
 

UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 

 District of Minnesota  
 
 

 
 

 
Susan Tincher, John Biestman, Janet Lee, 
Lucia Webb, Abdikadir Noor, Alan Crenshaw, 
on behalf of themselves and other similarly 
situated individuals,  

 
 
         JUDGMENT IN A CIVIL CASE 

 
 
 
Plaintiffs, 

 
 

 
v. 

 
                                      Case Number: 

 
25-cv-04669-KMM-DTS 

 
 
Kristi Noem, Secretary, U.S. Department of 
Homeland Security (DHS); Todd Lyons, Acting 
Director, U.S. Immigration and Customs 
Enforcement (ICE); Marcos Charles, Acting 
Executive Associate Director, Enforcement 
and Removal Operations (ERO), ICE; David 
Easterwood, Acting Field Office Director, ERO, 
ICE Saint Paul Field Office; John A. Condon, 
Acting Executive Associate Director, 
Homeland Security Investigations (HSI);  
Department Of Homeland Security, The; 
Unidentified Federal Agencies; and 
Unidentified Federal Agents; in their official 
capacities 

 
 

 
 

 
 

Defendants 

 
 

 
 

☐ Jury Verdict.  This action came before the Court for a trial by jury.  The issues have been tried 
and the jury has rendered its verdict. 

 

☒ Decision by Court.  This action came to trial or hearing before the Court.  The issues have 
been tried or heard and a decision has been rendered. 

 
 IT IS ORDERED AND ADJUDGED THAT: 
 Plaintiff’s Motion for a Preliminary Injunction is GRANTED IN PART.  
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1. This order applies to individual Plaintiffs and to all persons who do or will in the future 
record, observe, and/or protest Operation Metro Surge and related operations that have 
been ongoing in this District since December 4, 2025.  

 
2. This Injunction applies to Defendants and their officers and agents operating in the District of 

Minnesota to conduct immigration enforcement activities as part of Operation Metro Surge. 
It also applies to Defendants and their officers and agents responding to protests that arise 
in response to Operation Metro Surge. (Hereinafter “Covered Federal Agents.”) This 
Injunction does not apply to Defendants and their officers and agents otherwise conducting 
routine operations within the District of Minnesota.  

 
3. Covered Federal Agents are hereby enjoined from:  

 
a. Retaliating against persons who are engaging in peaceful and unobstructive protest 

activity, including observing the activities of Operation Metro Surge.  
 
b. Arresting or detaining persons who are engaging in peaceful and unobstructive 

protest activity, including observing the activities of Operation Metro Surge, in retaliation for 
their protected conduct and absent a showing of probable cause or reasonable suspicion 
that the person has committed a crime or is obstructing or interfering with the activities of 
Covered Federal Officers.  

 
c. Using pepper-spray or similar nonlethal munitions and crowd dispersal tools against 

persons who are engaging in peaceful and unobstructive protest activity, including observing 
the activities of Operation Metro Surge, in retaliation for their protected conduct.  

 
d. Stopping or detaining drivers and passengers in vehicles where there is no reasonable 

articulable suspicion that they are forcibly obstructing or interfering with Covered Federal 
Agents, or otherwise violating 18 U.S.C. § 111. The act of safely following Covered Federal 
Agents at an appropriate distance does not, by itself, create reasonable suspicion to justify a 
vehicle stop. 

  
4. Dissemination of this Order  

 
a. The Defendants must widely disseminate notice of this Order to all Covered Federal 

Agents, including providing copies in paper or electronic format.  
 
b. The Order must be distributed to all Covered Federal Agents and all Defendants 

within 72 hours of its issuance.  
 
c. The Order must be distributed to all newly deployed Covered Federal Agents that 

arrive in Minnesota to take part in Operation Metro Surge. 
 
5. This Order shall remain in effect until Operation Metro Surge concludes or the conditions 
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change such that it is no longer necessary. If any party believes that the surge has come to 
an end or that the injunction is no longer necessary, they may file a motion for its 
termination.  

 
6. Either party may seek to modify this Order by filing a motion with the Court. 

 
Date: 1/16/2026                    KATE M. FOGARTY, CLERK 
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