listed in Mr. Navarette’s
file is the immigration hold. This is evidence of the fact that (i) Dallas County did not have
probable cause of a criminal offense from another county or state, and (ii) Dallas County held
Mr. Navarette due to that immigration hold, and ultimately because of ICE’s request for Dallas
County to detain Mr. Navarette. The detainer, attached to this complaint, does not show prob-
able cause of a criminal offense. See Ex. A at A8. Based on this evidence, Mr. Navarette claims
as fact that Dallas County did not have probable cause of a different criminal offense, and
should not have held Mr. Navarette pretrial. Dallas County also violated the Fourth Amend-
ment by refusing the Plaintiff pretrial release due to a detainer issued without the oversight of
a neutral magistrate.

115. Refusal of Pre-trial Release for Efren Perez Villegas. After he was arrested,

an immigration hold was placed on Mr. Perez Villegas, as shown below:
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Hold Agency ID
Bond Amount 000
Charge ILLEGAL ALIEN

Wartant Number 353015191

Magittrate

Remark{ WF IMMIGRATION DETAINER NO BOND ALLOWED y

S—

ICE sent Dallas County a detainer for this plaintiff, but that detainer did not show probable
cause of a separate criminal offense or felony. See Ex. A at A21. Bail was nominally set for Mr.
Perez Villegas in June 2015, showing that Mr. Perez Villegas was eligible for pretrial release.
Mr. Perez Villegas did not attempt to pay bond because he believed it was futile to do so. It
was well known that Dallas County refused immediate release on bond for any detainee with
an immigration hold, and Mr. Perez Villegas knew that he had an immigration hold. But for
Dallas County’s practices of refusing immediate release on bond for any detainee with an im-
migration hold, Mr. Perez Villegas could have and would have secured a bond to ensure pre-
trial release. Dallas County’s practice of refusing immediate release on bond to individuals
with immigration holds resulted in pretrial detention. If Dallas County had allowed Mr. Perez
Villegas to pay bail on his original purported criminal offense, Dallas County should have re-
leased Mr. Perez Villegas, as Dallas County had no other basis to believe that Mr. Perez Villegas
had committed or was committing a criminal offense. Thus, to further detain Mr. Perez Ville-
gas, Dallas County must show probable cause of a different criminal offense. Dallas County
did not have such probable cause, but continued to detain Mr. Perez Villegas. The fact that
Dallas County did not have probable cause of a different criminal offense is supported by evi-

dence. The only hold listed in Mr. Perez Villegas’ file is the immigration hold. This is evidence
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of the fact that (i) Dallas County did not have probable cause of a criminal offense from an-
other county or state, and (ii) Dallas County held Mr. Perez Villegas due to that immigration
hold, and ultimately because of ICE’s request for Dallas County to detain Mr. Perez Villegas.
The detainer, attached to this complaint, does not show probable cause of a criminal offense.
See Ex. A at A21. Based on this evidence, Mr. Perez Villegas claims as fact that Dallas County
did not have probable cause of a different criminal offense, and should not have held Mr. Perez
Villegas pretrial. Dallas County also violated the Fourth Amendment by refusing the Plaintiff
pretrial release due to a detainer issued without the oversight of a neutral magistrate.

116. Refusal of Pre-trial Release for Miguel Rodriguez. After he was arrested, an
immigration hold was placed on Mr. Rodriguez. The fact that Dallas County held Mr. Rodri-
guez for ICE, after he should have been released, is evidence of that hold. ICE sent Dallas
County a detainer for this plaintiff, but that detainer did not show probable cause of a separate
criminal offense or felony. See Ex. A at A9. Bail was nominally set for Mr. Rodriguez in Febru-
ary 2015, showing that Mr. Rodriguez was eligible for pretrial release. Mr. Rodriguez did not
attempt to pay bond because he believed it was futile to do so. It was well known that Dallas
County refused immediate release on bond for any detainee with an immigration hold, and
Mr. Rodriguez knew that he had an immigration hold. But for Dallas County’s practices of
refusing immediate release on bond for any detainee with an immigration hold, Mr. Rodriguez
could have and would have secured a bond to ensure pretrial release. Dallas County’s practice
of refusing immediate release on bond to individuals with immigration holds resulted in pre-
trial detention. If Dallas County had allowed Mr. Rodriguez to pay bail on his original pur-
ported criminal offense, Dallas County should have released Mr. Rodriguez, as Dallas County

had no other basis to believe that Mr. Rodriguez had committed or was committing a criminal
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offense. Thus, to further detain Mr. Rodriguez, Dallas County must show probable cause of a
different criminal offense. Dallas County did not have such probable cause, but continued to
detain Mr. Rodriguez. The fact that Dallas County did not have probable cause of a different
criminal offense is supported by evidence. Mr. Rodriguez knew of no hold besides the immi-
gration hold. This is evidence of the fact that Dallas County held Mr. Rodriguez due to that
immigration hold, and ultimately because of ICE’s request for Dallas County to detain Mr.
Rodriguez. The detainer, attached to this complaint, does not show probable cause of a crim-
inal offense. See Ex. A at A9. Based on this evidence, Mr. Rodriguez claims as fact that Dallas
County did not have probable cause of a different criminal offense, and should not have held
Mr. Rodriguez pretrial. Dallas County also violated the Fourth Amendment by refusing the
Plaintiff pretrial release due to a detainer issued without the oversight of a neutral magistrate.

117. Refusal of Pre-trial Release for Eleazar Saavedra. After he was arrested, an

immigration hold was placed on Mr. Saavedra, as shown below:

Hold Agency 1D
Bond Amount 000
Charge ILLEGAUALIEN
Warrant Number DAL1504000
Magistrate

Remark HF NS

ICE sent Dallas County a detainer for this plaintiff, but that detainer did not show probable
cause of a separate criminal offense or felony. See Ex. A at A10. Bail was nominally set for Mr.
Saavedra in April 2015, showing that Mr. Saavedra was eligible for pretrial release. On infor-
mation and belief, Mr. Saavedra attempted to pay bail, but Dallas County would not allow him

to because of the pending immigration hold. In the alternative, Mr. Saavedra did not attempt
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to pay bond because he believed it was futile to do so. It was well known that Dallas County
refused immediate release on bond for any detainee with an immigration hold, and Mr. Saa-
vedra knew that he had an immigration hold. But for Dallas County’s practices of refusing
immediate release on bond for any detainee with an immigration hold, Mr. Saavedra could
have and would have secured a bond to ensure pretrial release. Dallas County’s practice of
refusing immediate release on bond to individuals with immigration holds resulted in pretrial
detention. If Dallas County had allowed Mr. Saavedra to pay bail on his original purported
criminal offense, Dallas County should have released Mr. Saavedra, as Dallas County had no
other basis to believe that Mr. Saavedra had committed or was committing a criminal offense.
Thus, to further detain Mr. Saavedra, Dallas County must show probable cause of a different
criminal offense. Dallas County did not have such probable cause, but continued to detain Mr.
Saavedra. The fact that Dallas County did not have probable cause of a different criminal
offense is supported by evidence. Mr. Saavedra knew of no hold that might justify further
detention besides the immigration hold. This is evidence of the fact that Dallas County held
Mr. Saavedra due to that immigration hold, and ultimately because of ICE’s request for Dallas
County to detain The detainer, attached to this complaint, does not show probable cause of a
criminal offense. See Ex. A at A10. Based on this evidence, Mr. Saavedra claims as fact that
Dallas County did not have probable cause of a different criminal offense, and should not have
held Mr. Saavedra pretrial. Dallas County also violated the Fourth Amendment by refusing the
Plaintiff pretrial release due to a detainer issued without the oversight of a neutral magistrate.

118. Refusal of Pre-trial Release for Andres Torres Cabrera. After he was arrested,

an immigration hold was placed on Mr. Torres Cabrera, as shown below:
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Hold Agency D
Bond Amount 000
Charge ILLEGAL ALIEN
Warrant Number DAL1505000
Magistrate

Remark HF IMMIGRATION

ICE sent Dallas County a detainer for this plaintiff, but that detainer did not show probable
cause of a separate criminal offense or felony. See Ex. A at A22. Bail was nominally set for Mr.
Torres Cabrera in May 2015, showing that Mr. Torres Cabrera was eligible for pretrial release.
Mr. Torres Cabrera did not attempt to pay bond because he believed it was futile to do so. It
was well known that Dallas County refused immediate release on bond for any detainee with
an immigration hold, and Mr. Torres Cabrera knew that he had an immigration hold. But for
Dallas County’s practices of refusing immediate release on bond for any detainee with an im-
migration hold, Mr. Torres Cabrera could have and would have secured a bond to ensure
pretrial release. Dallas County’s practice of refusing immediate release on bond to individuals
with immigration holds resulted in pretrial detention. If Dallas County had allowed Mr. Torres
Cabrera to pay bail on his original purported criminal offense, Dallas County should have
released Mr. Torres Cabrera, as Dallas County had no other basis to believe that Mr. Torres
Cabrera had committed or was committing a criminal offense. Thus, to further detain Mr.
Torres Cabrera, Dallas County must show probable cause of a different criminal offense. Dallas
County did not have such probable cause, but continued to detain Mr. Torres Cabrera. The

fact that Dallas County did not have probable cause of a different criminal offense is supported
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by evidence. The only hold listed in Mr. Torres Cabrera’s file is the immigration hold. This is
evidence of the fact that (i) Dallas County did not have probable cause of a criminal offense
from another county or state, and (ii) Dallas County held Mr. Torres Cabrera due to that im-
migration hold, and ultimately because of ICE’s request for Dallas County to detain Mr. Torres
Cabrera. The detainer for Mr. Torres Cabrera only shows that he was “subject to removal” and

“has a prior felony conviction,” as shown below:

F ALIEN FOR A PERIOD NOT TO EXCEED 48 HOURS
Name of Alien: TORRES CABrERA, ANDRES
Date of Birth: Nationality: exxco

e ————eeeeeeee. .
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LLOWING
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il en charged with & fafony [ ';33'3;?“ convictzd of illegal entry pursuant to 8 U.S.C. §
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migdemaaner for an offense that invelves violence, threats, or §
assaults; saxual abuse or exploitotian; criving under the Influsnce o h::gbe:unhfound by an immigration officsr or an immigration
of aleohal o a contreied substance; unlawiul flight from the Judan & have knowingly commitiad immigration fraud;
scana af an accident; the unlawful possession or uss of  firearm = 9t6NWse posos a significant risk 40 natona) security, border
or other deadly weapon, the distribution or trafficking of a security, or pub &W gpalar I
controlled substance; or ther significant threat ta public safety: 1 Other (specify): 2

[ initated removal proceedings and served a Notice to A "
atGuchact and Wes pévirint on PP;:B‘;"’ other charging documont A copy of the charging documant is

D Served a warrant of arrest for ramoval proceedings. A copy of the wamant is attached and was served on

D Obtuined an ordsr of deportation or removal fram the Unitsd States for this.parson. ——— (G10).

Ex. A at A22. The detainer only provides evidence of a civil immigration violation, and not
evidence that Mr. Torres Cabrera is committing or has committed a crime. Based on this evi-
dence, Mr. Torres Cabrera claims as fact that Dallas County did not have probable cause of a
different criminal offense, and should not have held Mr. Torres Cabrera pretrial. Dallas County
also violated the Fourth Amendment by refusing the Plaintiff pretrial release due to a detainer
issued without the oversight of a neutral magistrate.

119. Refusal of Pre-trial Release for Moises Vega Costilla. A court granted Mr.
Vega Costilla’s Motion for New Trial in April 2015, and he was returned to Dallas County
custody. An immigration hold was placed on Mr. Vega Costilla. ICE sent Dallas County a de-

tainer for this plaintiff, but that detainer did not show probable cause of a separate criminal
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offense or felony. See Ex. A at Al1. Bail was nominally set for Mr. Vega Costilla in April 2015,
showing that Mr. Vega Costilla was eligible for pretrial release. Mr. Vega Costilla did not at-
tempt to pay bond because he believed it was futile to do so. It was well known that Dallas
County refused immediate release on bond for any detainee with an immigration hold, and
Mr. Vega Costilla knew that he had an immigration hold. But for Dallas County’s practices of
refusing immediate release on bond for any detainee with an immigration hold, Mr. Vega
Costilla could have and would have secured a bond to ensure pretrial release. Dallas County’s
practice of refusing immediate release on bond to individuals with immigration holds resulted
in pretrial detention. If Dallas County had allowed Mr. Vega Costilla to pay bail on his original
purported criminal offense, Dallas County should have released Mr. Vega Costilla, as Dallas
County had no other basis to believe that Mr. Vega Costilla had committed or was committing
a criminal offense. Thus, to further detain Mr. Vega Costilla, Dallas County must show proba-
ble cause of a different criminal offense. Dallas County did not have such probable cause, but
continued to detain Mr. Vega Costilla. The fact that Dallas County did not have probable cause
of a different criminal offense is supported by evidence. Mr. Vega Costilla knows of no other
hold besides the immigration hold. This is evidence of the fact that Dallas County held Mr.
Vega Costilla due to that immigration hold, and ultimately because of ICE’s request for Dallas
County to detain Mr. Vega Costilla. The detainer, attached to this complaint, does not show
probable cause of a criminal offense. See Ex. A at A11. Based on this evidence, Mr. Vega Costilla
claims as fact that Dallas County did not have probable cause of a different criminal offense,
and should not have held Mr. Vega Costilla pretrial. Dallas County also violated the Fourth
Amendment by refusing the Plaintiff pretrial release due to a detainer issued without the over-

sight of a neutral magistrate.
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120. Refusal of Pre-trial Release for Ricardo Garza. After he was arrested, an im-
migration hold was placed on Mr. Garza even though Mr. Garza is a U.S. Citizen. ICE sent
Dallas County a detainer for this plaintiff, but that detainer did not show probable cause of a
separate criminal offense or felony. See Ex. A at A14. Mr. Garza did not attempt to pay bond
in Dallas County because he believed it was futile to do so. It was well known that Dallas
County refused immediate release on bond for any detainee with an immigration hold, and
Mr. Garza knew that he had an immigration hold. After the ICE hold was removed, Dallas

County allowed Mr. Garza to pay bail, as shown in the excerpt below from Mr. Garza’s docket

sheet:
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After Dallas County allowed bail, Mr. Garza paid bail and secured immediate pretrial release.
But for Dallas County’s practices of refusing immediate release on bond for any detainee with
an immigration hold, Mr. Garza could have and would have secured a bond in November 2015
to ensure pretrial release. Dallas County’s practice of refusing immediate release on bond to
individuals with immigration holds resulted in pretrial detention. If Dallas County had allowed
Mr. Garza to pay bail on his original purported criminal offense, Dallas County should have
released Mr. Garza, as Dallas County had no other basis to believe that Mr. Garza had com-
mitted or was committing a criminal offense. Thus, to further detain Mr. Garza, Dallas County
must show probable cause of a different criminal offense. Dallas County did not have such
probable cause, but continued to detain Mr. Garza. The fact that Dallas County did not have

probable cause of a different criminal offense is supported by the fact that Dallas County did,
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in fact, release Mr. Garza on bail once the ICE hold was removed. The detainer, attached to
this complaint, does not show probable cause of a criminal offense. See Ex. A at A14. Based on
this evidence, Mr. Garza claims as fact that Dallas County did not have probable cause of a
different criminal offense, and should not have held Mr. Garza pretrial. Dallas County also
violated the Fourth Amendment by refusing the Plaintiff pretrial release due to a detainer
issued without the oversight of a neutral magistrate.

121. Refusal of Pre-trial Release for Carlos Alvarez Castro. After he was arrested,

an immigration hold was placed on Mr. Alvarez Castro, as shown below:

Hold AWy D
Bond Amaowst G20
Charge ILLETAL ALEN
Warraal Nember  T8100000C1

gy e

Hemars  WF WALCRATION

ICE sent Dallas County a detainer for this plaintiff, but that detainer did not show probable
cause of a separate criminal offense or felony. See Ex. A at A15. Bail was nominally set for Mr.
Alvarez Castro in October 2015, showing that Mr. Alvarez Castro was eligible for pretrial re-
lease. Mr. Alvarez Castro did not attempt to pay bond because he believed it was futile to do
so. It was well known that Dallas County refused immediate release on bond for any detainee
with an immigration hold, and Mr. Alvarez Castro knew that he had an immigration hold. But
for Dallas County’s practices of refusing immediate release on bond for any detainee with an
immigration hold, Mr. Alvarez Castro could have and would have secured a bond to ensure

pretrial release. Dallas County’s practice of refusing immediate release on bond to individuals
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with immigration holds resulted in pretrial detention. If Dallas County had allowed Mr. Alva-
rez Castro to pay bail on his original purported criminal offense, Dallas County should have
released Mr. Alvarez Castro, as Dallas County had no other basis to believe that Mr. Alvarez
Castro had committed or was committing a criminal offense. Thus, to further detain Mr. Alva-
rez Castro, Dallas County must show probable cause of a different criminal offense. Dallas
County did not have such probable cause, but continued to detain Mr. Alvarez Castro. The fact
that Dallas County did not have probable cause of a different criminal offense is supported by
evidence. The only hold listed in Mr. Alvarez Castro’s file is the immigration hold. This is
evidence of the fact that (i) Dallas County did not have probable cause of a criminal offense
from another county or state, and (ii) Dallas County held Mr. Alvarez Castro due to that im-
migration hold, and ultimately because of ICE’s detainer. The detainer, attached to this com-
plaint, does not show probable cause of a criminal offense. See Ex. A at A15. Based on this
evidence, Mr. Alvarez Castro claims as fact that Dallas County did not have probable cause of
a different criminal offense, and should not have held Mr. Alvarez Castro pretrial. Dallas
County also violated the Fourth Amendment by refusing the Plaintiff pretrial release due to a
detainer issued without the oversight of a neutral magistrate.

122. Refusal of Pre-trial Release for Jeremias Chevez. After he was arrested, an

immigration hold was placed on Mr. Chevez, as shown below:
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Hald  AgersyiD
Boad Amoust 000
Charge  ILLSOAL AUEN
Warrael Rumber DAL 100000
Meghtrele

Remwaih WFIINS

ICE sent Dallas County a detainer for this plaintiff, but that detainer did not show probable
cause of a separate criminal offense or felony. See Ex. A at A16. Bail was nominally set for Mr.
Chevez in February 2015, showing that Mr. Chevez was eligible for pretrial release. Mr. Chevez
did not attempt to pay bond because he believed it was futile to do so. It was well known that
Dallas County refused immediate release on bond for any detainee with an immigration hold,
and Mr. Chevez knew that he had an immigration hold. But for Dallas County’s practices of
refusing immediate release on bond for any detainee with an immigration hold, Mr. Chevez
could have and would have secured a bond to ensure pretrial release. Dallas County’s practice
of refusing immediate release on bond to individuals with immigration holds resulted in pre-
trial detention. If Dallas County had allowed Mr. Chevez to pay bail on his original purported
criminal offense, Dallas County should have released Mr. Chevez, as Dallas County had no
other basis to believe that Mr. Chevez had committed or was committing a criminal offense.
Thus, to further detain Mr. Chevez, Dallas County must show probable cause of a different
criminal offense. Dallas County did not have such probable cause, but continued to detain Mr.
Chevez. The fact that Dallas County did not have probable cause of a different criminal offense
is supported by evidence. The only hold listed in Mr. Chevez’s file is the immigration hold.

This is evidence of the fact that (i) Dallas County did not have probable cause of a criminal
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offense from another county or state, and (ii) Dallas County held Mr. Chevez due to that im-
migration hold, and ultimately because of ICE’s detainer. The detainer, attached to this com-
plaint, does not show probable cause of a criminal offense. See [cite]. Based on this evidence,
Mr. Chevez claims as fact that Dallas County did not have probable cause of a different crimi-
nal offense, and should not have held Mr. Chevez pretrial. Dallas County also violated the
Fourth Amendment by refusing the Plaintiff pretrial release due to a detainer issued without
the oversight of a neutral magistrate.

123. Refusal of Pre-trial Release for Miguel Flores. After he was arrested, an im-

migration hold was placed on Mr. Flores, as shown below:

Hold Agency 2
Dend Avwent 009
Charge  LLISA ALIN
Wortant Nomber 352373004

Mag alale

Ramant  WF IND

ICE sent Dallas County a detainer for this plaintiff, but that detainer did not show probable
cause of a separate criminal offense or felony. See Ex. A at A17. Bail was nominally set for Mr.
Flores in October 2015, showing that Mr. Flores was eligible for pretrial release. Mr. Flores
did not attempt to pay bond because he believed it was futile to do so. It was well known that
Dallas County refused immediate release on bond for any detainee with an immigration hold,
and Mr. Flores knew that he had an immigration hold. But for Dallas County’s practices of
refusing immediate release on bond for any detainee with an immigration hold, Mr. Flores

could have and would have secured a bond to ensure pretrial release. Dallas County’s practice
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of refusing immediate release on bond to individuals with immigration holds resulted in pre-
trial detention. If Dallas County had allowed Mr. Flores to pay bail on his original purported
criminal offense, Dallas County should have released Mr. Flores, as Dallas County had no other
basis to believe that Mr. Flores had committed or was committing a criminal offense. Thus, to
further detain Mr. Flores, Dallas County must show probable cause of a different criminal
offense. Dallas County did not have such probable cause, but continued to detain Mr. Flores.
The fact that Dallas County did not have probable cause of a different criminal offense is sup-
ported by evidence. The only hold listed in Mr. Flores’ file is the immigration hold. This is
evidence of the fact that (i) Dallas County did not have probable cause of a criminal offense
from another county or state, and (ii) Dallas County held Mr. Flores due to that immigration
hold, and ultimately because of ICE’s detainer. The detainer, attached to this complaint, does
not show probable cause of a criminal offense. See Ex. A at A17. Based on this evidence, Mr.
Flores claims as fact that Dallas County did not have probable cause of a different criminal
offense, and should not have held Mr. Flores pretrial. Dallas County also violated the Fourth
Amendment by refusing the Plaintiff pretrial release due to a detainer issued without the over-
sight of a neutral magistrate.

124. Refusal of Pre-trial Release for Felipe Gonzalez Lujan. After he was arrested,

an immigration hold was placed on Mr. Gonzalez Lujan, as shown below:
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Held AQency ID
Sond Amoemt 000
Charge ALLEGAL ALIEN
Wartant Number 1500000044
Maglatrate

Romark HF INMMIGRATION

ICE sent Dallas County a detainer for this plaintiff, but that detainer did not show probable
cause of a separate criminal offense or felony. See Ex. A at A18. Bail was nominally set for Mr.
Gonzalez Lujan in August 2015, showing that Mr. Gonzalez Lujan was eligible for pretrial
release. Mr. Gonzalez Lujan did not attempt to pay bond because he believed it was futile to
do so. It was well known that Dallas County refused immediate release on bond for any de-
tainee with an immigration hold, and Mr. Gonzalez Lujan knew that he had an immigration
hold. But for Dallas County’s practices of refusing immediate release on bond for any detainee
with an immigration hold, Mr. Gonzalez Lujan could have and would have secured a bond to
ensure pretrial release. Dallas County’s practice of refusing immediate release on bond to in-
dividuals with immigration holds resulted in pretrial detention. If Dallas County had allowed
Mr. Gonzalez Lujan to pay bail on his original purported criminal offense, Dallas County
should have released Mr. Gonzalez Lujan, as Dallas County had no other basis to believe that
Mr. Gonzalez Lujan had committed or was committing a criminal offense. Thus, to further
detain Mr. Gonzalez Lujan, Dallas County must show probable cause of a different criminal
offense. Dallas County did not have such probable cause, but continued to detain Mr. Gonzalez

Lujan. The fact that Dallas County did not have probable cause of a different criminal offense
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is supported by evidence. The only hold listed in Mr. Gonzalez Lujan’s file is the immigration
hold. This is evidence of the fact that (i) Dallas County did not have probable cause of a crim-
inal offense from another county or state, and (ii) Dallas County held Mr. Gonzalez Lujan due
to that immigration hold, and ultimately because of ICE’s detainer. The detainer, attached to
this complaint, does not show probable cause of a criminal offense. See Ex. A at A18. Based on
this evidence, Mr. Gonzalez Lujan claims as fact that Dallas County did not have probable
cause of a different criminal offense, and should not have held Mr. Gonzalez Lujan pretrial.
Dallas County also violated the Fourth Amendment by refusing the Plaintiff pretrial release
due to a detainer issued without the oversight of a neutral magistrate.

125. Refusal of Pre-trial Release for Luis Hernandez. After he was arrested, an

immigration hold was placed on Mr. Hernandez, as shown below:

Hold Agency ID:
Bond Amount 0.00
Charge |LLEGAL /ALIEN
Warrant Number 1505000955
Magistrate

Remark H/F IMMIGRATION

ICE sent Dallas County a detainer for this plaintiff, but that detainer did not show probable
cause of a separate criminal offense or felony. See Ex. A at A19. Mr. Hernandez did not attempt
to pay bond because he believed it was futile to do so. It was well known that Dallas County
refused immediate release on bond for any detainee with an immigration hold, and Mr. Her-

nandez knew that he had an immigration hold. But for Dallas County’s practices of refusing
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immediate release on bond for any detainee with an immigration hold, Mr. Hernandez could
have and would have secured a bond to ensure pretrial release. Dallas County’s practice of
refusing immediate release on bond to individuals with immigration holds resulted in pretrial
detention. If Dallas County had allowed Mr. Hernandez to pay bail on his original purported
criminal offense, Dallas County should have released Mr. Hernandez, as Dallas County had no
other basis to believe that Mr. Hernandez had committed or was committing a criminal of-
fense. Thus, to further detain Mr. Hernandez, Dallas County must show probable cause of a
different criminal offense. Dallas County did not have such probable cause, but continued to
detain Mr. Hernandez. The fact that Dallas County did not have probable cause of a different
criminal offense is supported by evidence. The only hold listed in Mr. Hernandez’s file is the
immigration hold. This is evidence of the fact that (i) Dallas County did not have probable
cause of a criminal offense from another county or state, and (ii) Dallas County held Mr. Her-
nandez due to that immigration hold, and ultimately because of ICE’s request for Dallas County
to detain Mr. Hernandez. The detainer, attached to this complaint, does not show probable
cause of a criminal offense. See Ex. A at A19. Based on this evidence, Mr. Hernandez claims as
fact that Dallas County did not have probable cause of a different criminal offense, and should
not have held Mr. Hernandez pretrial. Dallas County also violated the Fourth Amendment by
refusing the Plaintiff pretrial release due to a detainer issued without the oversight of a neutral
magistrate.

126. Refusal of Pre-trial Release for Jose Valenciano. After he was arrested, an

immigration hold was placed on Mr. Valenciano, as shown below:
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Hold Agoncy D
Bend Amount 000
Charge ILLEGAL ALIEN
Warrant Number 353718331
Maglsorate

Remark HF IMMIGRATION

ICE sent Dallas County a detainer for this plaintiff, but that detainer did not show probable
cause of a separate criminal offense or felony. See Ex. A at A20. Bail was nominally set for Mr.
Valenciano in September 2015, showing that Mr. Valenciano was eligible for pretrial release.
Mr. Valenciano did not attempt to pay bond because he believed it was futile to do so. It was
well known that Dallas County refused immediate release on bond for any detainee with an
immigration hold, and Mr. Valenciano knew that he had an immigration hold. But for Dallas
County’s practices of refusing immediate release on bond for any detainee with an immigration
hold, Mr. Valenciano could have and would have secured a bond to ensure pretrial release.
Dallas County’s practice of refusing immediate release on bond to individuals with immigra-
tion holds resulted in pretrial detention. If Dallas County had allowed Mr. Valenciano to pay
bail on his original purported criminal offense, Dallas County should have released Mr. Valen-
ciano, as Dallas County had no other basis to believe that Mr. Valenciano had committed or
was committing a criminal offense. Thus, to further detain Mr. Valenciano, Dallas County must
show probable cause of a different criminal offense. Dallas County did not have such probable
cause, but continued to detain Mr. Valenciano. The fact that Dallas County did not have prob-
able cause of a different criminal offense is supported by evidence. The only hold listed in Mr.

Valenciano’s file is the immigration hold. This is evidence of the fact that (i) Dallas County did

144



Case 3:15-cv-03481-S Document 80 Filed 06/16/17 Page 145 of 390 PagelD 1784

not have probable cause of a criminal offense from another county or state, and (ii) Dallas
County held Mr. Valenciano due to that immigration hold, and ultimately because of ICE’s
detainer. The detainer, attached to this complaint, does not show probable cause of a criminal
offense. See Ex. A at A20. Based on this evidence, Mr. Valenciano claims as fact that Dallas
County did not have probable cause of a different criminal offense, and should not have held
Mr. Valenciano pretrial. Dallas County also violated the Fourth Amendment by refusing the
Plaintiff pretrial release due to a detainer issued without the oversight of a neutral magistrate.

127. Refusal of Pre-Trial Release for Jose Delcid Bonilla. After he was arrested,

an immigration hold was placed on Mr. Delcid Bonilla, as shown below:

Mold Ajency!D
Bond Amoumt 000
Charge ILLEGAL ALIEN
Warrant Numbers 3544 18483
Magistrate

Remark HF INS

The immigration hold is evidence of the fact that ICE sent a detainer to Dallas County for Mr.
Delcid Bonilla, requesting that Dallas County detain Mr. Delcid Bonilla after he otherwise
would be released for transfer to ICE. Bail was nominally set for Mr. Delcid Bonilla in February
2015, showing that Mr. Delcid Bonilla was eligible for pretrial release. Mr. Delcid Bonilla at-
tempted to pay bail, but Dallas County would not allow him to. Dallas County’s practice of
refusing immediate release on bond to individuals with immigration holds resulted in pretrial
detention. If Dallas County had allowed Mr. Delcid Bonilla to pay bail on his original purported

criminal offense, Dallas County should have released Mr. Delcid Bonilla, as Dallas County had

145



Case 3:15-cv-03481-S Document 80 Filed 06/16/17 Page 146 of 390 PagelD 1785

no other basis to believe that Mr. Delcid Bonilla had committed or was committing a criminal
offense. Thus, to further detain Mr. Delcid Bonilla, Dallas County must show probable cause
of a different criminal offense. Dallas County did not have such probable cause, but continued
to detain Mr. Delcid Bonilla. The fact that Dallas County did not have probable cause of a
different criminal offense is supported by evidence. The only hold listed in Mr. Delcid Bonilla’s
file is the immigration hold. This is evidence of the fact that (i) Dallas County did not have
probable cause of a criminal offense from another county or state, and (ii) Dallas County held
Mr. Delcid Bonilla due to that immigration hold, and ultimately because of ICE’s request for
Dallas County to detain Mr. Delcid Bonilla. Mr. Delcid Bonilla does not have a copy of the
detainer that ICE sent Dallas County. Mr. Delcid Bonilla nevertheless claims, as a fact, that the
detainer does not indicate that Mr. Delcid Bonilla had committed or was committing a crime.
The form used by ICE generally indicates civil immigration violations, not criminal violations.
Further, Mr. Delcid Bonilla had not been charged or convicted of an immigration crime, and
was not guilty of an immigration crime. In particular, Mr. Delcid Bonilla was innocent of any
of the following immigration crimes: bringing in and harboring aliens (8 U.S.C. § 1324); un-
lawful employment of aliens (8 U.S.C. § 1324a); willful failure to disclose role as document
preparer (8 U.S.C. § 1324c(e)(1)); improper entry (8 U.S.C. § 1325(a)); marriage fraud (8
U.S.C. § 1325(c)); immigration-related entrepreneurship fraud (8 U.S.C. § 1325(d)); illegal
reentry (8 U.S.C. § 1326); aiding or assisting certain aliens to enter (8 U.S.C. § 1327); and
importation of alien for immoral purpose (8 U.S.C. § 1328). Mr. Delcid Bonilla’s claimed in-
nocence of these crimes is evidence of the fact that the detainer used by ICE did not show
probable cause of a criminal violation. Further, the detainer is based on information contained

in the IDENT database, see supra 919 9-10. Because Mr. Delcid Bonilla had not been charged
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with an immigration crime, convicted of an immigration crime, or guilty of an immigration
crime, Mr. Delcid Bonilla claims as fact that there is nothing in the IDENT database that would
indicate that Mr. Delcid Bonilla had committed or was committing a crime. Because nothing
in the IDENT database indicated that Mr. Delcid Bonilla had committed or was committing a
crime, the detainer provided by ICE to Dallas County did not show that Mr. Delcid Bonilla had
committed or was committing a crime. Based on this evidence, Mr. Delcid Bonilla claims as
fact that Dallas County did not have probable cause of a different criminal offense, and should
not have held Mr. Delcid Bonilla pretrial. Dallas County also violated the Fourth Amendment
by refusing the Plaintiff pretrial release due to a detainer issued without the oversight of a
neutral magistrate.

128. Refusal of Pre-Trial Release For Juan Camacho. After he was arrested, an

immigration hold was placed on Mr. Camacho, as shown below:

Hold Agency 1D
Bond Amount 0 00
Charge ELLEGAL/IALIEN
Warrant Numbet 5388310

Magntats

Rammard HF US WARGRATION (106

The immigration hold is evidence of the fact that ICE sent a detainer to Dallas County for Mr.
Camacho, requesting that Dallas County detain Mr. Camacho after he otherwise would be
released for transfer to ICE. Bail was nominally set for Mr. Camacho in September 2015, show-

ing that Mr. Camacho was eligible for pretrial release. Mr. Camacho did not attempt to pay
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bond because he believed it was futile to do so. It was well known that Dallas County refused
immediate release on bond for any detainee with an immigration hold, and Mr. Camacho knew
that he had an immigration hold. But for Dallas County’s practices of refusing immediate re-
lease on bond for any detainee with an immigration hold, Mr. Camacho could have and would
have secured a bond to ensure pretrial release. Dallas County’s practice of refusing immediate
release on bond to individuals with immigration holds resulted in pretrial detention. If Dallas
County had allowed Mr. Camacho to pay bail on his original purported criminal offense, Dallas
County should have released Mr. Camacho, as Dallas County had no other basis to believe that
Mr. Camacho had committed or was committing a criminal offense. Thus, to further detain
Mr. Camacho, Dallas County must show probable cause of a different criminal offense. Dallas
County did not have such probable cause, but continued to detain Mr. Camacho. The fact that
Dallas County did not have probable cause of a different criminal offense is supported by evi-
dence. Mr. Camacho knew of no hold that might justify further detention besides the immi-
gration hold. This is evidence of the fact that (i) Dallas County did not have probable cause of
a criminal offense from another county or state, and (ii) Dallas County held Mr. Camacho due
to that immigration hold, and ultimately because of ICE’s request for Dallas County to detain
Mr. Camacho. Mr. Camacho does not have a copy of the detainer that ICE sent Dallas County.
Mr. Camacho nevertheless claims, as a fact, that the detainer does not indicate that Mr.
Camacho had committed or was committing a crime. The form used by ICE generally indicates
civil immigration violations, not criminal violations. Further, Mr. Camacho had not been
charged or convicted of an immigration crime, and was not guilty of an immigration crime. In
particular, Mr. Camacho was innocent of any of the following immigration crimes: bringing in

and harboring aliens (8 U.S.C. § 1324); unlawful employment of aliens (8 U.S.C. § 1324a);
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willful failure to disclose role as document preparer (8 U.S.C. § 1324c(e)(1)); improper entry
(8 U.S.C. § 1325(a)); marriage fraud (8 U.S.C. § 1325(c)); immigration-related entrepreneur-
ship fraud (8 U.S.C. § 1325(d)); illegal reentry (8 U.S.C. § 1326); aiding or assisting certain
aliens to enter (8 U.S.C. § 1327); and importation of alien for immoral purpose (8 U.S.C. §
1328). Mr. Camacho’s claimed innocence of these crimes is evidence of the fact that the de-
tainer used by ICE did not show probable cause of a criminal violation. Further, the detainer
is based on information contained in the IDENT database, see supra 99 9-10. Because Mr.
Camacho had not been charged with an immigration crime, convicted of an immigration
crime, or guilty of an immigration crime, Mr. Camacho claims as fact that there is nothing in
the IDENT database that would indicate that Mr. Camacho had committed or was committing
a crime. Because nothing in the IDENT database indicated that Mr. Camacho had committed
or was committing a crime, the detainer provided by ICE to Dallas County did not show that
Mr. Camacho had committed or was committing a crime. Based on this evidence, Mr. Camacho
claims as fact that Dallas County did not have probable cause of a different criminal offense,
and should not have held Mr. Camacho pretrial. Dallas County also violated the Fourth Amend-
ment by refusing the Plaintiff pretrial release due to a detainer issued without the oversight of
a neutral magistrate.

129. Refusal of Pre-Trial Release For Maria Castillo. After she was arrested, an

immigration hold was placed on Ms. Castillo, as shown below:
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Mold Agency 1D
Bond Amoumt 0 00
Charge LLECAL ALIEN
Warrant Mumber 242700
Mag s ate

Remark HF MALGRATION

The immigration hold is evidence of the fact that ICE sent a detainer to Dallas County for Ms.
Castillo, requesting that Dallas County detain Ms. Castillo after she otherwise would be re-
leased for transfer to ICE. Bail was nominally set for Ms. Castillo in November 2015, showing
that Ms. Castillo was eligible for pretrial release. Ms. Castillo did not attempt to pay bond
because she believed it was futile to do so. It was well known that Dallas County refused
immediate release on bond for any detainee with an immigration hold, and Ms. Castillo knew
that she had an immigration hold. But for Dallas County’s practices of refusing immediate
release on bond for any detainee with an immigration hold, Ms. Castillo could have and would
have secured a bond to ensure pretrial release. Dallas County’s practice of refusing immediate
release on bond to individuals with immigration holds resulted in pretrial detention. If Dallas
County had allowed Ms. Castillo to pay bail on her original purported criminal offense, Dallas
County should have released Ms. Castillo, as Dallas County had no other basis to believe that
Ms. Castillo had committed or was committing a criminal offense. Thus, to further detain Ms.
Castillo, Dallas County must show probable cause of a different criminal offense. Dallas County
did not have such probable cause, but continued to detain Ms. Castillo. The fact that Dallas

County did not have probable cause of a different criminal offense is supported by evidence.
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The only hold listed in Ms. Castillo’s file is the immigration hold. This is evidence of the fact
that (i) Dallas County did not have probable cause of a criminal offense from another county
or state, and (ii) Dallas County held Ms. Castillo due to that immigration hold, and ultimately
because of ICE’s request for Dallas County to detain Ms. Castillo. Ms. Castillo does not have a
copy of the detainer that ICE sent Dallas County. Ms. Castillo nevertheless claims, as a fact,
that the detainer does not indicate that Ms. Castillo had committed or was committing a crime.
The form used by ICE generally indicates civil immigration violations, not criminal violations.
Based on this evidence, Ms. Castillo claims as fact that Dallas County did not have probable
cause of a different criminal offense, and should not have held Ms. Castillo pretrial. Dallas
County also violated the Fourth Amendment by refusing the Plaintiff pretrial release due to a
detainer issued without the oversight of a neutral magistrate.

130. Refusal of Pre-Trial Release For Carlos Fuente Paramo. After he was ar-

rested, an immigration hold was placed on Mr. Fuente Paramo, as shown below:

Hold Agency D
Bond Amount 000
Charge ILLEGAL ALIEN
Warrant Number DAL1511000
Magistrate

Remark HF IMMIGRATION

The immigration hold is evidence of the fact that ICE sent a detainer to Dallas County for Mr.
Fuente Paramo, requesting that Dallas County detain Mr. Fuente Paramo after he otherwise
would be released for transfer to ICE. Bail was nominally set for Mr. Fuente Paramo in No-

vember 2014, showing that Mr. Fuente Paramo was eligible for pretrial release. Mr. Fuente
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Paramo did not attempt to pay bond because he believed it was futile to do so. It was well
known that Dallas County refused immediate release on bond for any detainee with an immi-
gration hold, and Mr. Fuente Paramo knew that he had an immigration hold. But for Dallas
County’s practices of refusing immediate release on bond for any detainee with an immigration
hold, Mr. Fuente Paramo could have and would have secured a bond to ensure pretrial release.
Dallas County’s practice of refusing immediate release on bond to individuals with immigra-
tion holds resulted in pretrial detention. If Dallas County had allowed Mr. Fuente Paramo to
pay bail on his original purported criminal offense, Dallas County should have released Mr.
Fuente Pdramo, as Dallas County had no other basis to believe that Mr. Fuente Paramo had
committed or was committing a criminal offense. Thus, to further detain Mr. Fuente Paramo,
Dallas County must show probable cause of a different criminal offense. Dallas County did not
have such probable cause, but continued to detain Mr. Fuente Paramo. The fact that Dallas
County did not have probable cause of a different criminal offense is supported by evidence.

Mr. Fuente Paramo knew of no hold that might justify further detention besides the immigra-
tion hold. This is evidence of the fact that (i) Dallas County did not have probable cause of a
criminal offense from another county or state, and (ii) Dallas County held Mr. Fuente Paramo
due to that immigration hold, and ultimately because of ICE’s request for Dallas County to
detain Mr. Fuente Paramo. Mr. Fuente Paramo does not have a copy of the detainer that ICE
sent Dallas County. Mr. Fuente Paramo nevertheless claims, as a fact, that the detainer does
not indicate that Mr. Fuente Paramo had committed or was committing a crime. The form
used by ICE generally indicates civil immigration violations, not criminal violations. Further,
Mr. Fuente Paramo had not been charged or convicted of an immigration crime, and was not

guilty of an immigration crime. In particular, Mr. Fuente Paramo was innocent of any of the
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following immigration crimes: bringing in and harboring aliens (8 U.S.C. § 1324); unlawful
employment of aliens (8 U.S.C. § 1324a); willful failure to disclose role as document preparer
(8 U.S.C. § 1324c(e)(1)); improper entry (8 U.S.C. § 1325(a)); marriage fraud (8 U.S.C. §
1325(c)); immigration-related entrepreneurship fraud (8 U.S.C. § 1325(d)); illegal reentry (8
U.S.C. § 1326); aiding or assisting certain aliens to enter (8 U.S.C. § 1327); and importation
of alien for immoral purpose (8 U.S.C. § 1328). Mr. Fuente Paramo’s claimed innocence of
these crimes is evidence of the fact that the detainer used by ICE did not show probable cause
of a criminal violation. Further, the detainer is based on information contained in the IDENT
database, see supra 99 9-10. Because Mr. Fuente Paramo had not been charged with an immi-
gration crime, convicted of an immigration crime, or guilty of an immigration crime, Mr.
Fuente Paramo claims as fact that there is nothing in the IDENT database that would indicate
that Mr. Fuente Pdramo had committed or was committing a crime. Because nothing in the
IDENT database indicated that Mr. Fuente PAramo had committed or was committing a crime,
the detainer provided by ICE to Dallas County did not show that Mr. Fuente Pdramo had com-
mitted or was committing a crime. Based on this evidence, Mr. Fuente Paramo claims as fact
that Dallas County did not have probable cause of a different criminal offense, and should not
have held Mr. Fuente Paramo pretrial. Dallas County also violated the Fourth Amendment by
refusing the Plaintiff pretrial release due to a detainer issued without the oversight of a neutral
magistrate.

131. Refusal of Pre-Trial Release for Abel Hernandez. After he was arrested, an

immigration hold was placed on Mr. Hernandez, as shown below:
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The immigration hold is evidence of the fact that ICE sent a detainer to Dallas County for Mr.
Hernandez, requesting that Dallas County detain Mr. Hernandez after he otherwise would be
released for transfer to ICE. Bail was nominally set for Mr. Hernandez in October 2015, show-
ing that Mr. Hernandez was eligible for pretrial release. Mr. Hernandez did not attempt to pay
bond because he believed it was futile to do so. It was well known that Dallas County refused
immediate release on bond for any detainee with an immigration hold, and Mr. Hernandez
knew that he had an immigration hold. But for Dallas County’s practices of refusing immediate
release on bond for any detainee with an immigration hold, Mr. Hernandez could have and
would have secured a bond to ensure pretrial release. Dallas County’s practice of refusing
immediate release on bond to individuals with immigration holds resulted in pretrial deten-
tion. If Dallas County had allowed Mr. Hernandez to pay bail on his original purported criminal
offense, Dallas County should have released Mr. Hernandez, as Dallas County had no other
basis to believe that Mr. Hernandez had committed or was committing a criminal offense.
Thus, to further detain Mr. Hernandez, Dallas County must show probable cause of a different
criminal offense. Dallas County did not have such probable cause, but continued to detain Mr.
Hernandez. The fact that Dallas County did not have probable cause of a different criminal
offense is supported by evidence. The only hold listed in Mr. Hernandez’s file is the immigra-

tion hold. This is evidence of the fact that (i) Dallas County did not have probable cause of a
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criminal offense from another county or state, and (ii) Dallas County held Mr. Hernandez due
to that immigration hold, and ultimately because of ICE’s request for Dallas County to detain
Mr. Hernandez. Mr. Hernandez does not have a copy of the detainer that ICE sent Dallas
County. Mr. Hernandez nevertheless claims, as a fact, that the detainer does not indicate that
Mr. Hernandez had committed or was committing a crime. The form used by ICE generally
indicates civil immigration violations, not criminal violations. Further, Mr. Hernandez had not
been charged or convicted of an immigration crime, and was not guilty of an immigration
crime. In particular, Mr. Hernandez was innocent of any of the following immigration crimes:
bringing in and harboring aliens (8 U.S.C. § 1324); unlawful employment of aliens (8 U.S.C.
§ 1324a); willful failure to disclose role as document preparer (8 U.S.C. § 1324c(e)(1)); im-
proper entry (8 U.S.C. § 1325(a)); marriage fraud (8 U.S.C. § 1325(c)); immigration-related
entrepreneurship fraud (8 U.S.C. § 1325(d)); illegal reentry (8 U.S.C. § 1326); aiding or as-
sisting certain aliens to enter (8 U.S.C. § 1327); and importation of alien for immoral purpose
(8 U.S.C. § 1328). Mr. Hernandez’s claimed innocence of these crimes is evidence of the fact
that the detainer used by ICE did not show probable cause of a criminal violation. Further, the
detainer is based on information contained in the IDENT database, see supra 99 9-10. Because
Mr. Hernandez had not been charged with an immigration crime, convicted of an immigration
crime, or guilty of an immigration crime, Mr. Hernandez claims as fact that there is nothing in
the IDENT database that would indicate that Mr. Hernandez had committed or was commit-
ting a crime. Because nothing in the IDENT database indicated that Mr. Hernandez had com-
mitted or was committing a crime, the detainer provided by ICE to Dallas County did not show
that Mr. Hernandez had committed or was committing a crime. Based on this evidence, Mr.

Hernandez claims as fact that Dallas County did not have probable cause of a different criminal
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offense, and should not have held Mr. Hernandez pretrial. Dallas County also violated the
Fourth Amendment by refusing the Plaintiff pretrial release due to a detainer issued without
the oversight of a neutral magistrate.

132. Refusal of Pre-Trial Release for Salvador Jauregui. After he was arrested, an

immigration hold was placed on Mr. Jauregui, as shown below:

Hold Agency ID
Bond Amount 000
Charge ILLEGAL ALIEN
Warrand Numbere 538743483
Magmtrats

Remark =% NS

The immigration hold is evidence of the fact that ICE sent a detainer to Dallas County for Mr.
Jauregui, requesting that Dallas County detain Mr. Jauregui after he otherwise would be re-
leased for transfer to ICE. Bail was nominally set for Mr. Jauregui in October 2015, showing
that Mr. Jauregui was eligible for pretrial release. Mr. Jauregui did not attempt to pay bond
because he believed it was futile to do so. It was well known that Dallas County refused im-
mediate release on bond for any detainee with an immigration hold, and Mr. Jauregui knew
that he had an immigration hold. But for Dallas County’s practices of refusing immediate re-
lease on bond for any detainee with an immigration hold, Mr. Jauregui could have and would
have secured a bond to ensure pretrial release. Dallas County’s practice of refusing immediate
release on bond to individuals with immigration holds resulted in pretrial detention. If Dallas

County had allowed Mr. Jauregui to pay bail on his original purported criminal offense, Dallas
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County should have released Mr. Jauregui, as Dallas County had no other basis to believe that
Mr. Jauregui had committed or was committing a criminal offense. Thus, to further detain Mr.
Jauregui, Dallas County must show probable cause of a different criminal offense. Dallas
County did not have such probable cause, but continued to detain Mr. Jauregui. The fact that
Dallas County did not have probable cause of a different criminal offense is supported by evi-
dence. The only hold listed in Mr. Jauregui’s file is the immigration hold. This is evidence of
the fact that (i) Dallas County did not have probable cause of a criminal offense from another
county or state, and (ii) Dallas County held Mr. Jauregui due to that immigration hold, and
ultimately because of ICE’s request for Dallas County to detain Mr. Jauregui. Mr. Jauregui does
not have a copy of the detainer that ICE sent Dallas County. Mr. Jauregui nevertheless claims,
as a fact, that the detainer does not indicate that Mr. Jauregui had committed or was commit-
ting a crime. The form used by ICE generally indicates civil immigration violations, not crimi-
nal violations. Further, Mr. Jauregui had not been charged or convicted of an immigration
crime, and was not guilty of an immigration crime. In particular, Mr. Jauregui was innocent
of any of the following immigration crimes: bringing in and harboring aliens (8 U.S.C. § 1324);
unlawful employment of aliens (8 U.S.C. § 1324a); willful failure to disclose role as document
preparer (8 U.S.C. § 1324c(e)(1)); improper entry (8 U.S.C. § 1325(a)); marriage fraud (8
U.S.C. § 1325(c)); immigration-related entrepreneurship fraud (8 U.S.C. § 1325(d)); illegal
reentry (8 U.S.C. § 1326); aiding or assisting certain aliens to enter (8 U.S.C. § 1327); and
importation of alien for immoral purpose (8 U.S.C. § 1328). Mr. Jauregui’s claimed innocence
of these crimes is evidence of the fact that the detainer used by ICE did not show probable

cause of a criminal violation. Further, the detainer is based on information contained in the
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IDENT database, see supra 99 9-10. Because Mr. Jauregui had not been charged with an immi-
gration crime, convicted of an immigration crime, or guilty of an immigration crime, Mr. Jau-
regui claims as fact that there is nothing in the IDENT database that would indicate that Mr.
Jauregui had committed or was committing a crime. Because nothing in the IDENT database
indicated that Mr. Jauregui had committed or was committing a crime, the detainer provided
by ICE to Dallas County did not show that Mr. Jauregui had committed or was committing a
crime. Based on this evidence, Mr. Jauregui claims as fact that Dallas County did not have
probable cause of a different criminal offense, and should not have held Mr. Jauregui pretrial.
Dallas County also violated the Fourth Amendment by refusing the Plaintiff pretrial release
due to a detainer issued without the oversight of a neutral magistrate.

133. Refusal of Pre-Trial Release for Julio Loera. After he was arrested, an immi-

gration hold was placed on Mr. Loera, as shown below:

Hold Agency ID
Bond Amount 000
Charge ILLEGAL ALIEN
Warrant Number 1501001118
Maglistrate

Remark H/F INS NO BOND

The immigration hold is evidence of the fact that ICE sent a detainer to Dallas County for Mr.
Loera, requesting that Dallas County detain Mr. Loera after he otherwise would be released
for transfer to ICE. Bail was nominally set for Mr. Loera in March 2015, showing that Mr.
Loera was eligible for pretrial release. Mr. Loera did not attempt to pay bond because he be-

lieved it was futile to do so. It was well known that Dallas County refused immediate release
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on bond for any detainee with an immigration hold, and Mr. Loera knew that he had an im-
migration hold. But for Dallas County’s practices of refusing immediate release on bond for
any detainee with an immigration hold, Mr. Loera could have and would have secured a bond
to ensure pretrial release. Dallas County’s practice of refusing immediate release on bond to
individuals with immigration holds resulted in pretrial detention. If Dallas County had allowed
Mr. Loera to pay bail on his original purported criminal offense, Dallas County should have
released Mr. Loera, as Dallas County had no other basis to believe that Mr. Loera had commit-
ted or was committing a criminal offense. Thus, to further detain Mr. Loera, Dallas County
must show probable cause of a different criminal offense. Dallas County did not have such
probable cause, but continued to detain Mr. Loera. The fact that Dallas County did not have
probable cause of a different criminal offense is supported by evidence. The only hold listed
in Mr. Loera’s file is the immigration hold. This is evidence of the fact that (i) Dallas County
did not have probable cause of a criminal offense from another county or state, and (ii) Dallas
County held Mr. Loera due to that immigration hold, and ultimately because of ICE’s request
for Dallas County to detain Mr. Loera. Mr. Loera does not have a copy of the detainer that ICE
sent Dallas County. Mr. Loera nevertheless claims, as a fact, that the detainer does not indicate
that Mr. Loera had committed or was committing a crime. The form used by ICE generally
indicates civil immigration violations, not criminal violations. Further, Mr. Loera had not been
charged or convicted of an immigration crime, and was not guilty of an immigration crime. In
particular, Mr. Loera was innocent of any of the following immigration crimes: bringing in and
harboring aliens (8 U.S.C. § 1324); unlawful employment of aliens (8 U.S.C. § 1324a); willful
failure to disclose role as document preparer (8 U.S.C. § 1324c(e)(1)); improper entry (8

U.S.C. § 1325(a)); marriage fraud (8 U.S.C. § 1325(c)); immigration-related entrepreneurship
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fraud (8 U.S.C. § 1325(d)); illegal reentry (8 U.S.C. § 1326); aiding or assisting certain aliens
to enter (8 U.S.C. § 1327); and importation of alien for immoral purpose (8 U.S.C. § 1328).
Mr. Loera’s claimed innocence of these crimes is evidence of the fact that the detainer used by
ICE did not show probable cause of a criminal violation. Further, the detainer is based on
information contained in the IDENT database, see supra 99 9-10. Because Mr. Loera had not
been charged with an immigration crime, convicted of an immigration crime, or guilty of an
immigration crime, Mr. Loera claims as fact that there is nothing in the IDENT database that
would indicate that Mr. Loera had committed or was committing a crime. Because nothing in
the IDENT database indicated that Mr. Loera had committed or was committing a crime, the
detainer provided by ICE to Dallas County did not show that Mr. Loera had committed or was
committing a crime. Based on this evidence, Mr. Loera claims as fact that Dallas County did
not have probable cause of a different criminal offense, and should not have held Mr. Loera
pretrial. Dallas County also violated the Fourth Amendment by refusing the Plaintiff pretrial
release due to a detainer issued without the oversight of a neutral magistrate.

134. Refusal of Pre-Trial Release for Arturo Mufioz Martinez. After he was ar-

rested, an immigration hold was placed on Mr. Mufioz Martinez, as shown below:

Beond Ameumt 000
Charge LLEQAL ALIEN
Warrsnt Nember DAL 1512000
Mogistrate
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The immigration hold is evidence of the fact that ICE sent a detainer to Dallas County for Mr.
Muiioz Martinez, requesting that Dallas County detain Mr. Muifioz Martinez after he otherwise
would be released for transfer to ICE. Bail was nominally set for Mr. Mufioz Martinez in De-
cember 2014, showing that Mr. Mufioz Martinez was eligible for pretrial release. Mr. Mufioz
Martinez did not attempt to pay bond because he believed it was futile to do so. It was well
known that Dallas County refused immediate release on bond for any detainee with an immi-
gration hold, and Mr. Mufioz Martinez knew that he had an immigration hold. But for Dallas
County’s practices of refusing immediate release on bond for any detainee with an immigration
hold, Mr. Mufioz Martinez could have and would have secured a bond to ensure pretrial re-
lease. Dallas County’s practice of refusing immediate release on bond to individuals with im-
migration holds resulted in pretrial detention. If Dallas County had allowed Mr. Muiioz Mar-
tinez to pay bail on his original purported criminal offense, Dallas County should have released
Mr. Mufioz Martinez, as Dallas County had no other basis to believe that Mr. Mufioz Martinez
had committed or was committing a criminal offense. Thus, to further detain Mr. Mufioz Mar-
tinez, Dallas County must show probable cause of a different criminal offense. Dallas County
did not have such probable cause, but continued to detain Mr. Mufioz Martinez. The fact that
Dallas County did not have probable cause of a different criminal offense is supported by evi-
dence. The only hold listed in Mr. Mufioz Martinez’s file is the immigration hold. This is evi-
dence of the fact that (i) Dallas County did not have probable cause of a criminal offense from
another county or state, and (ii) Dallas County held Mr. Mufioz Martinez due to that immigra-
tion hold, and ultimately because of ICE’s request for Dallas County to detain Mr. Mufioz Mar-
tinez. Mr. Mufioz Martinez does not have a copy of the detainer that ICE sent Dallas County.

Mr. Mufioz Martinez nevertheless claims, as a fact, that the detainer does not indicate that Mr.
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Muiloz Martinez had committed or was committing a crime. The form used by ICE generally
indicates civil immigration violations, not criminal violations. Further, Mr. Mufioz Martinez
had not been charged or convicted of an immigration crime, and was not guilty of an immi-
gration crime. In particular, Mr. Mufioz Martinez was innocent of any of the following immi-
gration crimes: bringing in and harboring aliens (8 U.S.C. § 1324); unlawful employment of
aliens (8 U.S.C. § 1324a); willful failure to disclose role as document preparer (8 U.S.C. §
1324c(e)(1)); improper entry (8 U.S.C. § 1325(a)); marriage fraud (8 U.S.C. § 1325(c)); im-
migration-related entrepreneurship fraud (8 U.S.C. § 1325(d)); illegal reentry (8 U.S.C. §
1326); aiding or assisting certain aliens to enter (8 U.S.C. § 1327); and importation of alien
for immoral purpose (8 U.S.C. § 1328). Mr. Mufioz Martinez’s claimed innocence of these
crimes is evidence of the fact that the detainer used by ICE did not show probable cause of a
criminal violation. Further, the detainer is based on information contained in the IDENT data-
base, see supra 99 9-10. Because Mr. Mufioz Martinez had not been charged with an immigra-
tion crime, convicted of an immigration crime, or guilty of an immigration crime, Mr. Mufioz
Martinez claims as fact that there is nothing in the IDENT database that would indicate that
Mr. Mufioz Martinez had committed or was committing a crime. Because nothing in the IDENT
database indicated that Mr. Mufioz Martinez had committed or was committing a crime, the
detainer provided by ICE to Dallas County did not show that Mr. Mufioz Martinez had com-
mitted or was committing a crime. Based on this evidence, Mr. Mufioz Martinez claims as fact
that Dallas County did not have probable cause of a different criminal offense, and should not
have held Mr. Mufioz Martinez pretrial. Dallas County also violated the Fourth Amendment
by refusing the Plaintiff pretrial release due to a detainer issued without the oversight of a

neutral magistrate.
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135. Refusal of Pre-Trial Release for Alberto Sanchez Chavez. After he was ar-

rested, an immigration hold was placed on Mr. Sanchez Chavez, as shown below:

Boed Amoant 00O
Charge LEGAL ALIEN
Warrant Number 25418140
Magistrate

Remark H¥ INMIGRATION

The immigration hold is evidence of the fact that ICE sent a detainer to Dallas County for Mr.
Sanchez Chavez, requesting that Dallas County detain Mr. Sanchez Chavez after he otherwise
would be released for transfer to ICE. Bail was nominally set for Mr. Sanchez Chavez in No-
vember 2015, showing that Mr. Sanchez Chavez was eligible for pretrial release. Mr. Sanchez
Chavez did not attempt to pay bond because he believed it was futile to do so. It was well
known that Dallas County refused immediate release on bond for any detainee with an immi-
gration hold, and Mr. Sanchez Chavez knew that he had an immigration hold. But for Dallas
County’s practices of refusing immediate release on bond for any detainee with an immigration
hold, Mr. Sanchez Chavez could have and would have secured a bond to ensure pretrial re-
lease. Dallas County’s practice of refusing immediate release on bond to individuals with im-
migration holds resulted in pretrial detention. If Dallas County had allowed Mr. Sanchez
Chavez to pay bail on his original purported criminal offense, Dallas County should have re-
leased Mr. Sanchez Chavez, as Dallas County had no other basis to believe that Mr. Sanchez

Chavez had committed or was committing a criminal offense. Thus, to further detain Mr.
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Sanchez Chavez, Dallas County must show probable cause of a different criminal offense. Dal-
las County did not have such probable cause, but continued to detain Mr. Sanchez Chavez.
The fact that Dallas County did not have probable cause of a different criminal offense is sup-
ported by evidence. The only hold listed in Mr. Sanchez Chavez’s file is the immigration hold.
This is evidence of the fact that (i) Dallas County did not have probable cause of a criminal
offense from another county or state, and (ii) Dallas County held Mr. Sanchez Chavez due to
that immigration hold, and ultimately because of ICE’s request for Dallas County to detain Mr.
Sanchez Chavez. Mr. Sanchez Chavez does not have a copy of the detainer that ICE sent Dallas
County. Mr. Sanchez Chavez nevertheless claims, as a fact, that the detainer does not indicate
that Mr. Sanchez Chavez had committed or was committing a crime. The form used by ICE
generally indicates civil immigration violations, not criminal violations. Further, Mr. Sanchez
Chavez had not been charged or convicted of an immigration crime, and was not guilty of an
immigration crime. In particular, Mr. Sanchez Chavez was innocent of any of the following
immigration crimes: bringing in and harboring aliens (8 U.S.C. § 1324); unlawful employment
of aliens (8 U.S.C. § 1324a); willful failure to disclose role as document preparer (8 U.S.C. §
1324c(e)(1)); improper entry (8 U.S.C. § 1325(a)); marriage fraud (8 U.S.C. § 1325(c)); im-
migration-related entrepreneurship fraud (8 U.S.C. § 1325(d)); illegal reentry (8 U.S.C. §
1326); aiding or assisting certain aliens to enter (8 U.S.C. § 1327); and importation of alien
for immoral purpose (8 U.S.C. § 1328). Mr. Sanchez Chavez’s claimed innocence of these
crimes is evidence of the fact that the detainer used by ICE did not show probable cause of a
criminal violation. Further, the detainer is based on information contained in the IDENT data-
base, see supra 919 9-10. Because Mr. Sanchez Chavez had not been charged with an immigra-

tion crime, convicted of an immigration crime, or guilty of an immigration crime, Mr. Sanchez
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Chavez claims as fact that there is nothing in the IDENT database that would indicate that Mr.
Sanchez Chavez had committed or was committing a crime. Because nothing in the IDENT
database indicated that Mr. Sanchez Chavez had committed or was committing a crime, the
detainer provided by ICE to Dallas County did not show that Mr. Sanchez Chavez had com-
mitted or was committing a crime. Based on this evidence, Mr. Sanchez Chavez claims as fact
that Dallas County did not have probable cause of a different criminal offense, and should not
have held Mr. Sanchez Chavez pretrial. Dallas County also violated the Fourth Amendment by
refusing the Plaintiff pretrial release due to a detainer issued without the oversight of a neutral
magistrate.

136. Refusal of Pretrial Release for Abraham Santana. After he was arrested, an

immigration hold was placed on Mr. Santana, as shown below:

Mold  Apgency 1O
Bond Amount 000
Charge NWLEGAL ALIEN
Warrant Number 3541585000
Magistrate

Remarh W ANNORATIONND &--f‘:

The immigration hold is evidence of the fact that ICE sent a detainer to Dallas County for Mr.
Santana, requesting that Dallas County detain Mr. Santana after he otherwise would be re-
leased for transfer to ICE. Bail was nominally set for Mr. Santana in November 2015, showing
that Mr. Santana was eligible for pretrial release. Mr. Santana did not attempt to pay bond
because he believed it was futile to do so. It was well known that Dallas County refused im-

mediate release on bond for any detainee with an immigration hold, and Mr. Santana knew
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that he had an immigration hold. But for Dallas County’s practices of refusing immediate re-
lease on bond for any detainee with an immigration hold, Mr. Santana could have and would
have secured a bond to ensure pretrial release. Dallas County’s practice of refusing immediate
release on bond to individuals with immigration holds resulted in pretrial detention. If Dallas
County had allowed Mr. Santana to pay bail on his original purported criminal offense, Dallas
County should have released Mr. Santana, as Dallas County had no other basis to believe that
Mr. Santana had committed or was committing a criminal offense. Thus, to further detain Mr.
Santana, Dallas County must show probable cause of a different criminal offense. Dallas
County did not have such probable cause, but continued to detain Mr. Santana. The fact that
Dallas County did not have probable cause of a different criminal offense is supported by evi-
dence. Mr. Santana knew of no hold that might justify further detention besides the immigra-
tion hold. This is evidence of the fact that (i) Dallas County did not have probable cause of a
criminal offense from another county or state, and (ii) Dallas County held Mr. Santana due to
that immigration hold, and ultimately because of ICE’s request for Dallas County to detain Mr.
Santana. Mr. Santana does not have a copy of the detainer that ICE sent Dallas County. Mr.
Santana nevertheless claims, as a fact, that the detainer does not indicate that Mr. Santana
had committed or was committing a crime. The form used by ICE generally indicates civil
immigration violations, not criminal violations. Further, Mr. Santana had not been charged or
convicted of an immigration crime, and was not guilty of an immigration crime. In particular,
Mr. Santana was innocent of any of the following immigration crimes: bringing in and harbor-
ing aliens (8 U.S.C. § 1324); unlawful employment of aliens (8 U.S.C. § 1324a); willful failure
to disclose role as document preparer (8 U.S.C. § 1324c(e)(1)); improper entry (8 U.S.C. §

1325(a)); marriage fraud (8 U.S.C. § 1325(c)); immigration-related entrepreneurship fraud
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(8 U.S.C. § 1325(d)); illegal reentry (8 U.S.C. § 1326); aiding or assisting certain aliens to
enter (8 U.S.C. § 1327); and importation of alien for immoral purpose (8 U.S.C. § 1328). Mr.
Santana’s claimed innocence of these crimes is evidence of the fact that the detainer used by
ICE did not show probable cause of a criminal violation. Further, the detainer is based on
information contained in the IDENT database, see supra 99 9-10. Because Mr. Santana had not
been charged with an immigration crime, convicted of an immigration crime, or guilty of an
immigration crime, Mr. Santana claims as fact that there is nothing in the IDENT database
that would indicate that Mr. Santana had committed or was committing a crime. Because
nothing in the IDENT database indicated that Mr. Santana had committed or was committing
a crime, the detainer provided by ICE to Dallas County did not show that Mr. Santana had
committed or was committing a crime. Based on this evidence, Mr. Santana claims as fact that
Dallas County did not have probable cause of a different criminal offense, and should not have
held Mr. Santana pretrial. Dallas County also violated the Fourth Amendment by refusing the
Plaintiff pretrial release due to a detainer issued without the oversight of a neutral magistrate.

137. Refusal of Pretrial Release for Jesus Lopez. After he was arrested, an immi-

gration hold was placed on Mr. Lopez, as shown below:

Mold Ager
Boad Amount
Charge LLEGAL ALIEN
Warrant Number 3404714
Magnrate

Remark M IMVIGRATION

The immigration hold is evidence of the fact that ICE sent a detainer to Dallas County for Mr.

Lopez, requesting that Dallas County detain Mr. Lopez after he otherwise would be released
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for transfer to ICE. Bail was nominally set for Mr. Lopez in October 2015, showing that Mr.
Lopez was eligible for pretrial release. Mr. Lopez did not attempt to pay bond because he
believed it was futile to do so. It was well known that Dallas County refused immediate release
on bond for any detainee with an immigration hold, and Mr. Lopez knew that he had an im-
migration hold. But for Dallas County’s practices of refusing immediate release on bond for
any detainee with an immigration hold, Mr. Lopez could have and would have secured a bond
to ensure pretrial release. Dallas County’s practice of refusing immediate release on bond to
individuals with immigration holds resulted in pretrial detention. If Dallas County had allowed
Mr. Lopez to pay bail on his original purported criminal offense, Dallas County should have
released Mr. Lopez, as Dallas County had no other basis to believe that Mr. Lopez had com-
mitted or was committing a criminal offense. Thus, to further detain Mr. Lopez, Dallas County
must show probable cause of a different criminal offense. Dallas County did not have such
probable cause, but continued to detain Mr. Lopez. The fact that Dallas County did not have
probable cause of a different criminal offense is supported by evidence. The only hold listed
in Mr. Lopez’s file is the immigration hold. This is evidence of the fact that (i) Dallas County
did not have probable cause of a criminal offense from another county or state, and (ii) Dallas
County held Mr. Lopez due to that immigration hold, and ultimately because of ICE’s request
for Dallas County to detain Mr. Lopez. Mr. Lopez does not have a copy of the detainer that ICE
sent Dallas County. Mr. Lopez nevertheless claims, as a fact, that the detainer does not indicate
that Mr. Lopez had committed or was committing a crime. The form used by ICE generally
indicates civil immigration violations, not criminal violations. Further, Mr. Lopez had not been
charged or convicted of an immigration crime, and was not guilty of an immigration crime. In

particular, Mr. Lopez was innocent of any of the following immigration crimes: bringing in
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and harboring aliens (8 U.S.C. § 1324); unlawful employment of aliens (8 U.S.C. § 1324a);
willful failure to disclose role as document preparer (8 U.S.C. § 1324c(e)(1)); improper entry
(8 U.S.C. § 1325(a)); marriage fraud (8 U.S.C. § 1325(c)); immigration-related entrepreneur-
ship fraud (8 U.S.C. § 1325(d)); illegal reentry (8 U.S.C. § 1326); aiding or assisting certain
aliens to enter (8 U.S.C. § 1327); and importation of alien for immoral purpose (8 U.S.C. §
1328). Mr. Lopez’s claimed innocence of these crimes is evidence of the fact that the detainer
used by ICE did not show probable cause of a criminal violation. Further, the detainer is based
on information contained in the IDENT database, see supra 99 9-10. Because Mr. Lopez had
not been charged with an immigration crime, convicted of an immigration crime, or guilty of
an immigration crime, Mr. Lopez claims as fact that there is nothing in the IDENT database
that would indicate that Mr. Lopez had committed or was committing a crime. Because noth-
ing in the IDENT database indicated that Mr. Lopez had committed or was committing a crime,
the detainer provided by ICE to Dallas County did not show that Mr. Lopez had committed or
was committing a crime. Based on this evidence, Mr. Lopez claims as fact that Dallas County
did not have probable cause of a different criminal offense, and should not have held Mr.
Lopez pretrial. Dallas County also violated the Fourth Amendment by refusing the Plaintiff
pretrial release due to a detainer issued without the oversight of a neutral magistrate.

138. Refusal of Pretrial Release for Gonzalo Ramirez Vasquez. After he was ar-

rested, an immigration hold was placed on Mr. Ramirez Vasquez, as shown below:
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Hold Agency ID
Bond Amount 000
Charge ILLEGAL ALIEN
Warrant Number 1605000183
Maglatrate

Remark  M/F INSIHNIND BOND

The immigration hold is evidence of the fact that ICE sent a detainer to Dallas County for Mr.
Ramirez Vasquez, requesting that Dallas County detain Mr. Ramirez Vasquez after he other-
wise would be released for transfer to ICE. Bail was nominally set for Mr. Ramirez Vasquez in
January 2015, showing that Mr. Ramirez Vasquez was eligible for pretrial release. Mr. Ramirez
Vasquez did not attempt to pay bond because he believed it was futile to do so. It was well
known that Dallas County refused immediate release on bond for any detainee with an immi-
gration hold, and Mr. Ramirez Vasquez knew that he had an immigration hold. But for Dallas
County’s practices of refusing immediate release on bond for any detainee with an immigration
hold, Mr. Ramirez Vasquez could have and would have secured a bond to ensure pretrial re-
lease. Dallas County’s practice of refusing immediate release on bond to individuals with im-
migration holds resulted in pretrial detention. If Dallas County had allowed Mr. Ramirez
Vasquez to pay bail on his original purported criminal offense, Dallas County should have
released Mr. Ramirez Vasquez, as Dallas County had no other basis to believe that Mr. Ramirez
Vasquez had committed or was committing a criminal offense. Thus, to further detain Mr.
Ramirez Vasquez, Dallas County must show probable cause of a different criminal offense.
Dallas County did not have such probable cause, but continued to detain Mr. Ramirez Vasquez.
The fact that Dallas County did not have probable cause of a different criminal offense is sup-
ported by evidence. The only hold listed in Mr. Ramirez Vasquez’s file is the immigration hold.
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This is evidence of the fact that (i) Dallas County did not have probable cause of a criminal
offense from another county or state, and (ii) Dallas County held Mr. Ramirez Vasquez due to
that immigration hold, and ultimately because of ICE’s request for Dallas County to detain Mr.
Ramirez Vasquez. Mr. Ramirez Vasquez does not have a copy of the detainer that ICE sent
Dallas County. Mr. Ramirez Vasquez nevertheless claims, as a fact, that the detainer does not
indicate that Mr. Ramirez Vasquez had committed or was committing a crime. The form used
by ICE generally indicates civil immigration violations, not criminal violations. Further, Mr.
Ramirez Vasquez had not been charged or convicted of an immigration crime, and was not
guilty of an immigration crime. In particular, Mr. Ramirez Vasquez was innocent of any of the
following immigration crimes: bringing in and harboring aliens (8 U.S.C. § 1324); unlawful
employment of aliens (8 U.S.C. § 1324a); willful failure to disclose role as document preparer
(8 U.S.C. § 1324c(e)(1)); improper entry (8 U.S.C. § 1325(a)); marriage fraud (8 U.S.C. §
1325(c)); immigration-related entrepreneurship fraud (8 U.S.C. § 1325(d)); illegal reentry (8
U.S.C. § 1326); aiding or assisting certain aliens to enter (8 U.S.C. § 1327); and importation
of alien for immoral purpose (8 U.S.C. § 1328). Mr. Ramirez Vasquez’s claimed innocence of
these crimes is evidence of the fact that the detainer used by ICE did not show probable cause
of a criminal violation. Further, the detainer is based on information contained in the IDENT
database, see supra 99 9-10. Because Mr. Ramirez Vasquez had not been charged with an im-
migration crime, convicted of an immigration crime, or guilty of an immigration crime, Mr.
Ramirez Vasquez claims as fact that there is nothing in the IDENT database that would indicate
that Mr. Ramirez Vasquez had committed or was committing a crime. Because nothing in the
IDENT database indicated that Mr. Ramirez Vasquez had committed or was committing a

crime, the detainer provided by ICE to Dallas County did not show that Mr. Ramirez Vasquez
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had committed or was committing a crime. Based on this evidence, Mr. Ramirez Vasquez
claims as fact that Dallas County did not have probable cause of a different criminal offense,
and should not have held Mr. Ramirez Vasquez pretrial. Dallas County also violated the Fourth
Amendment by refusing the Plaintiff pretrial release due to a detainer issued without the over-
sight of a neutral magistrate.

139. Refusal of Pretrial Release for Carlos Reyna Esparragoza. After he was ar-

rested, an immigration hold was placed on Mr. Reyna Esparragoza, as shown below:

Hold Agency ID

Bond Amount 000

Charge ILLEGAL ALIEN
Warrant Number 253180757
Magistrate
Remark H/F IMMIGRATION NO BOND ALLOWED

The immigration hold is evidence of the fact that ICE sent a detainer to Dallas County for Mr.
Reyna Esparragoza, requesting that Dallas County detain Mr. Reyna Esparragoza after he oth-
erwise would be released for transfer to ICE. Bail was nominally set for Mr. Reyna Esparragoza

in June 27, 2015, for $1,500, showing that Mr. Reyna Esparragoza was eligible for pretrial

release.
Offense(s): Canse No.  Agency Name Band Amount
POSS €3 PO 1 >+10e4C 71555669 Dallas Police £1,500.00 Cash/sur
Remanded to cusiody of __pap in witness whaeol, | ribgd my name
thisthe 27 day of June ) 2048 - Wm
Magistrate Dallas County, Texas
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The same day, Mr. Reyna Esparragoza tendered a bail bond in the amount of $1,500 to secure

pretrial release, as shown below:

A-aomn{utggm JAIL LOCATIOR: Ls

BAIL BOND
THE STATE OF TEXAS,COUNTY OF DALLAS
3 Vs .
Cavles ez
L me——hflucpategea
nace__la) sex__IN -
. MISDEMEANOR FELONY T
T pgpe._LUsk BOOKIN N0 F_
0b/87/301S CASE/WARRANT # £ 165 5[
KNOWN AI.L_,MEH g'mesa PRESENTS: THAT WE, AS PRINCIPAL, AND THE
UNDERSIGNED AMERMAN SUSEYY (Il apenic Bldie Sabiaur stbo 452 (ha Gt fimmide, AS SURETY, ARE HELD FIRMLY BOUND UNTO THE STATE
OF TEXAS IN"THE FENAL SUM OF ¢ p\elyed DOLLARS(S__ | BAO ) AND IN

ADDITION THERE TO, WE ARE BOUND FOR THE PAYMENT OF ALL FEES AND EXPENSES THAT MAY BE INCURRED BY ANY PEACE
OFFICER IN RE-ARRESTING THE SAID PRINCIPAL IN THE EVENT OF THE STATED CONDITIONS OF THIS BOND ARE VIOLATED FOR
THE PAYMENT OF WHICH SUM OR SUMS WILL AND TRULY TO BE MADE, WE DO BIND OURSELVES, AND EACH OF US, DUR HEIRS,
EXECUTORS AND ADMINIS’!‘R%RS lOlaﬂ.Y AND SEVERALLY. T)iE‘iONDITION OF THIS BOND 15 THAT THE DEFENDANT

HAS BEEN CHARGED WITH | Z= AND TO SECURE HIS/HER
RELEASE FROM CUSTODRY IS ENTERING INTO THIS OBUGATKON BINDING HIM/HER TO MAKE A PERSONAL APPEARANCE
(INSTANTER) BEFORE COURT TO WHICH THE SAME MAY BE TRANSFERRED AND BASED ON SA1D CHARGE, HABEAS CORPUS Wi'TH
WRIT-THAT 15 SAID PRINCIPAL SHALL WELL AND TRULY APPEAR IN THE __Instonter COURTOF ____ TEXAS AT
—AM,ONTHE DAY OF ,AD. 20 IN THE COURT ROOM OF SAID
COURT, IN THE CITY OF _DALLAS. COUNTY OF _DALLAS _ TEXAS, FURSUANT TO THE ORDER OF THE JUDGE THIS DAY MADE
GRANTING A WRIT OF HABEAS CORPUS ON APPLICATION OF SAID PRINCIPAL, IT HAVING BEEN CALLED TO HIS ATTENTION THAT
SAID PRINCIPAL IS RESTRAINED OF HIS LEBERTY BY A PEACE OFFICER OF DALLAS COUNTY, TEXAS UNDER ACCUSATION OF SAID
CHARGE AGAINST THE LAWS DF THE STATE OF TEXAS, SAID WRIT BEING DEPART THERE FROM WITHOUT LEAVE OF SAID COURT,
PENDING EXAMINATION OF AND HEARING OF SAID WRIT, IN ORDER TO ABIDE FINAL DETERMINATION THEREOF BY SAID COURT.

I.W‘ DO SWEAR THAT 1 AM WORTH AT LEAST THE SUM OF

$ o DOLLARS, AFTER DEDUCTING FROM MY PROPERTY ALL THAT WHICH 1S EXEMPT BY THE
CONSTITUTION AND OF THE STATE FROM FORCED SALE AND AFTER PAYMENT OF ALL BY DEBTS, WHETHER INDIVIDUAL
OR SECURITY DEBTS AND AFTER SATISFYING ALL ENCUMBERANCES UPON MY PROPERTY WHICH ARE KNOWN TO ME AND
THAT | RESIDE N __DALLAS  COUNTY ARD HAVE PROPERTY IN THIS STATE LIABLE TO FURTHER SWEAR THAT
THERE ARE NO OUTSTANDING JUDGEMENTS IN DALLAS COUNTY, TEXAS OR ELSEWHERE AGAINST THE AFFIANT AND THAT
THE AFFIANT MAKES THIS STATEMENT FOR THE EXPRESS PURPOSE OF INDUCING THE APPROVALAND ACCEPTANCE OF SAID
BOND WITHHIMSELF AS A SURETY THEREON, WELL KNOWING: BELIEVING AND INTENDING THATTHE MAKING OF THIS
STATEMENT WILL INDUCE THE OFFICIAL CHARGED WITH THE DUTY OF ACCEPTING AND APPROVING SAID BOND TO ACCEPT AND

APPROVE THE SAME AND THAT ALL STATEMENTS HEREIN ARE TRUE, 50 HELP ME GOD.
}.u&” 2 ——%
T Amriras Sty To SALAZAR, s/ le A-ET OUT AN BONDS

400 E. IRVING 8LVD
IRVING, TEXAS 75060
972-785-1000
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Dallas County did not release Mr. Reyna Esparragoza pre-trial, even though he tendered bail

One of the docket sheets for Mr. Reyna Esparragoza shows the indicator “BOND” crossed out,

and replaced with “Jail.”

BAE:__’S‘[ S:

/57 520 BEND
DATE OF FILING

o oo W o e o

Instead of releasing Mr. Reyna Esparragoza after he paid bail, on August 5, 2015 (around six
weeks later), Sr. Sgt. Ric Bruner (or another Dallas County employee) caused a Dallas County

district attorney to seek to hold the bond insufficient because of the detainer lodged against

Mr. Reyna Esparragoza:
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T
@,
SCANNED CAUSE NUMBER; F-1555669 = ®
7 -1 o
Q
STATE OF TEXAS § IN THE 265th JUDICNUASIETR eT =
HED
vs. § COURT e o
! 2o, 3 O
| REVNAESPARRAGOZA, CARLOS DALLAS COUNTY, TEXWS 7,
; %% %
NOTICE OF FLIGHT RISK E

COMES NOW THE STATE OF TEXAS, by end through its Dallas County Assistant District
Attorney. Jenie Kunnathusseril, and hereby provides Notice to the Court that the above named defendant
is a fight risk. The Immigration and Customs Enforcement Division (ICE) of the Department of
Homeland Security has placed a detainer on the defendant who will be wansferred to ICE custody prior to
the defendant answering to the chaigc now pending against him/ber,

l The defendant is currently incarcerated in the Dallas County Jail for the offense of POSS CS 16,
and has a $1,500 Surety Boad. In order to ensure the defendant’s presence for this case. the State requests
this Honorable Court to exercise its authority pursuant to Code of Criminal Procedure. Anticle 17.09,
Section 3 and hold the bond insufTicient and sct a bond hearing, if the court believes such is warranted.

Respecl_fuyﬂﬁ_ﬂ’
E i

o ey
Assistant District Attorney
Dallas County, Texas
Texas Bar Card Number; 24083336

The Court granted Dallas County’s request, and continued to hold Mr. Reyna Esparragoza
pretrial. Dallas County’s practice of refusing immediate release on bond to individuals with
immigration holds resulted in pretrial detention. If Dallas County had allowed Mr. Reyna Es-
parragoza to pay bail on his original purported criminal offense, Dallas County should have
released Mr. Reyna Esparragoza, as Dallas County had no other basis to believe that Mr. Reyna
Esparragoza had committed or was committing a criminal offense. Thus, to further detain Mr.

Reyna Esparragoza, Dallas County must show probable cause of a different criminal offense.
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Dallas County did not have such probable cause, but continued to detain Mr. Reyna Esparra-
goza. The fact that Dallas County did not have probable cause of a different criminal offense
is supported by evidence. The only hold listed in Mr. Reyna Esparragoza’s file is the immigra-
tion hold. This is evidence of the fact that (i) Dallas County did not have probable cause of a
criminal offense from another county or state, and (ii) Dallas County held Mr. Reyna Esparra-
goza due to that immigration hold, and ultimately because of ICE’s request for Dallas County
to detain Mr. Reyna Esparragoza. Mr. Reyna Esparragoza does not have a copy of the detainer
that ICE sent Dallas County. Mr. Reyna Esparragoza nevertheless claims, as a fact, that the
detainer does not indicate that Mr. Reyna Esparragoza had committed or was committing a
crime. The form used by ICE generally indicates civil immigration violations, not criminal vi-
olations. Further, Mr. Reyna Esparragoza had not been charged or convicted of an immigration
crime, and was not guilty of an immigration crime. In particular, Mr. Reyna Esparragoza was
innocent of any of the following immigration crimes: bringing in and harboring aliens (8 U.S.C.
§ 1324); unlawful employment of aliens (8 U.S.C. § 1324a); willful failure to disclose role as
document preparer (8 U.S.C. § 1324c(e)(1)); improper entry (8 U.S.C. § 1325(a)); marriage
fraud (8 U.S.C. § 1325(c)); immigration-related entrepreneurship fraud (8 U.S.C. § 1325(d));
illegal reentry (8 U.S.C. § 1326); aiding or assisting certain aliens to enter (8 U.S.C. § 1327);
and importation of alien for immoral purpose (8 U.S.C. § 1328). Mr. Reyna Esparragoza’s
claimed innocence of these crimes is evidence of the fact that the detainer used by ICE did not
show probable cause of a criminal violation. Further, the detainer is based on information
contained in the IDENT database, see supra 19 9-10. Because Mr. Reyna Esparragoza had not
been charged with an immigration crime, convicted of an immigration crime, or guilty of an

immigration crime, Mr. Reyna Esparragoza claims as fact that there is nothing in the IDENT
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database that would indicate that Mr. Reyna Esparragoza had committed or was committing
a crime. Because nothing in the IDENT database indicated that Mr. Reyna Esparragoza had
committed or was committing a crime, the detainer provided by ICE to Dallas County did not
show that Mr. Reyna Esparragoza had committed or was committing a crime. Based on this
evidence, Mr. Reyna Esparragoza claims as fact that Dallas County did not have probable cause
of a different criminal offense, and should not have held Mr. Reyna Esparragoza pretrial. Dal-
las County also violated the Fourth Amendment by refusing the Plaintiff pretrial release due
to a detainer issued without the oversight of a neutral magistrate.

140. Refusal of Pretrial Release for Jose Rodriguez. After he was arrested, an im-

migration hold was placed on Mr. Rodriguez, as shown below:

Hold  Agency 1D
Bond Amount
Charge ULEGALALIEN
Warrant Number 4502702

Wagntrate

Remark M0 NS

The immigration hold is evidence of the fact that ICE sent a detainer to Dallas County for Mr.
Rodriguez, requesting that Dallas County detain Mr. Rodriguez after he otherwise would be
released for transfer to ICE. Bail was nominally set for Mr. Rodriguez in December 2015,
showing that Mr. Rodriguez was eligible for pretrial release. Mr. Rodriguez did not attempt to
pay bond because he believed it was futile to do so. It was well known that Dallas County
refused immediate release on bond for any detainee with an immigration hold, and Mr. Ro-
driguez knew that he had an immigration hold. But for Dallas County’s practices of refusing

immediate release on bond for any detainee with an immigration hold, Mr. Rodriguez could

177



Case 3:15-cv-03481-S Document 80 Filed 06/16/17 Page 178 of 390 PagelD 1817

have and would have secured a bond to ensure pretrial release. Dallas County’s practice of
refusing immediate release on bond to individuals with immigration holds resulted in pretrial
detention. If Dallas County had allowed Mr. Rodriguez to pay bail on his original purported
criminal offense, Dallas County should have released Mr. Rodriguez, as Dallas County had no
other basis to believe that Mr. Rodriguez had committed or was committing a criminal offense.
Thus, to further detain Mr. Rodriguez, Dallas County must show probable cause of a different
criminal offense. Dallas County did not have such probable cause, but continued to detain Mr.
Rodriguez. The fact that Dallas County did not have probable cause of a different criminal
offense is supported by evidence. The only hold listed in Mr. Rodriguez’s file is the immigration
hold. This is evidence of the fact that (i) Dallas County did not have probable cause of a crim-
inal offense from another county or state, and (ii) Dallas County held Mr. Rodriguez due to
that immigration hold, and ultimately because of ICE’s request for Dallas County to detain Mr.
Rodriguez. Mr. Rodriguez does not have a copy of the detainer that ICE sent Dallas County.
Mr. Rodriguez nevertheless claims, as a fact, that the detainer does not indicate that Mr. Ro-
driguez had committed or was committing a crime. The form used by ICE generally indicates
civil immigration violations, not criminal violations. Further, Mr. Rodriguez had not been
charged or convicted of an immigration crime, and was not guilty of an immigration crime. In
particular, Mr. Rodriguez was innocent of any of the following immigration crimes: bringing
in and harboring aliens (8 U.S.C. § 1324); unlawful employment of aliens (8 U.S.C. § 1324a);
willful failure to disclose role as document preparer (8 U.S.C. § 1324c(e)(1)); improper entry
(8 U.S.C. § 1325(a)); marriage fraud (8 U.S.C. § 1325(c)); immigration-related entrepreneur-
ship fraud (8 U.S.C. § 1325(d)); illegal reentry (8 U.S.C. § 1326); aiding or assisting certain

aliens to enter (8 U.S.C. § 1327); and importation of alien for immoral purpose (8 U.S.C. §
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1328). Mr. Rodriguez’s claimed innocence of these crimes is evidence of the fact that the de-
tainer used by ICE did not show probable cause of a criminal violation. Further, the detainer
is based on information contained in the IDENT database, see supra 99 9-10. Because Mr. Ro-
driguez had not been charged with an immigration crime, convicted of an immigration crime,
or guilty of an immigration crime, Mr. Rodriguez claims as fact that there is nothing in the
IDENT database that would indicate that Mr. Rodriguez had committed or was committing a
crime. Because nothing in the IDENT database indicated that Mr. Rodriguez had committed
or was committing a crime, the detainer provided by ICE to Dallas County did not show that
Mr. Rodriguez had committed or was committing a crime. Based on this evidence, Mr. Rodri-
guez claims as fact that Dallas County did not have probable cause of a different criminal
offense, and should not have held Mr. Rodriguez pretrial. Dallas County also violated the
Fourth Amendment by refusing the Plaintiff pretrial release due to a detainer issued without
the oversight of a neutral magistrate.

141. Refusal of Pretrial Release for Epifanio Uribe Ortiz. After he was arrested,

an immigration hold was placed on Mr. Uribe Ortiz, as shown below:

Hold Agorcy D
Bond Amount 002
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Warrant Number 508000201
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The immigration hold is evidence of the fact that ICE sent a detainer to Dallas County for Mr.
Uribe Ortiz, requesting that Dallas County detain Mr. Uribe Ortiz after he otherwise would be

released for transfer to ICE. Bail was nominally set for Mr. Uribe Ortiz in August 2015, showing
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that Mr. Uribe Ortiz was eligible for pretrial release. Mr. Uribe Ortiz did not attempt to pay
bond because he believed it was futile to do so. It was well known that Dallas County refused
immediate release on bond for any detainee with an immigration hold, and Mr. Uribe Ortiz
knew that he had an immigration hold. But for Dallas County’s practices of refusing immediate
release on bond for any detainee with an immigration hold, Mr. Uribe Ortiz could have and
would have secured a bond to ensure pretrial release. Dallas County’s practice of refusing
immediate release on bond to individuals with immigration holds resulted in pretrial deten-
tion. If Dallas County had allowed Mr. Uribe Ortiz to pay bail on his original purported criminal
offense, Dallas County should have released Mr. Uribe Ortiz, as Dallas County had no other
basis to believe that Mr. Uribe Ortiz had committed or was committing a criminal offense.
Thus, to further detain Mr. Uribe Ortiz, Dallas County must show probable cause of a different
criminal offense. Dallas County did not have such probable cause, but continued to detain Mr.
Uribe Ortiz. The fact that Dallas County did not have probable cause of a different criminal
offense is supported by evidence. The only hold listed in Mr. Uribe Ortiz’s file is the immigra-
tion hold. This is evidence of the fact that (i) Dallas County did not have probable cause of a
criminal offense from another county or state, and (ii) Dallas County held Mr. Uribe Ortiz due
to that immigration hold, and ultimately because of ICE’s request for Dallas County to detain
Mr. Uribe Ortiz. Mr. Uribe Ortiz does not have a copy of the detainer that ICE sent Dallas
County. Mr. Uribe Ortiz nevertheless claims, as a fact, that the detainer does not indicate that
Mr. Uribe Ortiz had committed or was committing a crime. The form used by ICE generally
indicates civil immigration violations, not criminal violations. Further, Mr. Uribe Ortiz had not
been charged or convicted of an immigration crime, and was not guilty of an immigration

crime. In particular, Mr. Uribe Ortiz was innocent of any of the following immigration crimes:
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bringing in and harboring aliens (8 U.S.C. § 1324); unlawful employment of aliens (8 U.S.C.
§ 1324a); willful failure to disclose role as document preparer (8 U.S.C. § 1324c(e)(1)); im-
proper entry (8 U.S.C. § 1325(a)); marriage fraud (8 U.S.C. § 1325(c)); immigration-related
entrepreneurship fraud (8 U.S.C. § 1325(d)); illegal reentry (8 U.S.C. § 1326); aiding or as-
sisting certain aliens to enter (8 U.S.C. § 1327); and importation of alien for immoral purpose
(8 U.S.C. § 1328). Mr. Uribe Ortiz’s claimed innocence of these crimes is evidence of the fact
that the detainer used by ICE did not show probable cause of a criminal violation. Further, the
detainer is based on information contained in the IDENT database, see supra 99 9-10. Because
Mr. Uribe Ortiz had not been charged with an immigration crime, convicted of an immigration
crime, or guilty of an immigration crime, Mr. Uribe Ortiz claims as fact that there is nothing
in the IDENT database that would indicate that Mr. Uribe Ortiz had committed or was com-
mitting a crime. Because nothing in the IDENT database indicated that Mr. Uribe Ortiz had
committed or was committing a crime, the detainer provided by ICE to Dallas County did not
show that Mr. Uribe Ortiz had committed or was committing a crime. Based on this evidence,
Mr. Uribe Ortiz claims as fact that Dallas County did not have probable cause of a different
criminal offense, and should not have held Mr. Uribe Ortiz pretrial. Dallas County also violated
the Fourth Amendment by refusing the Plaintiff pretrial release due to a detainer issued with-
out the oversight of a neutral magistrate.

142. Refusal of Pre-Trial Release for Raul Gomez. After he was arrested, an immi-
gration hold was placed on Mr. Gomez. Evidence of this hold includes (i) the fact that bail was
set at $100,000, which was standard practice for those with immigration holds, and (ii) the
fact that Mr. Gomez was overdetained for transfer to ICE. This is also evidence of the fact that

ICE sent a detainer to Dallas County for Mr. Gomez, requesting that Dallas County detain Mr.
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Gomez after he otherwise would be released for transfer to ICE. Bail was nominally set for Mr.
Gomez in December 2014, showing that Mr. Gomez was eligible for pretrial release. Mr.
Gomez did not attempt to pay bond because he believed it was futile to do so. It was well
known that Dallas County refused immediate release on bond for any detainee with an immi-
gration hold, and Mr. Gomez knew that he had an immigration hold. But for Dallas County’s
practices of refusing immediate release on bond for any detainee with an immigration hold,
Mr. Gomez could have and would have secured a bond to ensure pretrial release. Dallas
County’s practice of refusing immediate release on bond to individuals with immigration holds
resulted in pretrial detention. If Dallas County had allowed Mr. Gomez to pay bail on his orig-
inal purported criminal offense, Dallas County should have released Mr. Gomez, as Dallas
County had no other basis to believe that Mr. Gomez had committed or was committing a
criminal offense. Thus, to further detain Mr. Gomez, Dallas County must show probable cause
of a different criminal offense. Dallas County did not have such probable cause, but continued
to detain Mr. Gomez. The fact that Dallas County did not have probable cause of a different
criminal offense is supported by evidence. The only hold listed in Mr. Gomez’s file is the im-
migration hold. This is evidence of the fact that (i) Dallas County did not have probable cause
of a criminal offense from another county or state, and (ii) Dallas County held Mr. Gomez due
to that immigration hold, and ultimately because of ICE’s request for Dallas County to detain
Mr. Gomez. Mr. Gomez does not have a copy of the detainer that ICE sent Dallas County. Mr.
Gomez nevertheless claims, as a fact, that the detainer does not indicate that Mr. Gomez had
committed or was committing a crime. The form used by ICE generally indicates civil immi-
gration violations, not criminal violations. Further, Mr. Gomez had not been charged or con-

victed of a separate immigration crime. Mr. Gomez claims as fact that the detainer provided
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by ICE to Dallas County did not show that Mr. Gomez had committed or was committing a
crime. Based on this evidence, Mr. Gomez claims as fact that Dallas County did not have prob-
able cause of a different criminal offense, and should not have held Mr. Gomez pretrial. Dallas
County also violated the Fourth Amendment by refusing the Plaintiff pretrial release due to a
detainer issued without the oversight of a neutral magistrate.

143. Refusal of Pretrial Release for Jorge Marrufo. After he was arrested, an im-

migration hold was placed on Mr. Marrufo, as shown below:
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The immigration hold is evidence of the fact that ICE sent a detainer to Dallas County for Mr.
Marrufo, requesting that Dallas County detain Mr. Marrufo after he otherwise would be re-
leased for transfer to ICE. Bail was nominally set for Mr. Marrufo in November 2015, showing
that he was eligible for pretrial release. Mr. Marrufo did not attempt to pay bond because he
believed it futile to do so. It was well known that Dallas County refused immediate release on
bond for any detainee with an immigration hold, and Mr. Marrufo knew that he had an immi-
gration hold. But for Dallas County’s practices of refusing immediate release on bond for any
detainee with an immigration hold, Mr. Marrufo could have and would have secured a bond
to ensure pretrial release. Dallas County’s practice of refusing immediate release on bond to
individuals with immigration holds resulted in pretrial detention. If Dallas County had allowed
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Mr. Marrufo to pay bail on his original purported criminal offense, Dallas County should have
released Mr. Marrufo, as Dallas County had no other basis to believe that Mr. Marrufo had
committed or was committing a criminal offense. Thus, to further detain Mr. Marrufo, Dallas
County must show probable cause of a different criminal offense. Dallas County did not have
such probable cause, but continued to detain Mr. Marrufo. The fact that Dallas County did not
have probable cause of a different criminal offense or felony is supported by evidence. Mr.
Marrufo knew of no hold that might justify further detention besides the immigration hold.
This is evidence of the fact that (i) Dallas County did not have probable cause of a criminal
offense from another county or state, and (ii) Dallas County held Mr. Marrufo due to that
immigration hold, and ultimately because of ICE’s request for Dallas County to detain Mr.
Marrufo. Mr. Marrufo does not have a copy of the detainer that ICE sent Dallas County. Mr.
Marrufo nevertheless claims, as a fact, that the detainer does not indicate that Mr. Marrufo
had committed or was committing a crime. The form used by ICE generally indicates civil
immigration violations, not criminal violations. Further, Mr. Marrufo had not been charged or
convicted of an immigration crime, and was not guilty of an immigration crime. In particular,
Mr. Marrufo was innocent of any of the following immigration crimes: bringing in and harbor-
ing aliens (8 U.S.C. § 1324); unlawful employment of aliens (8 U.S.C. § 1324a); willful failure
to disclose role as document preparer (8 U.S.C. § 1324c(e)(1)); improper entry (8 U.S.C. §
1325(a)); marriage fraud (8 U.S.C. § 1325(c)); immigration-related entrepreneurship fraud
(8 U.S.C. § 1325(d)); illegal reentry (8 U.S.C. § 1326); aiding or assisting certain aliens to
enter (8 U.S.C. § 1327); and importation of alien for immoral purpose (8 U.S.C. § 1328). Mr.
Marrufo’s claimed innocence of these crimes is evidence of the fact that the detainer used by

ICE did not show probable cause of a criminal violation. Further, the detainer is based on

184



Case 3:15-cv-03481-S Document 80 Filed 06/16/17 Page 185 of 390 PagelD 1824

information contained in the IDENT database, see supra 19 9-10. Because Mr. Marrufo had not
been charged with an immigration crime, convicted of an immigration crime, or guilty of an
immigration crime, Mr. Marrufo claims as fact that there is nothing in the IDENT database
that would indicate that Mr. Marrufo had committed or was committing a crime. Because
nothing in the IDENT database indicated that Mr. Marrufo had committed or was committing
a crime, the detainer provided by ICE to Dallas County did not show that Mr. Marrufo had
committed or was committing a crime. Based on this evidence, Mr. Marrufo claims as fact that
Dallas County did not have probable cause of a different criminal offense, and should not have
held him pretrial. Dallas County also violated the Fourth Amendment by refusing the Plaintiff
pretrial release due to a detainer issued without the oversight of a neutral magistrate.

144. Refusal of Pretrial Release for Fernando Huerta. After he was arrested, an

immigration hold was placed on Mr. Huerta, as shown below:

Charge ALEGAL ALIEMN
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The immigration hold is evidence of the fact that ICE sent a detainer to Dallas County for Mr.
Huerta, requesting that Dallas County detain Mr. Huerta after he otherwise would be released
for transfer to ICE. Bail was nominally set for Huerta in April 2016, showing that he was
eligible for pretrial release. Mr. Huerta attempted to pay bond, but was not allowed to. It was
well known that Dallas County refused immediate release on bond for any detainee with an

immigration hold, and Mr. Huerta knew that he had an immigration hold. But for Dallas
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County’s practices of refusing immediate release on bond for any detainee with an immigration
hold, Mr. Huerta could have and would have secured a bond to ensure pretrial release. Dallas
County’s practice of refusing immediate release on bond to individuals with immigration holds
resulted in pretrial detention. If Dallas County had allowed Mr. Huerta to pay bail on his orig-
inal purported criminal offense, Dallas County should have released Mr. Huerta, as Dallas
County had no other basis to believe that Mr. Huerta had committed or was committing a
criminal offense. Thus, to further detain Mr. Huerta, Dallas County must show probable cause
of a different criminal offense. Dallas County did not have such probable cause, but continued
to detain Mr. Huerta. The fact that Dallas County did not have probable cause of a different
criminal offense or felony is supported by evidence. Mr. Huerta knew of no hold that might
justify further detention besides the immigration hold. This is evidence of the fact that (i)
Dallas County did not have probable cause of a criminal offense from another county or state,
and (ii) Dallas County held Mr. Huerta due to that immigration hold, and ultimately because
of ICE’s request for Dallas County to detain Mr. Huerta. Mr. Huerta does not have a copy of
the detainer that ICE sent Dallas County. Mr. Huerta nevertheless claims, as a fact, that the
detainer does not indicate that Mr. Huerta had committed or was committing a crime. The
form used by ICE generally indicates civil immigration violations, not criminal violations.
Based on this evidence, Mr. Huerta claims as fact that Dallas County did not have probable
cause of a different criminal offense, and should not have held him pretrial. Dallas County also
violated the Fourth Amendment by refusing the Plaintiff pretrial release due to a detainer
issued without the oversight of a neutral magistrate.

145. Refusal of Pretrial Release for Jacinto Hernandez. After he was arrested, an

immigration hold was placed on Mr. Hernandez, as shown below:
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The immigration hold is evidence of the fact that ICE sent a detainer to Dallas County for Mr.
Hernandez, requesting that Dallas County detain Mr. Hernandez after he otherwise would be
released for transfer to ICE. Bail was nominally set for Hernandez in March 2016, showing
that he was eligible for pretrial release. Mr. Hernandez did not attempt to pay bond because
he believed it futile to do so. As shown above, his hold stated “NO BOND.” It was well known
that Dallas County refused immediate release on bond for any detainee with an immigration
hold, and Mr. Hernandez knew that he had an immigration hold. But for Dallas County’s prac-
tices of refusing immediate release on bond for any detainee with an immigration hold, Mr.
Hernandez could have and would have secured a bond to ensure pretrial release. Dallas
County’s practice of refusing immediate release on bond to individuals with immigration holds
resulted in pretrial detention. If Dallas County had allowed Mr. Hernandez to pay bail on his
original purported criminal offense, Dallas County should have released Mr. Hernandez, as
Dallas County had no other basis to believe that Mr. Hernandez had committed or was com-
mitting a criminal offense. Thus, to further detain Mr. Hernandez, Dallas County must show
probable cause of a different criminal offense. Dallas County did not have such probable cause,
but continued to detain Mr. Hernandez. The fact that Dallas County did not have probable

cause of a different criminal offense or felony is supported by evidence. Mr. Hernandez knew
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of no hold that might justify further detention besides the immigration hold. This is evidence
of the fact that (i) Dallas County did not have probable cause of a criminal offense from an-
other county or state, and (ii) Dallas County held Mr. Hernandez due to that immigration
hold, and ultimately because of ICE’s request for Dallas County to detain Mr. Hernandez. Mr.
Hernandez does not have a copy of the detainer that ICE sent Dallas County. Mr. Hernandez
nevertheless claims, as a fact, that the detainer does not indicate that Mr. Hernandez had
committed or was committing a crime. The form used by ICE generally indicates civil immi-
gration violations, not criminal violations. Further, Mr. Hernandez had not been charged or
convicted of an immigration crime, and was not guilty of an immigration crime. In particular,
Mr. Hernandez was innocent of any of the following immigration crimes: bringing in and har-
boring aliens (8 U.S.C. § 1324); unlawful employment of aliens (8 U.S.C. § 1324a); willful
failure to disclose role as document preparer (8 U.S.C. § 1324c(e)(1)); improper entry (8
U.S.C. § 1325(a)); marriage fraud (8 U.S.C. § 1325(c)); immigration-related entrepreneurship
fraud (8 U.S.C. § 1325(d)); illegal reentry (8 U.S.C. § 1326); aiding or assisting certain aliens
to enter (8 U.S.C. § 1327); and importation of alien for immoral purpose (8 U.S.C. § 1328).
Mr. Hernandez’s claimed innocence of these crimes is evidence of the fact that the detainer
used by ICE did not show probable cause of a criminal violation. Further, the detainer is based
on information contained in the IDENT database, see supra 99 9-10. Because Mr. Hernandez
had not been charged with an immigration crime, convicted of an immigration crime, or guilty
of an immigration crime, Mr. Hernandez claims as fact that there is nothing in the IDENT
database that would indicate that Mr. Hernandez had committed or was committing a crime.
Because nothing in the IDENT database indicated that Mr. Hernandez had committed or was

committing a crime, the detainer provided by ICE to Dallas County did not show that Mr.
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Hernandez had committed or was committing a crime. Based on this evidence, Mr. Hernandez
claims as fact that Dallas County did not have probable cause of a different criminal offense,
and should not have held him pretrial. Dallas County also violated the Fourth Amendment by
refusing the Plaintiff pretrial release due to a detainer issued without the oversight of a neutral
magistrate.

146. Refusal of Pretrial Release for Mario Hernandez Jasso. After he was arrested,

an immigration hold was placed on Mr. Hernandez Jasso, as shown below:
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The immigration hold is evidence of the fact that ICE sent a detainer to Dallas County for Mr.
Hernandez Jasso, requesting that Dallas County detain Mr. Hernandez Jasso after he otherwise
would be released for transfer to ICE. Bail was nominally set for Hernandez Jasso in April
2016, showing that he was eligible for pretrial release. Mr. Hernandez Jasso did not attempt
to pay bond because he believed it futile to do so. It was well known that Dallas County refused
immediate release on bond for any detainee with an immigration hold, and Mr. Hernandez
Jasso knew that he had an immigration hold. But for Dallas County’s practices of refusing
immediate release on bond for any detainee with an immigration hold, Mr. Hernandez Jasso

could have and would have secured a bond to ensure pretrial release. Dallas County’s practice
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of refusing immediate release on bond to individuals with immigration holds resulted in pre-
trial detention. If Dallas County had allowed Mr. Hernandez Jasso to pay bail on his original
purported criminal offense, Dallas County should have released Mr. Hernandez Jasso, as Dal-
las County had no other basis to believe that Mr. Hernandez Jasso had committed or was
committing a criminal offense. Thus, to further detain Mr. Hernandez Jasso, Dallas County
must show probable cause of a different criminal offense. Dallas County did not have such
probable cause, but continued to detain Mr. Hernandez Jasso. The fact that Dallas County did
not have probable cause of a different criminal offense or felony is supported by evidence. Mr.
Hernandez Jasso knew of no hold that might justify further detention besides the immigration
hold. This is evidence of the fact that (i) Dallas County did not have probable cause of a crim-
inal offense from another county or state, and (ii) Dallas County held Mr. Hernandez Jasso
due to that immigration hold, and ultimately because of ICE’s request for Dallas County to
detain Mr. Hernandez Jasso. Mr. Hernandez Jasso does not have a copy of the detainer that
ICE sent Dallas County. Mr. Hernandez Jasso nevertheless claims, as a fact, that the detainer
does not indicate that Mr. Hernandez Jasso had committed or was committing a crime. The
form used by ICE generally indicates civil immigration violations, not criminal violations. Fur-
ther, Mr. Hernandez Jasso had not been charged or convicted of an immigration crime, and
was not guilty of an immigration crime. In particular, Mr. Hernandez Jasso was innocent of
any of the following immigration crimes: bringing in and harboring aliens (8 U.S.C. § 1324);
unlawful employment of aliens (8 U.S.C. § 1324a); willful failure to disclose role as document
preparer (8 U.S.C. § 1324c(e)(1)); improper entry (8 U.S.C. § 1325(a)); marriage fraud (8
U.S.C. § 1325(c)); immigration-related entrepreneurship fraud (8 U.S.C. § 1325(d)); illegal

reentry (8 U.S.C. § 1326); aiding or assisting certain aliens to enter (8 U.S.C. § 1327); and
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importation of alien for immoral purpose (8 U.S.C. § 1328). Mr. Hernandez Jasso’s claimed
innocence of these crimes is evidence of the fact that the detainer used by ICE did not show
probable cause of a criminal violation. Further, the detainer is based on information contained
in the IDENT database, see supra 919 9-10. Because Mr. Hernandez Jasso had not been charged
with an immigration crime, convicted of an immigration crime, or guilty of an immigration
crime, Mr. Hernandez Jasso claims as fact that there is nothing in the IDENT database that
would indicate that Mr. Hernandez Jasso had committed or was committing a crime. Because
nothing in the IDENT database indicated that Mr. Hernandez Jasso had committed or was
committing a crime, the detainer provided by ICE to Dallas County did not show that Mr.
Hernandez Jasso had committed or was committing a crime. Based on this evidence, Mr. Her-
nandez Jasso claims as fact that Dallas County did not have probable cause of a different
criminal offense, and should not have held him pretrial. Dallas County also violated the Fourth
Amendment by refusing the Plaintiff pretrial release due to a detainer issued without the over-
sight of a neutral magistrate.

147. Refusal of Pretrial Release for Florencio Vega. After he was arrested, an im-

migration hold was placed on Mr. Vega, as shown below:
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The immigration hold is evidence of the fact that ICE sent a detainer to Dallas County for Mr.

Vega, requesting that Dallas County detain Mr. Vega after he otherwise would be released for

191



Case 3:15-cv-03481-S Document 80 Filed 06/16/17 Page 192 of 390 PagelD 1831

transfer to ICE. Bail was nominally set for Vega in March 2016, showing that he was eligible
for pretrial release. Mr. Vega did not attempt to pay bond because he believed it futile to do
so. It was well known that Dallas County refused immediate release on bond for any detainee
with an immigration hold, and Mr. Vega knew that he had an immigration hold. But for Dallas
County’s practices of refusing immediate release on bond for any detainee with an immigration
hold, Mr. Vega could have and would have secured a bond to ensure pretrial release. Dallas
County’s practice of refusing immediate release on bond to individuals with immigration holds
resulted in pretrial detention. If Dallas County had allowed Mr. Vega to pay bail on his original
purported criminal offense, Dallas County should have released Mr. Vega, as Dallas County
had no other basis to believe that Mr. Vega had committed or was committing a criminal
offense. Thus, to further detain Mr. Vega, Dallas County must show probable cause of a dif-
ferent criminal offense. Dallas County did not have such probable cause, but continued to
detain Mr. Vega. The fact that Dallas County did not have probable cause of a different crimi-
nal offense or felony is supported by evidence. Mr. Vega knew of no hold that might justify
further detention besides the immigration hold. This is evidence of the fact that (i) Dallas
County did not have probable cause of a criminal offense from another county or state, and
(ii) Dallas County held Mr. Vega due to that immigration hold, and ultimately because of ICE’s
request for Dallas County to detain Mr. Vega. Mr. Vega does not have a copy of the detainer
that ICE sent Dallas County. Mr. Vega nevertheless claims, as a fact, that the detainer does not
indicate that Mr. Vega had committed or was committing a crime. The form used by ICE gen-
erally indicates civil immigration violations, not criminal violations. Further, Mr. Vega had not

been charged or convicted of an immigration crime, and was not guilty of an immigration
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crime. In particular, Mr. Vega was innocent of any of the following immigration crimes: bring-
ing in and harboring aliens (8 U.S.C. § 1324); unlawful employment of aliens (8 U.S.C. §
1324a); willful failure to disclose role as document preparer (8 U.S.C. § 1324c(e)(1)); im-
proper entry (8 U.S.C. § 1325(a)); marriage fraud (8 U.S.C. § 1325(c)); immigration-related
entrepreneurship fraud (8 U.S.C. § 1325(d)); illegal reentry (8 U.S.C. § 1326); aiding or as-
sisting certain aliens to enter (8 U.S.C. § 1327); and importation of alien for immoral purpose
(8 U.S.C. § 1328). Mr. Vega’s claimed innocence of these crimes is evidence of the fact that
the detainer used by ICE did not show probable cause of a criminal violation. Further, the
detainer is based on information contained in the IDENT database, see supra 99 9-10. Because
Mr. Vega had not been charged with an immigration crime, convicted of an immigration crime,
or guilty of an immigration crime, Mr. Vega claims as fact that there is nothing in the IDENT
database that would indicate that Mr. Vega had committed or was committing a crime. Be-
cause nothing in the IDENT database indicated that Mr. Vega had committed or was commit-
ting a crime, the detainer provided by ICE to Dallas County did not show that Mr. Vega had
committed or was committing a crime. Based on this evidence, Mr. Vega claims as fact that
Dallas County did not have probable cause of a different criminal offense, and should not have
held him pretrial. Dallas County also violated the Fourth Amendment by refusing the Plaintiff
pretrial release due to a detainer issued without the oversight of a neutral magistrate.

148. Refusal of Pretrial Release for Francisco Lara Martinez. After he was ar-
rested, an immigration hold was placed on Mr. Lara Martinez, as suggested by the following

entry from his file:
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ICE sent a detainer to Dallas County for Mr. Lara Martinez, which is attached to the Complaint.
Ex. DD at DD8. Bail was nominally set for Lara Martinez in September 2015, showing that he
was eligible for pretrial release. Mr. Lara Martinez attempted to pay the bond, but was unsuc-
cessful, for the reasons detailed earlier in the complaint. See supra 9 42. But for Dallas County’s
practices of refusing immediate release on bond for any detainee with an immigration hold,
Mr. Lara Martinez could have and would have secured a bond to ensure pretrial release. Dallas
County’s practice of refusing immediate release on bond to individuals with immigration holds
resulted in pretrial detention. If Dallas County had allowed Mr. Lara Martinez to pay bail on
his original purported criminal offense, Dallas County should have released Mr. Lara Martinez,
as Dallas County had no other basis to believe that Mr. Lara Martinez had committed or was
committing a criminal offense. Thus, to further detain Mr. Lara Martinez, Dallas County must
show probable cause of a different criminal offense. Dallas County did not have such probable
cause, but continued to detain Mr. Lara Martinez. The fact that Dallas County did not have
probable cause of a different criminal offense or felony is supported by evidence. Mr. Lara
Martinez knew of no hold that might justify further detention besides the immigration hold.
This is evidence of the fact that (i) Dallas County did not have probable cause of a criminal
offense from another county or state, and (ii) Dallas County held Mr. Lara Martinez due to

that immigration hold, and ultimately because of ICE’s request for Dallas County to detain Mr.
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Lara Martinez. Mr. Lara Martinez’s detainer does not indicate that Mr. Lara Martinez had com-
mitted or was committing a crime. Ex. DD at DD8. Based on this evidence, Mr. Lara Martinez
claims as fact that Dallas County did not have probable cause of a different criminal offense,
and should not have held him pretrial. Dallas County also violated the Fourth Amendment by
refusing the Plaintiff pretrial release due to a detainer issued without the oversight of a neutral
magistrate.

149. Refusal of Pretrial Release for Jesus Padilla. After he was arrested, an immi-

gration hold was placed on Mr. Padilla, as shown below:
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The immigration hold is evidence of the fact that ICE sent a detainer to Dallas County for Mr.
Padilla, requesting that Dallas County detain Mr. Padilla after he otherwise would be released
for transfer to ICE. Bail was nominally set for Padilla in February 2016, showing that he was
eligible for pretrial release. Mr. Padilla did not attempt to pay bond because he believed it
futile to do so. It was well known that Dallas County refused immediate release on bond for
any detainee with an immigration hold, and Mr. Padilla knew that he had an immigration
hold. But for Dallas County’s practices of refusing immediate release on bond for any detainee
with an immigration hold, Mr. Padilla could have and would have secured a bond to ensure
pretrial release. Dallas County’s practice of refusing immediate release on bond to individuals

with immigration holds resulted in pretrial detention. If Dallas County had allowed Mr. Padilla

195



Case 3:15-cv-03481-S Document 80 Filed 06/16/17 Page 196 of 390 PagelD 1835

to pay bail on his original purported criminal offense, Dallas County should have released Mr.
Padilla, as Dallas County had no other basis to believe that Mr. Padilla had committed or was
committing a criminal offense. Thus, to further detain Mr. Padilla, Dallas County must show
probable cause of a different criminal offense. Dallas County did not have such probable cause,
but continued to detain Mr. Padilla. The fact that Dallas County did not have probable cause
of a different criminal offense or felony is supported by evidence. Mr. Padilla knew of no hold
that might justify further detention besides the immigration hold. This is evidence of the fact
that (i) Dallas County did not have probable cause of a criminal offense from another county
or state, and (ii) Dallas County held Mr. Padilla due to that immigration hold, and ultimately
because of ICE’s request for Dallas County to detain Mr. Padilla. Mr. Padilla does not have a
copy of the detainer that ICE sent Dallas County. Mr. Padilla nevertheless claims, as a fact,
that the detainer does not indicate that Mr. Padilla had committed or was committing a crime.
The form used by ICE generally indicates civil immigration violations, not criminal violations.
Further, Mr. Padilla had not been charged or convicted of an immigration crime, and was not
guilty of an immigration crime. In particular, Mr. Padilla was innocent of any of the following
immigration crimes: bringing in and harboring aliens (8 U.S.C. § 1324); unlawful employment
of aliens (8 U.S.C. § 1324a); willful failure to disclose role as document preparer (8 U.S.C. §
1324c(e)(1)); improper entry (8 U.S.C. § 1325(a)); marriage fraud (8 U.S.C. § 1325(c)); im-
migration-related entrepreneurship fraud (8 U.S.C. § 1325(d)); illegal reentry (8 U.S.C. §
1326); aiding or assisting certain aliens to enter (8 U.S.C. § 1327); and importation of alien
for immoral purpose (8 U.S.C. § 1328). Mr. Padilla’s claimed innocence of these crimes is
evidence of the fact that the detainer used by ICE did not show probable cause of a criminal

violation. Further, the detainer is based on information contained in the IDENT database, see
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supra 9199-10. Because Mr. Padilla had not been charged with an immigration crime, convicted
of an immigration crime, or guilty of an immigration crime, Mr. Padilla claims as fact that
there is nothing in the IDENT database that would indicate that Mr. Padilla had committed or
was committing a crime. Because nothing in the IDENT database indicated that Mr. Padilla
had committed or was committing a crime, the detainer provided by ICE to Dallas County did
not show that Mr. Padilla had committed or was committing a crime. Based on this evidence,
Mr. Padilla claims as fact that Dallas County did not have probable cause of a different criminal
offense, and should not have held him pretrial. Dallas County also violated the Fourth Amend-
ment by refusing the Plaintiff pretrial release due to a detainer issued without the oversight of
a neutral magistrate.

COUNT 1: 42 U.S.C. § 1983 —DENIAL OF PRETRIAL RELEASE
(ALL PLAINTIFFS EXCEPT MARIO GARIBALDI AND RODOLFO MARMOLEJO)

150. Plaintiffs incorporate the allegations of all previous paragraphs.

151. The Fourth Amendment prevents arrests and seizures, absent probable cause.

152. Dallas County must allow an opportunity for pretrial release that satisfies the
Fourth Amendment.

153. Plaintiffs’ rights under the Fourth Amendment are clearly established.

154. The Due Process Clause of the Fourteenth Amendments protect every person
against government interference with certain fundamental rights and liberty interests, unless
the interference is narrowly tailored to serve a compelling state interest.

155. Freedom from pretrial detention is a fundamental and clearly established right.
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156. Dallas County imposed pretrial detention on Plaintiffs, infringing the Plaintiffs’
strong interest in liberty. This intentional or reckless pretrial detention is not narrowly tailored
to serve a compelling state interest. >

157. Based on the facts and allegations at 99 8-62 and 103-106, which are incorpo-
rated by reference, Plaintiffs claim that Dallas County did not allow an opportunity for pretrial
release for those with immigration holds, even when a court nominally set bail. In particular,
if any detainee with an immigration hold (such as plaintiffs) paid bail, Dallas County would
either (i) continue to hold the detainee for transfer to ICE, or (ii) Sr. Sgt. Bruner’s office would
ask an assistant district attorney to petition a court to find the bail insufficient. Based on this
evidence, Plaintiffs claim that Dallas County did not allow immediate release on bond to Plain-
tiffs. Further, each Plaintiff either (i) attempted to pay bail, and was not released, or (ii) be-
lieved paying bail to be a futile exercise, based on the widespread knowledge of Dallas
County’s refusal to allow immediate release on bond for detainees with immigration holds.

158. Plaintiffs make more particularized allegations at 99 107-149, which are incor-
porated by reference. Based on those allegations and evidence, as well as those found at 99 8-
62 and 103-106, Plaintiffs claim that Dallas County did not allow immediate release on bond
to Plaintiffs. Further, Plaintiffs either (i) attempted to pay bail, and were not released, or (ii)

believed paying bail to be a futile exercise, based on the widespread knowledge of Dallas

> Plaintiffs plead the pretrial-release claims under both the Fourth Amendment and the Due
Process Clause. The Court has already dismissed the due-process claims for the original Mer-
cado and Garza Plaintiffs. The remaining plaintiffs (the original Delcid Bonilla plaintiffs and
the plaintiffs added for the first time in this amended complaint) do not expect that the due-
process claims will survive a motion to dismiss, but Plaintiffs seek to protect the appellate
record by urging the Due Process claim along with the Fourth Amendment claim.
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County’s refusal to allow immediate release on bond for detainees with immigration holds. As
examples:

¢ Dallas County unconstitutionally detained Abel Hernandez, Moises Vega Costilla,
Florencio Vega, Miguel Rodriguez, Jose Valenciano, Arturo Mercado, and Mario Her-
nandez Jasso for more than a month, pretrial;

e Dallas County unconstitutionally detained Jose Gutierrez, Jesus Lopez, Alberto
Sanchez Chavez, Jose Rodriguez, Carlos Reyna Esparragoza, and Jeremias Chevez
for over two months, pretrial,;

¢ Dallas County unconstitutionally detained Raul Gomez, Felipe Gonzalez Lujan, Maria
Castillo, Andres Torres Cabrera, Jacinto Hernandez, Epifanio Uribe Ortiz, Efren Perez
Villegas, Jorge Marrufo, and Salvador Jaurequi for over three months, pretrial;

¢ Dallas County unconstitutionally detained Heydy Jarquin Jimenez, Pablo Carranza,
Luis Hernandez, Jose Lopez-Aranda, and Eleazar Saavedra for over four months,
pretrial;

¢ Dallas County unconstitutionally detained Jose Declid Bonilla, Moises Martinez, and
Francisco Lara Martinez for over five months, pretrial;

¢ Dallas County unconstitutionally detained Fernando Huerta, Abraham Santana, Ser-
gio Diaz, and Gonzalo Ramirez Vasquez for over six months, pretrial;

¢ Dallas County unconstitutionally detained Julio Loera for over ten months, pretrial;

¢ Dallas County unconstitutionally detained Carlos Fuentes Paramo for over a year,
pretrial; and

¢ Dallas County unconstitutionally detained Arturo Mufioz Martinez for over a year
and a half, pretrial.

159. If Dallas County had allowed bail, Dallas County would have been required to
release Plaintiffs if Plaintiffs had paid bail, as Dallas County had no other probable cause to
believe that any Plaintiff had committed or was committing criminal activity, for the reasons
stated at 19 107-149, which are incorporated by reference. Further, Plaintiffs either (i) at-
tempted to pay bail, and were not released, or (ii) believed paying bail to be a futile exercise,
based on the widespread knowledge of Dallas County’s refusal to allow immediate release on
bond for detainees with immigration holds. Finally, in Plaintiffs’ situation, Dallas County can
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only arrest based on a warrant issued by a neutral and detached magistrate. Crane v. Texas,
759 F.2d 412, 426 (5th Cir. 1985). None of the detainer forms are signed by neutral and
detached magistrates—they are signed by immigration officers. See Exs. A, B. Further, even if
Plaintiffs’ detainers showed probable cause of a felony (which they do not), Dallas County
must ensure that a judicial determination of probable cause by a neutral magistrate follows
any warrantless arrest. Id. at 424. Dallas County does not do so.

160. The moving force for this claim is Dallas County’s practice of refusing immediate
release on bond for detainees with immigration holds. In particular, if any detainee with an
immigration hold (such as plaintiffs) paid bail, Dallas County would either (i) continue to hold
the detainee for transfer to ICE, or (ii) Sr. Sgt. Bruner’s office would ask an assistant district
attorney to petition a court to find the bail insufficient. Holding plaintiffs without an adequate
opportunity for bail violates Texas statutes, the Texas Constitution, and/or the United States
Constitution. Dallas County and Sheriff Valdez are responsible for these policies and practices.
In particular, Sheriff Valdez oversees and is responsible for Dallas County’s decisions on (i)
whether to refuse bond posted for those with immigration holds, and (ii) whether to detain
individuals with immigration holds that are otherwise cleared for release.

161. As aresult of Dallas County’s actions, Plaintiffs suffered damages in an amount
to be proven at trial.

CoUNT 2: 42 U.S.C. § 1983—OVERDETENTION
(ALL PLAINTIFFS EXCEPT SERGIO DIAZ, RICARDO GARZA, JESUS LOPEZ, GONZALO RAMIREZ VASQUEZ,

CARLOS REYNA ESPARRAGOZA, JOSE RODRIGUEZ, EPIFANIO URIBE ORTIZ, RAUL GOMEZ, AND
FRANCISCO LARA MARTINEZ)

162. Plaintiffs incorporate the allegations of all previous paragraphs.

163. The Fourth Amendment prevents arrests and seizures, absent probable cause.
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164. When an individual is found not guilty, has all charges dropped against him or
her, serves his or her sentence, or pleads guilty and receives no additional jail time, Dallas
County must release that individual, absent a separate showing of probable cause that satisfies
the Fourth Amendment.

165. Plaintiffs’ rights under the Fourth Amendment are clearly established.

166. Dallas County has a policy and practice of detaining individuals with immigra-
tion holds who have otherwise been cleared for release, without requiring probable cause to
believe that a different criminal offense has been or is being committed or other authority that
would satisfy the Fourth Amendment. Instead, Dallas County justifies its detentions with ICE-
issued requests to detain that neither satisfy the Fourth Amendment nor show probable cause
to believe that a different criminal offense has been or is being committed. In Plaintiffs’ situa-
tion, Dallas County can only arrest based on a warrant issued by a neutral and detached mag-
istrate. Crane v. Texas, 759 F.2d 412, 426 (5th Cir. 1985). None of the detainer forms are
signed by neutral and detached magistrates—they are signed by immigration officers. See Exs.
A, B. Further, even if Plaintiffs’ detainers showed probable cause of a felony (which they do
not), Dallas County must ensure that a judicial determination of probable cause by a neutral
magistrate follows any warrantless arrest. Id. at 424. Dallas County does not do so.

167. As shown at 99 8-37 and 55-65, which are incorporated by reference, Dallas
County detained Plaintiffs after (i) Dallas County dropped all pending criminal charges, (ii)
the detainee was found innocent of all pending criminal charges, (iii) the detainee pleaded
guilty, but received no additional jail time, or (iv) the detainee pleaded guilty and served his
sentence in Dallas County Jail, without probable cause that satisfies the Fourth Amendment.

Further, Dallas County detained certain Plaintiffs for more than 48 hours.
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168. Plaintiffs make Plaintiff-specific allegations at 99 66-102, which are incorpo-
rated by reference. As explained therein, along with the allegations and facts at 99 8-37 and
55-65 (which are incorporated by reference), Plaintiffs were detained after (i) Dallas County
dropped all pending criminal charges, (ii) the detainee was found innocent of all pending
criminal charges, (iii) the detainee pleaded guilty, but received no additional jail time, or (iv)
the detainee pleaded guilty and served his sentence in Dallas County Jail. But, as explained at
least 99 66-102, Dallas County did not know of any facts that showed that each Plaintiff had
committed or was committing a new criminal violation sufficient to show probable cause un-
der the Fourth Amendment. As a result, each Plaintiff should have been released after (i)
Dallas County dropped all pending criminal charges, (ii) the detainee was found innocent of
all pending criminal charges, (iii) the detainee pleaded guilty, but received no additional jail
time, or (iv) the detainee pleaded guilty and served his sentence in Dallas County Jail.

169. The moving force for this claim is Dallas County’s policy of honoring ICE re-
quests to detain and detaining individuals subject to an immigration hold, even when Dallas
County has no probable cause of a new criminal violation, and (i) Dallas County dropped all
pending criminal charges, (ii) the detainee was found innocent of all pending criminal charges,
(iii) the detainee pleaded guilty, but received no additional jail time, or (iv) the detainee
pleaded guilty and served his sentence in Dallas County Jail. Dallas County and Sheriff Valdez
are responsible for this policy. In particular, Sheriff Valdez oversees and is responsible for
Dallas County’s decision on whether to detain individuals with immigration holds that are
otherwise cleared for release.

170. As a result of Dallas County’s actions, Plaintiffs suffered damages in an amount

to be proven at trial.
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JURY DEMAND

171. Plaintiffs demand a jury on all issues so triable.

PRAYER FOR RELIEF

Plaintiffs request the following relief:

i.  That the Court award Plaintiffs actual and compensatory damages in an amount
to be proven at trial;

ii.  That the Court award pre-judgment interest at the maximum rate allowed by
law and post-judgment interest pursuant to 28 U.S.C. § 1961, continuing until
such judgment is paid, at the maximum rate allowed by law;

iii.  That Dallas County pay Plaintiffs’ reasonable attorney fees and costs as permit-
ted by law, including as permitted by 42 U.S.C. § 1988; and

iv.  That the Court award such other and further relief as the Court deems just and
proper.
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Dated: June 16, 2017 Respectfully submitted,

/s Anthony M. Garza
ANTHONY M. GARZA
Texas State Bar No. 24050644
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3333 Lee Parkway, Suite 460
Dallas, Texas 75219
Telephone: (214) 521-6400
Telecopier: (214) 764-8392

ERIC PUENTE
Texas State Bar No. 24069225
epuente@phflaw.com
RAYMOND M. HINDIEH
Texas State Bar No. 24078666
rhindieh@phflaw.com
PUENTE & HINDIEH PLLC
3300 Oak Lawn Ave., Ste. 401
Dallas, Texas 75219
Telephone: (214) 730-0485
Telecopier: (214) 730-0520

Counesel for Plaintiffs
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On June 16, 2017, I electronically submitted the foregoing document with the clerk of
court for the U.S. District Court, Northern District of Texas, using the electronic-case-filing
system of the court. I hereby certify that I have served all counsel and/or pro se parties of
record electronically or by another manner authorized by Federal Rule of Civil Procedure
5(b)(2).

s/ Anthony M. Garza
ANTHONY M. GARZA
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