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From: ICE Office of the Deputy Director

Sent: Wed, 27 Jan 2021 01:34:32 +0000

To: Undisclosed recipients:

Subject: Notification to ICE Employees — Temporary Restraining Order Issued in Texas v.
United States, No. 21-00003 (S.D. Tex. filed Jan. 22, 2021)

Attachments: 21_0120_enforcement-memo_signed.pdf, 16 TRO.pdf

A Message from the Office of the Senior Official Performing the Duties of the
Deputy Director

January 26, 2021
To All ICE Employees

Notification to ICE Employees — Temporary Restraining Order Issued in
Texas v. United States, No. 21-00003 (S.D. Tex. filed Jan. 22, 2021)

On January 26, 2021, the U.S. District Court for the Southern District of Texas issued a
temporary restraining order (TRO) enjoining and restraining the Department of Homeland
Security from enforcing and implementing the policies set forth in Section C, Immediate 100-
Day Pause on Removals, of Acting Secretary David Pekoske’s January 20, 2021, memorandum,
Review of and Interim Revision to Civil Immigration Enforcement and Removal Policies and
Priorities. The district court’s order does not in any way limit the department’s efforts to carry
out or adhere to the January 20, 2021 memorandum’s other sections, namely Sections A
(Comprehensive Review of Enforcement Policies and Priorities), B (Interim Civil Enforcement
Guidelines), and D (No Private Right Statement). Accordingly, until further notice, in order to
comply with the TRO, U.S. Immigration and Customs Enforcement employees should return to
normal removal operations as prior to the issuance of the January 20, 2021 memorandum.

A copy of the TRO is attached. All Enforcement and Removal Operations and Homeland
Security Investigations officers and agents should familiarize themselves with the text of the
TRO and ensure their compliance with the same. Questions regarding the TRO should be
directed to the Office of the Principal Legal Advisor.

Please continue to comply with this order until further notice.
Thank you.
Matthew C. Allen

Senior Official Performing the Duties of the Deputy Director
U.S. Immigration and Customs Enforcement
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Secretary
U.S. Department of Homeland Security
Washington, DC 20528

Homeland
Security

January 20, 2021

MEMORANDUM FOR: Troy Miller
Senior Official Performing the Duties of the Commissioner
U.S. Customs and Border Protection

Tae Johnson
Acting Director
U.S. Immigration and Customs Enforcement

Tracey Renaud
Senior Official Performing the Duties of the Director
U.S. Citizenship and Immigration Services

CC: Karen Olick
Chief of Staff
FROM: David Pekoske 3
Acting Secretary&m ﬂ gb?é'“
SUBJECT: Review of and Interim Revision to Civil Immigration

Enforcement and Removal Policies and Priorities

This memorandum directs Department of Homeland Security components to conduct a
review of policies and practices concerning immigration enforcement. It also sets interim
policies during the course of that review, including a 100-day pause on certain removals to
enable focusing the Department’s resources where they are most needed. The United States
faces significant operational challenges at the southwest border as it is confronting the most
serious global public health crisis in a century. In light of those unique circumstances, the
Department must surge resources to the border in order to ensure safe, legal and orderly
processing, to rebuild fair and effective asylum procedures that respect human rights and due
process, to adopt appropriate public health guidelines and protocols, and to prioritize responding
to threats to national security, public safety, and border security.

This memorandum should be considered Department-wide guidance, applicable to the

activities of U.S. Immigration and Customs Enforcement (ICE), U.S. Customs and Border
Protection (CBP), and U.S. Citizenship and Immigration Services (USCIS).
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A. Comprehensive Review of Enforcement Policies and Priorities

The Chief of Staff shall coordinate a Department-wide review of policies and practices
concerning immigration enforcement. Pursuant to the review, each component shall develop
recommendations to address aspects of immigration enforcement, including policies for
prioritizing the use of enforcement personnel, detention space, and removal assets; policies
governing the exercise of prosecutorial discretion; policies governing detention; and policies
regarding interaction with state and local law enforcement. These recommendations shall ensure
that the Department carries out our duties to enforce the law and serve the Department’s mission
in line with our values. The Chief of Staff shall provide recommendations for the issuance of
revised policies at any point during this review and no later than 100 days from the date of this
memo.

The memoranda in the attached appendix are hereby rescinded and superseded.
B. Interim Civil Enforcement Guidelines

Due to limited resources, DHS cannot respond to all immigration violations or remove all
persons unlawfully in the United States. Rather, DHS must implement civil immigration
enforcement based on sensible priorities and changing circumstances. DHS’s civil immigration
enforcement priorities are protecting national security, border security, and public safety. The
review directed in section A will enable the development, issuance, and implementation of
detailed revised enforcement priorities. In the interim and pending completion of that review,
the Department’s priorities shall be:

1. National security. Individuals who have engaged in or are suspected of terrorism or
espionage, or whose apprehension, arrest and/or custody is otherwise necessary to
protect the national security of the United States.

2. Border security. Individuals apprehended at the border or ports of entry while
attempting to unlawfully enter the United States on or after November 1, 2020, or
who were not physically present in the United States before November 1, 2020.

3. Public safety. Individuals incarcerated within federal, state, and local prisons and
jails released on or after the issuance of this memorandum who have been convicted
of an “aggravated felony,” as that term is defined in section 101(a) (43) of the
Immigration and Nationality Act at the time of conviction, and are determined to pose
a threat to public safety.

These priorities shall apply not only to the decision to issue, serve, file, or cancel a Notice
to Appear, but also to a broad range of other discretionary enforcement decisions, including
deciding: whom to stop, question, and arrest; whom to detain or release; whether to settle,
dismiss, appeal, or join in a motion on a case; and whether to grant deferred action or parole. In

2
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addition, all enforcement and detention decisions shall be guided by DHS’s ability to conduct
operations and maintain custody consistent with applicable COVID-19 protocols.

While resources should be allocated to the priorities enumerated above, nothing in this
memorandum prohibits the apprehension or detention of individuals unlawfully in the United
States who are not identified as priorities herein. In order to ensure appropriate allocation of
resources and exercise of prosecutorial discretion, the Acting Director of ICE shall issue
operational guidance on the implementation of these priorities. This guidance shall contain a
protocol for the Acting Secretary to conduct a periodic review of enforcement actions to ensure
consistency with the priorities set forth in this memorandum. This guidance shall also include a
process for the Director of ICE to review and approve of any civil immigration enforcement
actions against individuals outside of federal, state or local prisons or jails.

These interim enforcement priorities shall go into effect on February 1, 2021 and remain
in effect until superseded by revised priorities developed in connection with the review directed
In section A.

C. Immediate 100-Day Pause on Removals

In light of the unique circumstances described above, DHS’s limited resources must be
prioritized to: (1) provide sufficient staff and resources to enhance border security and conduct
immigration and asylum processing at the southwest border fairly and efficiently; and (2) comply
with COVID-19 protocols to protect the health and safety of DHS personnel and those members
of the public with whom DHS personnel interact. In addition, we must ensure that our removal
resources are directed to the Department’s highest enforcement priorities. Accordingly, and
pending the completion of the review set forth in section A, I am directing an immediate pause
on removals of any noncitizen' with a final order of removal (except as noted below) for 100
days to go into effect as soon as practical and no later than January 22, 2021.

The pause on removals applies to any noncitizen present in the United States when this
directive takes effect with a final order of removal except one who:

1. According to a written finding by the Director of ICE, has engaged in or is
suspected of terrorism or espionage, or otherwise poses a danger to the national
security of the United States; or

2. Was not physically present in the United States before November 1, 2020; or

3. Has voluntarily agreed to waive any rights to remain in the United States,
provided that he or she has been made fully aware of the consequences of waiver

1“Noncitizen” as used in this memorandum does not include noncitizen nationals of the United
States.
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and has been given a meaningful opportunity to access counsel prior to signing
the waiver;” or

4. For whom the Acting Director of ICE, following consultation with the General
Counsel, makes an individualized determination that removal is required by law.

No later than February 1, 2021, the Acting Director of ICE shall issue written instructions
with additional operational guidance on the further implementation of this removal pause. The
guidance shall include a process for individualized review and consideration of the appropriate
disposition for individuals who have been ordered removed for 90 days or more, to the extent
necessary to implement this pause. The process shall provide for assessments of alternatives to
removal including, but not limited to, staying or reopening cases, alternative forms of detention,
custodial detention, whether to grant temporary deferred action, or other appropriate action.

D. No Private Right Statement
These guidelines and priorities are not intended to, do not, and may not be relied upon to

create any right or benefit, substantive or procedural, enforceable at law by any party in any
administrative, civil, or criminal matter.

2 A voluntary waiver encompasses noncitizens who stipulate to removal as part of a criminal
disposition.

2021-ICLI-00065- 333



APPENDIX

Department of Homeland Security, Enforcement of the Immigration Laws to Serve the National
Interest, Memorandum of February 20, 2017.

U.S. Immigration and Customs Enforcement, Implementing the President’s Border Security and
Interior Immigration Enforcement Policies, Memorandum of February 20, 2017.

U.S. Immigration and Customs Enforcement, Guidance to OPLA Attorneys Regarding the
Implementation of the President’s Executive Orders and the Secretary’s Directives on
Immigration Enforcement, Memorandum of August 15, 2017.

US Citizenship and Immigration Services, Updated Guidance for the Referral of Cases and
Issuance of Notices to Appear (NTAs) in Cases Involving Inadmissible and Deportable Aliens,
Policy Memorandum of June 28, 2018. (US Citizenship and Immigration Services should revert
to the preexisting guidance in Policy Memorandum 602-0050, US Citizenship and Immigration
Services, Revised Guidance for the Referral of Cases and Issuance of Notices to Appear (NTAs)
in Cases Involving Inadmissible and Removable Aliens, Policy Memorandum of Nov. 7, 2011.)

US Citizenship and Immigration Services, Guidance for the Referral of Cases and Issuance of
Notices to Appear (NTAs) When Processing a Case Involving Information Submitted by a
Deferred Action for Childhood Arrivals (DACA) Requestor in Connection with a DACA Request
or a DACA-Related Benefit Request (Past or Pending) or Pursuing Termination of DACA, Policy
Memorandum of June 28, 2018.

U.S. Customs and Border Protection, Executive Orders 13767 and 13768 and the Secretary’s
Implementation Directions of February 17, 2017, Memorandum of February 21, 2017.
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
SOUTHERN DISTRICT OF TEXAS
VICTORIA DIVISION

STATE OF TEXAS,
Plaintiff,

V. Civil Action No. 6:21-cv-00003
The UNITED STATES OF AMERICA;
DAVID PEKOSKE, Acting Secretary of
The United States Department of Homeland
Security, in his official capacity;

UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF
HOMELAND SECURITY; TROY
MILLER, Senior Official Performing the
Duties of the Commissioner of U.S. Customs
and Border Protection, in his official
capacity; U.S. CUSTOMS AND BORDER
PROTECTION; TAE JOHNSON, Acting
Director of U.S. Immigration and

Customs Enforcement, in his official
capacity; U.S. IMMIGRATION AND
CUSTOMS ENFORCEMENT; TRACY
RENAUD, Senior Official Performing the
Duties of the Director of the U.S. Citizenship §
And Immigration Services, in her official
capacity; and U.S. CITIZENSHIP

AND IMMIGRATION SERVICES,

won uOn WOn WOR UOR DN UOR UOR UOR UOR UOR UOR DR UON UOn UOn UOR UOR U0 O VDN UOR UOR UOR UOR DR WOn R

Defendants.

ORDER GRANTING PLAINTIFF’S
EMERGENCY APPLICATION FOR A TEMPORARY RESTRAINING ORDER

The State of Texas requests a Temporary Restraining Order (“TRO”) to enjoin Defendants
from executing a 100-day pause on the removal of aliens already subject to a final Order of

Removal.! The 100-day pause was set into motion through a recent Memorandum of the

! “[IIn the deportation context, a ‘final order of removal’ is a final order concluding that the alien

is deportable or ordering deportation.” Nasrallah v. Barr, 140 S.Ct. 1683, 1690, 207 L.Ed.2d 111 (2020).
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Department of Homeland Security on January 20, 2021 (the “January 20 Memorandum™). (DKkt.
No. 2-2). Inrelevant part, the January 20 Memorandum directs “an immediate pause on removals
of any noncitizen with a final order of removal . . . for 100 days.”? (Dkt. No. 2-2 at 4-5). After
reviewing Texas’s Emergency Application, the arguments of Texas’s and Defendants’ counsel on
January 22, 2021, the Defendants’ Response filed on January 24, 2021, the brief of Amicus, the
record, and the applicable law, the Court finds that Texas has satisfied the requirements for a TRO.
Accordingly, Texas’s Emergency Application for a TRO is GRANTED. In so doing, the Court
makes clear that this Order is not based on the “Agreement Between Department of Homeland
Security and the State of Texas” attached as Exhibit “A” to Plaintiff’s Complaint. The issues
implicated by that Agreement are of such gravity and constitutional import that they require further
development of the record and briefing prior to addressing the merits. Rather, the Court finds that
a TRO maintaining the status quo as it existed prior to the implementation of the January 20
Memorandum’s 100-day pause is appropriate under the Administrative Procedures Act (the
“APA”). Accordingly, and pursuant to Rule 65 of the Federal Rules of Civil Procedure,
Defendants are enjoined from executing the 100-day pause on removals for 14 days for the reasons

and in the manner described below.

2 The January 20 Memorandum excludes from the 100-day pause any alien with a final removal
order who:

1. According to a written finding by the Director of ICE, has engaged in or is suspected of
terrorism or espionage, or otherwise poses a danger to the national security of the United
States: or

2. Was not physically present in the United States before November 1, 2020; or

3. Has voluntarily agreed to waive any rights to remain in the United States, provided that he or
she has been made fully aware of the consequences of waiver and has been given a meaningful
opportunity to access counsel prior to signing the waiver; or

4. For whom the Acting Director of ICE, following consultation with the General Counsel,
makes an individualized determination that removal is required by law.

(Dkt. No. 2-2 at 4-5 (footnote omitted)).

2
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I. LEGAL STANDARD FOR A TEMPORARY RESTRAINING ORDER

The standard for issuing a TRO is the same as the standard for issuing a preliminary
injunction. See Clark v. Prichard, 812 F.2d 991, 993 (5th Cir. 1987). Injunctive relief is “an
extraordinary remedy” that may be awarded only upon “a clear showing that the plaintiff is entitled
to such relief.” Winter v. Nat. Res. Def. Council, Inc., 555 U.S. 7, 22, 129 S.Ct. 365, 376, 172
L.Ed.2d 249 (2008). “[S]uch extraordinary relief would issue only where (1) there is a substantial
likelihood that the movant will prevail on the merits; (2) there is a substantial threat that irreparable
harm will result if the injunction is not granted; (3) the threatened injury outweighs the threatened
harm to the defendant; and (4) the granting of the preliminary injunction will not disserve the
public interest.” Clark, 812 F.2d at 993. “The party seeking such relief must satisfy a cumulative
burden of proving each of the four elements enumerated before a temporary restraining order or
preliminary injunction can be granted.” Id. But “none of the four prerequisites has a fixed
quantitative value.” State of Tex. v. Seatrain Int'l, S. A., 518 F.2d 175, 180 (5th Cir. 1975).
“Rather, a sliding scale is utilized, which takes into account the intensity of each in a given
calculus.” Id. (citing Siff v. State Democratic Exec. Comm., 500 F.2d 1307 (5th Cir. 1974)).

IL APPLICATION

In its Emergency Application, Texas argues it will likely succeed on the merits of its
challenges to the January 20 Memorandum, there is a significant risk it would suffer imminent and
irreparable harm if a TRO is not granted, and a TRO would not harm Defendants or the public.
(Dkt. No. 2 at 7-19). The Court agrees.

Before addressing those elements, the Court pauses to note a temporary restraining order
is meant only to “preserve, for a very brief time, the status quo, so as to avoid irreparable injury
pending a hearing on the issuance of a preliminary injunction.” Norman Bridge Drug Co. v.

Banner, 529 F.2d 822, 829 (5th Cir. 1976). Importantly, “[i]f the currently existing status quo

3
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itself is causing one of the parties irreparable injury, it is necessary to alter the situation so as to
prevent the injury, . . . by, [inter alia,] returning to the last uncontested status quo between the
parties.” Canal Auth. of State of Fla. v. Callaway, 489 F.2d 567, 576 (5th Cir. 1974) (emphasis,
ellipsis, and alteration added) (citation omitted); see also United States v. FDIC, 881 F.2d 207,
210 (5th Cir. 1989) (“[T]he district court has the equitable power to return the parties to their last
uncontested status.”). The Court finds that the “last uncontested status quo™ here is the status of
Defendants’ removal policy prior to issuance of the January 20 Memorandum’s 100-day pause on
removals. See Callaway, 489 F.2d at 576.

A. SUBSTANTIAL LIKELIHOOD THAT TEXAS WILL PREVAIL ON THE MERITS

A TRO is appropriate only where the plaintiff shows that there is a substantial likelihood
it will prevail on the merits. Clark, 812 F.2d at 993. Indeed, the Fifth Circuit has cautioned that
“Iit 1s inequitable to temporarily enjoin a party from undertaking activity which he has a clear right
to pursue.” Seatrain, 518 F.2d at 180.

Texas has asserted six claims against Defendants in its Complaint. (Dkt. No. 1 at ] 38—
72). At this early stage, the Court finds Texas has a substantial likelihood of success on at least
two: (Count II) Texas’s claim that the January 20 Memorandum’s 100-day pause should be set
aside pursuant to Section 706 of the APA because it violates 8 U.S.C. § 1231(a)(1)(A),’ and (Count
IV) Texas’s claim that Defendants arbitrarily and capriciously departed from its previous policy
without sufficient explanation. To succeed on its Application for a TRO, Texas need only
demonstrate a likelthood of success on “at least one” claim. See Texas v. United States, 86 F.

Supp. 3d 591, 672 (S.D. Tex.), aff'd, 809 F.3d 134 (5th Cir. 2015), as revised (Nov. 25, 2015).

3 Section 1231 states: “Except as otherwise provided in this section, when an alien is ordered

removed, the Attorney General shall remove the alien from the United States within a period of 90 days.”
8 U.S.C. § 1231(a)(1)(A).
4
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The Court defers ruling on the remaining Counts, which should not be construed as an indication
of the Court’s view of their merits.

Before addressing Counts II and IV, the Court must briefly address an issue concerning its
jurisdiction under Article III. Defendants contend Texas cannot establish standing for these claims
since Texas has asserted only “fiscal harm.” (Dkt. No. 8 at 17-18). The Court disagrees. The
panel in Texas v. United States, addressing similar claims, held that the plaintiff-states had pleaded
a sufficiently concrete injury by demonstrating the harm to “the states’ fisc,” such as “millions of
dollars of losses in Texas alone.” 809 F.3d 134, 150-61, 162-63 (5th Cir. 2015), affd by an
equally divided Court, 136 S.Ct. 2271 (2016) (mem.). Thus, the Fifth Circuit distinguished its
holding from its previous ruling in Crane v. Johnson, where the plaintiff-state had “waived” the
harm-to-public-fisc theory the plaintiff-states advanced in Texas. 809 F.3d at 150 n.24. Here,
Texas asserts and has provided evidence that the 100-day pause will result in millions of dollars
of damage to its public fisc by causing it to increase its spending on public services to illegal aliens.
(Dkt. No. 2 at 18; Dkt. Nos. 2-4, 2-5). The Court is therefore satisfied for now that Texas has
established an injury-in-fact. The Court also finds, for now, that Texas’s alleged injury is fairly
traceable and redressable. See Bennett v. Spear, 520 U.S. 154, 167-71, 117 S.Ct. 1154, 1163-65,
137 L.Ed.2d 281 (1997).

1. Count II: Failure to Remove Illegal Aliens in Violation of 8 U.S.C.
§1231

Texas claims that the 100-day pause violates 8 U.S.C. § 1231(a)(1)(A). (Dkt. No. 1 at

99 43-49). That section provides, “when an alien is ordered removed, the Attorney General shall
remove the alien from the United States within a period of 90 days.” 8 U.S.C. § 1231(a)(1)(A)
(emphasis added). Texas contends that Defendants’ alleged violation of § 1231(a)(1)(A) gives

rise to a claim under the APA. (Dkt. No. 1 at ] 45). In relevant part, § 706 of the APA provides

5

2021-ICLI-00065- 339
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that “a reviewing court shall hold unlawful and set aside agency action . . . found to be (A) . . . not
in accordance with law” and “(C) in excess of statutory . . . authority.” 5 U.S.C. § 706(2)(A), (C).
Texas argues the 100-day pause on removals is not in accordance with law and in excess of the
government’s statutory authority under § 1231(a)(1)(A). (Dkt. No. 1 at 45). Further, Texas avers
that Defendants’ alleged violation of § 1231(a)(1)(A) causes Texas irreparable harm. (Dkt. No. 1
at | 47).

Defendants respond that the 100-day pause does not violate § 1231(a)(1)(A) because that
provision “does not mandate removal within the 90-day removal period.” (Dkt. No. 8 at 15).
Defendants also assert that Texas’s claims are not subject to judicial review, that the January 20
Memorandum is not a “final agency action” as provided by 5 U.S.C. § 704, and Texas’s claims
are barred by 8 U.S.C. § 1231(h). (/d. at 13—16).

The Court finds that, by ordering a 100-day pause on all removals of aliens already subject
to a final order of removal, it appears that the January 20 Memorandum is clearly not in accordance
with, or is in excess of, the authority accorded to the Attorney General pursuant to 8 U.S.C.
§ 1231(a)(1)(A). In other words, the Court disagrees with Defendants’ argument that the 100-day
pause does not violate § 1231(a)(1)(A). Defendants’ argument rests upon an interpretation of
§ 1231(a)(1)(A) that contravenes the unambiguous text. Section 1231(a)(1)(A) provides that,
“when an alien 1s ordered removed, the Attorney General shall remove the alien from the United
States within a period of 90 days.” 8 U.S.C. § 1231(a)(1)(A) (emphasis added). “[T]he word
‘shall’ usually connotes a requirement.” Me. Cmty. Health Options v. United States, ____U.S.___,
140 S.Ct. 1308, 1320, 206 L.Ed.2d 764 (2020) (internal quotation omitted). Here, “shall” means
must. Tran v. Mukasey, 515 F.3d 478, 481-82 (5th Cir. 2008) (“[W]hen a final order of removal

has been entered against an alien, the government must facilitate that alien’s removal from the

6
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United States within ninety days, a period generally referred to as the removal period.” (emphasis
added) (citing 8 U.S.C. § 1231(a)(1)(A)). This mandatory language of § 1231(a)(1)(A) is not
neutered by the federal government’s broad discretion in operating “the removal system” as a
general matter, see, e.g. Arizona v. United States, 567 U.S. 387, 396-97, 132 S.Ct. 2492, 2499,
183 L.Ed.2d 351 (2012), the existence of statutes and caselaw outlining procedure in the event that
practical circumstances prevent removal within 90 days, see, e.g. 8 U.S.C. § 1231(a)(1)(C);
Zadvydas v. Davis, 533 U.S. 678, 701, 121 S.Ct. 2491, 2505, 150 L.Ed.2d 653 (2001), or
regulations providing aliens an avenue to request a stay of deportation or removal, 8 C.F.R.
§ 241.6. Where Congress uses specific language within its immigration statutes to direct the
Attorney General toward a specific result, courts are not free to assume based on a matrix of
principles, statutes, and regulations that the Attorney General’s authority is simply “a matter of
discretion.” Zadvydas, 533 U.S. at 688, 121 S.Ct. at 2497-98.

Defendants’ arguments that judicial review of the January 20 Memorandum is improper
also fail. To this end, Defendants advance two arguments. First, Defendants contend that 5 U.S.C.
§ 701(a)(1), which bars judicial review where a “statute[] preclude[s] judicial review,” applies here
in light of 8 U.S.C § 1252(g). (Dkt. No. 8 at 13). The Court disagrees. Inrelevant part, § 1252(g)
prevents courts from exercising jurisdiction over claims arising from the government’s decision or
action to execute removal orders brought “by or on behalf of any alien.” 8 U.S.C § 1252(g). Texas
is not an alien. Nor does Texas bring this action “on behalf of”” any alien. Therefore, § 1252(g)
does not apply to this Court’s review. See Texas, 809 F.3d at 164. Second, Defendants contend
that 5 U.S.C. § 701(a)(2), which precludes judicial review where “agency action is committed to
agency discretion by law,” applies here in light of Defendants’ prosecutorial discretion in matters

of immigration law generally and executing removal orders in particular. (Dkt. No. 8 at 13-14).

7
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Here again, the Court disagrees. As explained above, § 1231(a)(1)(A) clearly accords no
discretion to the Attorney General to blatantly disregard the 90-day removal rule without finding
that an enumerated exception applies. See, e.g., Tran, 515 F.3d at 481-82 (discussing narrow and
explicitly defined exceptions to the mandatory 90-day removal rule in 8 U.S.C.§ 1231(a)(6));
Heckler v. Chaney, 470 U.S. 821, 832-34, 105 S.Ct. 1649, 165657, 84 L.Ed.2d 714 (1985)
(finding that the normal presumption that the Executive’s nonenforcement of a statute is
unreviewable is rebuttable where “the substantive statute has provided guidelines for the agency
to follow in exercising its enforcement powers™). Cf. Brief for the Petitioners at *26-28, Reno v.
Ma (Zadvydas v. Davis), 533 U.S. 678, 121 S.Ct. 2491 (No. 00-38) (2000 WL 1784982) (arguing
on behalf of the Attorney General that the language of 8 U.S.C. § 1231(a)(2) is mandatory and that
§ 1231(a)(6)’s provision of discretionary authority is exceptional). Thus, Defendants do not have
discretion to completely disregard § 1231(a)(1)(A) and their January 20 Memorandum appearing
to do so is reviewable.

Defendants’ argument that the January 20 Memorandum is not a “final agency action”
subject to review under 5 U.S.C. § 704 also fails. In Bennett v. Spear, the Supreme Court explained
that an agency’s actions are sufficiently “final” to satisfy § 704 where (1) the action marks the
“consummation” of the agency’s decision-making process and (2) the action is one by which
“rights or obligations have been determined.” 520 U.S. 154, 177-78, 117 S.Ct. 1154, 1168, 137
L.Ed.2d 281 (1997). Here, the January 20 Memorandum’s order “directing an immediate pause
on removals of any noncitizen with a final order of removal” is sufficiently final and immediate to
denote the consummation of the agency’s decision as it relates to a pause in removals. (Dkt. No.
2-2 at 4). As well, it seems clear that Defendants, through the January 20 Memorandum’s 100-

day pause, have disregarded their previous legal “obligations” and adjudication of the aliens’

8
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“rights” by inexplicably ordering a reassessment of all previous orders for removal and plainly
ignoring the statutory mandate of § 1231(a)(1)(A) to remove aliens within 90 days. (Dkt. No. 2-2
at 4-5).

Finally, Defendants contend Texas is barred from suing by 8 U.S.C. § 1231(h). That
section states that “nothing” in all of § 1231 “shall be construed to create any substantive or
procedural right or benefit that is legally enforceable by any party against” the government.
8 U.S.C. § 1231(h). Defendants’ reliance on 8 U.S.C. § 1231(h) overstates the scope of that
subsection’s limitations. The Supreme Court in Zadvydas explained that, although § 1231(h)
“forbids courts to construe that section ‘to create any . . . procedural right or benefit that is legally
enforceable,” it in no way “deprive[s] an alien of the right to rely on 28 U.S.C. § 2241 to challenge
detention that is without statutory authority.” 533 U.S. at 678-88, 121 S.Ct. at 2497. Similarly,
here, § 1231(h) does not preclude Texas from challenging § 1231(a)(1)(A) under 5 U.S.C. § 706.

The Court therefore finds Texas has demonstrated a substantial likelihood of success on its
claim that the January 20 Memorandum’s 100-day pause on removals violates 8 U.S.C.
§ 1231(a)(1)(A).

2. Count IV: Arbitrary and Capricious

Texas argues that the January 20 Memorandum is arbitrary and capricious because it was
issued “without any consideration whatsoever of a [more limited] policy.” (Dkt. No. 2 at 12
(quoting Dep 't of Homeland Sec. v. Regents of the Univ. of Cal., 140 S.Ct. 1891, 1912, 207 L.Ed.2d
353(2020)). Defendants disagree, contending DHS “not only considered but enacted a specifically
limited interim policy,” the January 20 Memorandum’s terms are “limited in both scope and time,
and [they exempt] four classes of aliens from the pause on removal.” (Dkt. No. 8 at 16). The

Court agrees with Texas and finds Defendants’ assertions unpersuasive.
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The APA prohibits agency actions that are “arbitrary, capricious, an abuse of discretion, or
otherwise not in accordance with law.” 5 U.S.C. § 706(2)(A). Federal administrative agencies are
required to engage in “reasoned decision-making.” Allentown Mack Sales & Serv., Inc. v. NLRB,
522 U.S. 359,374, 118 S.Ct. 818, 826, 139 L.Ed.2d 797 (1998) (internal quotation omitted). “Not
only must an agency’s decreed result be within the scope of its lawful authority, but the process
by which it reaches that result must be logical and rational.” Id. Put differently, “agency action is
lawful only if it rests ‘on a consideration of the relevant factors.”” Michigan v. EPA, 576 U.S. 743,
750, 135 S.Ct. 2699, 2706, 192 L.Ed.2d 674 (2015) (quoting Motor Vehicle Mfrs. Assn. of United
States, Inc. v. State Farm Mut. Auto. Ins. Co., 463 U.S. 29, 43, 103 S.Ct. 2856, 286667, 77
L.Ed.2d 443 (1983)).

Here, the January 20 Memorandum not only fails to consider potential policies more
limited in scope and time, but it also fails to provide any concrete, reasonable justification for a
100-day pause on deportations. The January 20 Memorandum states that the 100-day pause is
required to assess immigration policies because of the “unique circumstances” present with respect
to immigration, including “significant operational challenges at the southwest border as [the
United States] is confronting the most serious global public health crisis in a century.” (Dkt. No.
2-2 at 2). DHS specifically cites to its apparent (1) need for a comprehensive review of
enforcement policies, (2) need for interim civil enforcement guidelines, and (3) “limited resources”
that would necessitate a pause in executing removal orders. (Id. at 2-5). Additionally, the January
20 Memorandum states that the 100-day pause in deportations is necessary to “(1) provide
sufficient staff and resources to enhance border security and conduct immigration and asylum
processing at the southwest border fairly and efficiently; and (2) comply with COVID-19 protocols

to protect the health and safety of DHS personnel and those members of the public with whom

10
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DHS personnel interact.” (Id. at 3). The January 20 Memorandum also provides that DHS “must
ensure that [the agency’s] removal resources are directed to the Department’s highest enforcement
priorities.” (Id.). DHS, however, never explains how the pause in removals helps accomplish
these goals. It remains unknown why a 100-day pause is needed given the allegedly “unique
circumstances” to which the January 20 Memorandum alludes. Indeed, despite such unique
circumstances, DHS did not state or explain why 100 days specifically is needed to accomplish
these goals. The silence of the January 20 Memorandum on these questions indicates that the
terms provided for in the Memorandum were not a result of “reasoned decision-making.”
Allentown Mack Sales, 522 U.S. at 374, 118 S.Ct. at 826.

The Court recognizes that the TRO process is expedited, and the record and briefing are
abbreviated at this point. With an eye towards the preliminary injunction stage, Defendants will
have an opportunity to supplement the record.*

Accordingly, the Court finds that Texas has established a substantial likelihood that it will
prevail on the merits of at least these two claims.

B. SUBSTANTIAL THREAT OF IRREPARABLE HARM

In addition to showing a likelihood of success on the merits of a claim, Texas is required
to demonstrate “a substantial threat of irreparable injury if the injunction is not issued.” Texas,
809 F.3d at 150. To meet this requirement, Texas’s injury “need not have already been inflicted
or be certain to occur; a strong threat of irreparable injury before a trial on the merits is adequate.”

Texas v. United States, 328 F. Supp. 3d 662, 736 (S.D. Tex. 2018) (Hanen, J.).

* The Court notes, however, that “the grounds upon which an administrative order must be judged

are those upon which the record discloses that its action was based.” SEC v. Chenery Corp., 318 U.S. 80,
87, 63 S.Ct. 454, 459, 87 L.Ed. 626 (1943).
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In this case, Texas has presented evidence it would suffer injuries for various reasons if an
injunction is not entered. First, Texas demonstrates that it pays millions of dollars annually to
provide social services and uncompensated healthcare expenses and other state-provided benefits
to illegal aliens such as the Emergency Medicaid program, the Family Violence Program, and the
Texas Children’s Health Insurance Program. (Dkt. No. 2 at 16—17). Additionally, Texas has
presented evidence that it would incur increased educational costs. (Dkt. No. 2 at 17). Texas
asserts that these expenses will grow because of the January 20 Memorandum. (Dkt. No. 2 at 16).
The January 20 Memorandum expressly states that the Acting Director of ICE “shall provide for
alternatives to removal” for those who have already been ordered to be removed, including but not
limited to “whether to grant temporary deferred action.” (Dkt. No. 2-2). In light of this mandatory
reassessment for “alternatives to removal,” Texas anticipates suffering financial harm from which
it cannot recover by suing the federal government. See Texas, 328 F. Supp. 3d at 737 (citing Texas
v. United States, 106 F.3d 661, 662 (5th Cir. 1997)).

Further, Texas argues that “the categorical refusal to remove aliens ordered removable will
encourage additional illegal immigration into Texas,” thereby exacerbating its public service costs.
(Dkt. No. 2 at 17). During the January 22, 2021 hearing, Texas argued that the January 20
Memorandum’s pause on removals increases its fiscal burden not only because of those aliens
illegally present in Texas, but also because of those who may find their way to Texas from other
states in the near future. Such injury is not, as a legal matter, purely speculative. The Fifth Circuit
has expressly found that injuries to one state can flow from the fact that illegal aliens are “free to
move among states.” Texas, 809 F.3d at 188.

The Court finds that the foregoing establishes a substantial risk of imminent and irreparable

harm to Texas. As aresult, Texas has satisfied this element for a TRO as well.
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C. SUBSTANTIAL INJURY TO TEXAS QOUTWEIGHS HARM TO DEFENDANTS AND WILL
NOT UNDERMINE THE PUBLIC INTEREST

Texas is next required to establish that that the threatened injury outweighs any harm that
may result from the injunction to the non-movant and will not undermine the public interest.
Valley v. Rapides Parish Sch. Bd., 118 F.3d 1047, 1051 (5th Cir. 1997).

Texas argues that Defendants cannot be harmed by the TRO because “[t]hey have no
legitimate interest in the implementation of an unlawful memorandum.” (Dkt. No. 2 at 19).
Defendants disagree and assert that there is a public interest in “measured and considered
assessments of immigration policies by an incoming Administration.” (Dkt. No. 8 at 13).
Defendants further argue that “an injunction here would disrupt the Administration’s careful
calibration of how to conduct a necessary review.” (Id.).

The Court finds Defendants’ arguments unpersuasive. Defendants are free to conduct a
“measured and considered assessment” of immigration policies regardless of the existence of the
January 20 Memorandum’s 100-day pause. Furthermore, the Fifth Circuit explained in Texas that
“any inefficiency” suffered by federal immigration authorities caused by an immediate injunction
is outweighed by the losses a plaintiff State would face. 809 F.3d at 187 (emphasis added).

Indeed, courts have recognized that the public interest is served by the execution of removal
orders. See Nken v. Holder, 556 U.S. 418, 436, 129 S.Ct. 1749, 1762, 173 L.Ed.2d 550 (2009)
(“There 1s always a public interest in prompt execution of removal orders.” (emphasis added)); see
also Blackie’s House of Beef, Inc. v. Castillo, 659 F.2d. 1211, 1221 (D.C. Cir. 1981) (collecting
cases to support the proposition that “the public interest in enforcement of the immigration laws is
significant” (emphasis added)). To this end, one of Texas’s claims involves an allegation that the

January 20 Memorandum’s /00-day pause contravenes § 1231(a)(1)(A)’s mandate that aliens
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subject to an order of removal be removed within 90 days. (Dkt. No. 2 at 10). The public’s interest
1s not disserved by temporarily enjoining this policy.

In light of the foregoing, the Court finds that the threat of injury to Texas outweighs any
potential harm to Defendants and the public interest is served and protected by the issuance of this
TRO. The Court therefore finds that Texas has met its burden to satisfy these elements for a TRO.

In summary, Texas has thus far satisfactorily demonstrated it is entitled to immediate and
temporary relief from the January 20 Memorandum’s 100-day pause on removals. The scope of
this relief warrants additional attention.

D. SCOPE OF RELIEF

Nationwide injunctions’ of executive action are a topic of fierce and ongoing debate in both
the courts and the legal academy. Compare, e.g., DHS v. New York, 140 S.Ct. 599, 599-601, 206
L.Ed.2d 115 (2020) (mem.) (Gorsuch, J., concurring) (articulating a common flaw in “injunctions
of ‘nationwide,’ ‘universal,” or ‘cosmic’ scope’); Trump v. Hawaii, 138 S.Ct. 2392, 24242429,
201 L.Ed.2d 775 (2018) (Thomas, J., concurring) (calling the practice of nationwide or “‘universal”
injunctions “legally and historically dubious™); Samuel Bray, Multiple Chancellors: Reforming the
National Injunction, 131 HARV. L. REV. 417, 461 (2017) (arguing “[n]ational injunctions interfere
with good decisionmaking by the federal judiciary™); with East Bay Sanctuary Covenant v. Barr,
964 F.3d 832, 857 (9th Cir. 2020) (calling nationwide injunctions “uniquely appropriate in

immigration cases”); Alan M. Trammell, The Constitutionality of Nationwide Injunctions, 91 U.

7 The term “nationwide injunction” is infamously wrought with imprecision. See Alan M.

Trammel, Demystifying Nationwide Injunctions, 98 TEX. L. REV. 67, 72 n.23 (2019) (collecting sources
and listing alternatives commonly used, such as “national injunction,” “defendant-oriented injunction,” and
“universal injunction™). One scholar employs the term “nationwide injunctions,” despite it being a “deeply
imperfect term,” because it appears to be the “most familiar.” Id. at 72. With the same qualification and
rationale, the Court does so here.
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CoLo. L. REv. 977, 980-89 (2020) (arguing nationwide injunctions do not transgress Article II1);
Amanda Frost, In Defense of Nationwide Injunctions, 93 N.Y.U. L. REv. 1065, 1080-1103 (2018)
(arguing nationwide injunctions are appropriate as a constitutional and prudential matter); see also
Alan M. Trammel, Demystifying Nationwide Injunctions, 98 TEX. L. REv. 67, 103-116 (2019)
(proposing a “preclusion-based theory of nationwide injunctions”); Jonathan Remy Nash, State
Standing for Nationwide Injunctions Against the Federal Government, 94 NOTRE DAME L. REV.
1985, 2012 (2019) (discussing at length the interplay between standing doctrine and nationwide
injunctions where states seek relief against the federal government and concluding narrowly that
“special solicitude should make nationwide injunctions potentially available in cases where
plaintiff states can allege standing but other (nonstate) plaintiffs cannot™).

This Court is likewise concerned about the issuance of nationwide injunctions by a district
court. Notwithstanding its concerns, as a district court, this Court is duty bound to faithfully apply
the precedents of its Circuit. The Fifth Circuit has addressed the propriety of a nationwide
injunction in the immigration context. In Texas, the Fifth Circuit held that “[i]t is not beyond the
power of a court, in appropriate circumstances, to issue a nationwide injunction.” 809 F.3d. at
188. The “appropriate circumstances” warranting a nationwide injunction in Texas itself included
a need for “uniformity” in immigration policies as prescribed by the Constitution, federal statutes,
and Supreme Court precedent. Id. at 187-88 (citing U.S. CONST. art. I, § 8, cl. 4; Immigration
Reform and Control Act of 1986, Pub. L. No. 99-603, § 115(1), 100 Stat. 3359, 3384; Arizona,
567 U.S. at 401, 132 S.Ct. at 2502). The Fifth Circuit in Texas also reasoned that “partial
implementation” of the agency action being enjoined would detract from the “integrated scheme

of regulation created by Congress.” Id. at 188 (internal quotation omitted). And lastly, the panel
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found there was “a substantial likelihood that a geographically-limited injunction would be
ineffective because [illegal aliens] would be free to move among states.” Id.

The Fifth Circuit’s rationale in affirming a nationwide injunction in Texas applies with
equal force here. The January 20 Memorandum’s 100-day pause plainly affects national
immigration policy, which demands “uniformity.” Id. at 187-88; see also East Bay Sanctuary
Covenant, 964 F.3d at 857 (citing Texas, 809 F.3d at 187-88). Because the January 20
Memorandum’s 100-day pause impacts numerous statutes and agency regulations concerning
removals and detention periods, its partial implementation would inevitably detract from
Congress’s “integrated scheme of regulation.”® Id. at 188. Lastly, a geographically limited
injunction of the January 20 Memorandum’s 100-day pause on removals would not effectively
protect Texas’s interests because of the free flow of movement among the states. In other words,
many individuals who are subject to an order of removal in other states whose removal is delayed

or ultimately deferred may migrate to Texas. As described above, Texas has persuasively

®  In addition, nationwide injunctions have been found to be appropriate when plaintiffs present

claims alleging that defendant federal agencies have violated the APA. See, e.g., Nat'l Mining Ass'nv. U.S.
Army Corps of Eng'rs, 145 F.3d 1399, 1407-08 (D.C. Cir. 1998) (invalidating an agency rule and affirming
the nationwide injunction); Harmon v. Thornburgh, 878 F.2d 484, 495 n.21 (D.C. Cir. 1989) (“When a
reviewing court determines that agency regulations are unlawful, the ordinary result is that the rules are
vacated—not that their application to the individual petitioners is proscribed.”). Indeed, other district courts
have noted that a geographically restricted injunction issued to remedy “likely unlawful agency actions™
meant to be “appl[ied] universally” would, among other things, “invite[] arbitrary enforcement” on the part
of the federal agency “and create[] more questions than it answers.” Make the Rd. New York v. Pompeo,
475 F. Supp. 3d 232, 271 (S.D.N.Y. 2020); see also New York v. United States Dep't of Homeland Sec.,
408 F. Supp. 3d 334,352 (S.D.N.Y. 2019), aff'd as modified, 969 F.3d 42 (2d Cir. 2020). (“A geographically
limited injunction that would result in inconsistent applications of [immigration policy in the context of
public charge determinations] . . . is inimical to [the] need for uniformity in immigration enforcement.”).
By contrast, a sister Circuit, presiding over a challenge to certain rules stemming from the implementation
of the Affordable Care Act, vacated the scope of a nationwide injunction “when an injunction that applies
only to the plaintiff states would provide complete relief’ to the plaintiffs. California v. Azar, 911 F.3d
558, 584 (9th Cir. 2018) (emphasis added). As explained in this section, the Court’s injunction is consistent
with Azar’s aim of providing “complete relief” to the plaintiff.
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demonstrated a substantial risk of irreparable harm in part because of the potential increased flow
of illegal aliens from other states.

Accordingly, the Court finds that, under the circumstances here, Defendants must be
enjoined from executing the January 20 Memorandum’s 100-day pause on the removal of aliens
in every place Defendants would have jurisdiction to implement it.

That said, the Court notes that the scope of this injunction is something it is willing to
revisit after the parties fully brief and argue the issue for purposes of the upcoming motion for
preliminary injunction. Though the scope of this TRO is broad, it is not necessarily permanent.

III. CONCLUSION

For the foregoing reasons, the Court GRANTS Texas’s Emergency Application. (Dkt. No.
2). Therefore, it is hereby ORDERED that:

1. Defendants and all their respective officers, agents, servants, employees, attorneys,
and other persons who are in active concert or participation with them are hereby
ENJOINED and RESTRAINED from enforcing and implementing the policies
described in the January 20 Memorandum in Section C entitled “Immediate 100-
Day Pause on Removals.”” (Dkt. No. 2-2 at 4-5).

2. This TRO is granted on a nationwide basis and prohibits enforcement and
implementation of the policies described in the January 20 Memorandum in Section
C entitled “Immediate] 00-Day Pause on Removals” in every place Defendants
have jurisdiction to enforce and implement the January 20 Memorandum.

3. No security bond is required under Federal Rule of Civil Procedure 65(c).

4. Finally, the Court ORDERS the parties to propose a briefing schedule no later than
Thursday, January 28, 2021 at 12:00 p.m. with respect Texas’s Request for
Preliminary Injunction in its Complaint. The parties should also address whether
expedited discovery is necessary and the contours and scheduling for same. The

7 This Order does not in any way limit Defendants’ efforts to carry out or adhere to the January 20

Memorandum’s other sections, entitled “A. Comprehensive Review of Enforcement Policies and
Priorities,” (Dkt. No. 2-2 at 3), “B. Interim Civil Enforcement Guidelines,” (id.), or “D. No Private Right
Statement,” (id. at 5). This injunction is effective for 14 days as prescribed by Rule 65 of the Federal Rules
of Civil Procedure.
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Court will promptly schedule a hearing on the Motion for Preliminary Injunction,
if requested and necessary.

It is SO ORDERED.

SIGNED this January 26, 2021.

DREW B. TIPTON ]
UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE
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ERO Administrative Arrests by Field Office (Area of Responsibility) and Month

. 9

9 0 :
Total - - - - = = = = - - -
Atlanta - - - - - - - - - - -
Baltimore - - - - - - - - - - -
Boston - - - - - - - - - - -
Buffalo - - - - - - - - - - -
Chicago - - - - - - - - - - -
Dallas - - - - - - - - - - -
Denver - - - - - - - - - - -
Detroit - - - - - - - - - - -
El Paso - - - - - - - - - - -
Houston - - - - - - - - - - -
Los Angeles - - - - - - - - - - -
Miami - - - - - - - - - - -
New Orleans - - - - - - - - - - -
New York City - - - - - - - - - R -
Newark - - - - - - - - - - -
Philadelphia - - - - - - - - - - -
Phoenix - - - - - - - - - - -
Salt Lake City - - - - - - - - - - -
San Antonio - - - - - - - - - - -
San Diego - - - - - - - - - - -
San Francisco - - - - - - - - - - -
Seattle - - - - - - - - - - -
St. Paul - - - - - - - - - - -
Washington - - - - - - - - - - -
Unassigned AOR Records - - - - - - - - - - -
NCATC - - - - - - - - - - -

CONVICTED CRIMINAL

Apr May

Page 1

2021-ICLI-00065- 354



Atlanta 413 347 422 216 -
Baltimore 46 41 22 28 -
Boston 53 50 36 33 -
Buffalo 38 44 51 34 -
Chicago 258 214 214 190 -
Dallas 735 665 682 478 -
Denver 87 60 64 42 -
Detroit 141 109 123 76 -
El Paso 241 165 206 196 -
Houston 425 403 409 311 -
Los Angeles 216 196 200 104 -
Miami 326 323 301 171 -
New Orleans 233 153 176 130 -
New York City 80 47 35 17 -
Newark 64 132 52 30 -
Philadelphia 114 131 88 86 -
Phoenix 167 186 171 88 -
Salt Lake City 165 158 152 109 -
San Antonio 436 323 384 241 -
San Diego 43 42 35 23 -
San Francisco 171 155 154 110 -
Seattle 85 66 65 48 -
St. Paul 126 119 132 90 -
Washington 106 124 109 73 -
Unassigned 27 17 17 11 -
NCATC - 1 - - -
' []
Total - - - - -
Atlanta 248 217 182 119 -
Baltimore 16 9 11 11 -
Boston 46 35 39 17 -
Buffalo 6 2 - 1 -
Chicago 117 85 102 92 -

Page 2
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Dallas

277

304

306

165 -

Denver

20

18

Detroit

46

33

35

18 -

El Paso

22

22

28

13 -

Houston

227

246

206

161 -

Los Angeles

12

Miami

211

206

245

179 -

New Orleans

159

136

133

81 -

New York City

32

13

Newark

60

34

54

24 -

Philadelphia

39

32

21

21 -

Phoenix

79

112

96

71 -

Salt Lake City

58

36

41

32 -

San Antonio

154

152

174

90 -

San Diego

24

21

14

14 -

San Francisco

13

Seattle

16

St. Paul

65

53

41

42 -

Washington

20

45

56

25 -

Unassigned

24

NCATC

Page 3
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ERO Administrative Arrests by Field Office (Area of Responsibility) and Month

. 9

0 . - : :
Total 11,878 9,819 10,141 12,134 11,865 10,431 5,793 5,579 5,461 6,250 7,078
Atlanta 1,113 1,020 1,001 1,136 1,235 958 466 601 559 664 692
Baltimore 132 118 116 122 120 72 19 32 33 35 47
Boston 150 132 119 201 303 165 83 65 63 108 131
Buffalo 102 96 81 117 91 95 42 39 53 86 71
Chicago 681 596 572 677 730 621 245 296 372 416 502
Dallas 1,506 1,204 1,523 1,458 1,354 1,399 1,182 996 885 986 1,083
Denver 142 161 120 217 207 181 59 53 56 59 106
Detroit 251 238 205 281 379 223 99 102 151 195 191
El Paso 169 153 150 207 193 147 76 77 98 117 126
Houston 1,178 1,018 1,091 1,290 997 1,276 812 536 392 331 600
Los Angeles 502 418 395 661 486 355 209 210 202 303 306
Miami 871 703 722 854 805 831 349 391 435 415 510
New Orleans 767 619 692 669 900 664 281 308 325 329 388
New York City 207 141 121 277 260 184 35 42 34 83 73
Newark 289 230 188 322 239 205 48 69 81 123 152
Philadelphia 345 312 306 395 343 227 136 136 127 175 185
Phoenix 459 375 392 422 475 412 255 276 255 265 357
Salt Lake City 424 270 283 365 388 338 207 226 225 231 274
San Antonio 999 682 728 750 754 818 439 517 377 435 524
San Diego 158 109 140 174 190 140 71 38 31 38 75
San Francisco 370 301 324 451 354 312 279 171 180 264 218
Seattle 195 137 165 185 214 142 101 58 54 38 103
St. Paul 372 353 332 388 365 299 155 117 164 188 184
Washington 402 370 319 426 387 316 108 92 127 120 101
Unassigned AOR Records 94 63 55 88 96 51 37 131 182 146 79

NCATC - - 1 1 - - - - - - -

CONVICTED CRIMINAL

Mar Apr May Jun .

Total 7,847 6,545 6,884 7,960 o 7,603 7,012 4,718 4,151 4,009 4,473 4,768
age 4
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Atlanta 693 606 589 713 752 597 347 402 344 443 409
Baltimore 84 72 69 82 69 50 15 24 23 22 30
Boston 91 81 81 94 154 98 68 53 40 62 73
Buffalo 63 54 57 49 57 65 41 35 49 56 51
Chicago 408 381 364 417 429 398 183 219 256 287 319
Dallas 1,160 897 1,164 1,101 1,041 1,084 955 740 681 743 748
Denver 108 106 98 150 150 116 54 45 43 41 90
Detroit 147 133 112 150 209 135 83 78 115 139 131
El Paso 91 87 83 116 100 73 52 43 74 78 89
Houston 915 797 855 980 762 1,057 742 469 330 276 437
Los Angeles 392 322 302 554 372 284 200 205 188 274 280
Miami 501 421 445 465 483 449 212 206 267 240 275
New Orleans 453 364 404 366 468 390 229 213 232 212 213
New York City 119 77 66 152 106 72 32 39 30 63 43
Newark 144 120 89 160 107 108 40 43 55 74 88
Philadelphia 215 208 213 240 212 168 131 128 100 150 143
Phoenix 284 205 227 246 285 229 156 162 142 151 217
Salt Lake City 314 214 227 279 290 266 172 186 173 162 194
San Antonio 593 467 485 525 511 517 331 351 258 283 377
San Diego 102 60 86 100 114 89 63 30 23 61 45
San Francisco 316 267 285 359 277 276 267 164 170 244 211
Seattle 132 109 132 123 137 99 90 54 49 72 90
St. Paul 246 243 219 258 264 199 127 34 121 131 111
Washington 237 228 204 237 219 170 99 69 98 97 76
Unassigned 39 26 27 43 35 23 29 109 148 112 28
NCATC - - 1 1 - - - - - - -
' []
(] C : :
Total 2,444 2,059 2,213 2,500 2,545 2,198 909 1,203 1,179 1,378 1,881
Atlanta 291 208 316 293 290 299 114 191 207 213 280
Baltimore 19 21 25 23 19 8 4 7 9 11 12
Boston 45 39 30 63 95 44 15 10 18 40 53
Buffalo 8 3 4 6 5 6 1 3 1 9 3
Chicago 136 105 112 141 161 120 47 64 90 96 148
Page 5
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Dallas 277 253 312 289 259 246 210 244 197 224 306
Denver 20 25 17 41 32 38 5 5 9 16 11
Detroit 56 52 43 50 64 47 16 23 25 39 46
El Paso 28 21 36 37 35 33 16 25 17 19 24
Houston 211 160 200 225 171 154 55 29 28 30 133
Los Angeles 32 38 26 43 43 25 7 1 7 19 17
Miami 238 205 213 244 233 240 129 170 148 158 203
New Orleans 214 188 208 200 277 180 42 53 76 95 131
New York City 41 17 28 64 109 86 1 2 3 15 23
Newark 95 73 68 102 85 63 8 25 23 46 56
Philadelphia 67 58 36 55 60 31 4 7 18 16 34
Phoenix 115 98 98 106 127 120 80 100 86 86 122
Salt Lake City 58 33 32 48 57 40 30 36 44 57 50
San Antonio 207 138 165 160 140 193 78 144 86 75 105
San Diego 24 25 22 45 30 21 3 2 5 18 20
San Francisco 26 11 19 35 40 14 9 3 6 5 4
Seattle 28 7 14 26 33 17 6 4 4 12 6
St. Paul 81 84 86 87 63 71 24 29 37 56 62
Washington 114 97 98 110 98 94 4 20 26 14 14
Unassigned 13 10 5 7 19 8 1 6 9 9 18
NCATC - - - - - - - - - - -
Page 6
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ERO Administrative Arrests by Field Office (Area of Responsibility) and Month

. 9
g ] ) i

Total 12,384 11,695 11,216 12,497 12,387 12,153 12,169 13,114 11,257 11,750 11,513
Atlanta 1,159 1,149 1,001 1,230 1,327 1,166 1,022 1,184 1,071 957 1,005
Baltimore 123 115 116 118 111 124 131 138 129 112 115
Boston 238 229 210 246 226 233 199 252 126 154 153
Buffalo 156 86 94 128 104 113 87 135 109 89 107
Chicago 813 714 640 782 694 691 720 754 723 616 614
Dallas 1,391 1,379 1,344 1,409 1,464 1,360 1,573 1,423 1,322 1,471 1,435
Denver 195 195 181 251 225 209 216 192 186 197 169
Detroit 284 265 267 284 355 271 314 288 256 274 236
El Paso 197 165 140 199 283 330 132 252 134 130 162
Houston 1,046 1,079 1,139 978 833 952 999 948 821 998 964
Los Angeles 524 514 523 517 552 505 503 571 540 827 574
Miami 719 788 765 816 833 818 814 816 726 757 847
New Orleans 897 774 688 886 806 801 733 850 758 962 936
New York City 328 182 170 310 197 251 200 211 172 120 138
Newark 246 264 268 223 230 252 250 244 224 222 233
Philadelphia 356 353 338 376 304 340 322 333 330 391 311
Phoenix 499 496 472 543 516 502 483 535 500 453 457
Salt Lake City 465 518 404 503 443 497 484 460 392 452 402
San Antonio 851 706 698 871 1,089 872 1,257 1,864 1,110 812 848
San Diego 260 253 205 253 175 144 170 173 173 166 136
San Francisco 521 402 438 535 415 449 400 429 390 411 337
Seattle 207 192 230 241 226 241 181 211 187 203 214
St. Paul 368 364 350 369 373 364 398 351 332 351 385
Washington 410 370 397 342 354 378 330 343 261 356 318
Unassigned AOR Records 131 143 138 86 252 290 251 157 283 268 417
NCATC - - - 1 - - - - 2 1 -

Nov

Dec

CONVICTED CRIMINAL
Apr

Mar

May

Jun
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Total 8,169 7,705 7,326 8,027 7,930 7,999 7,835 7,986 7,173 7,895 7,195
Atlanta 712 661 616 732 793 708 653 750 687 575 578
Baltimore 72 74 70 69 64 67 86 75 80 60 69
Boston 130 136 126 128 138 139 112 149 73 104 88
Buffalo 114 61 63 102 79 71 69 100 68 68 62
Chicago 452 420 354 460 416 442 431 432 434 422 372
Dallas 1,061 1,053 1,015 1,055 1,123 1,026 1,107 1,047 1,002 1,120 1,025
Denver 136 145 130 172 148 163 149 133 149 156 112
Detroit 163 130 144 161 197 156 185 169 157 149 122
El Paso 96 97 66 77 109 115 73 135 85 71 123
Houston 791 819 813 704 603 628 700 688 593 679 678
Los Angeles 449 451 458 452 485 422 437 500 472 739 475
Miami 450 460 456 514 466 480 506 466 407 429 486
New Orleans 526 452 397 532 525 507 440 517 441 619 507
New York City 205 112 104 194 112 180 110 128 83 75 76
Newark 125 139 162 119 142 152 137 120 95 105 117
Philadelphia 209 240 214 211 204 225 205 215 219 284 209
Phoenix 233 266 220 258 268 277 255 253 260 238 252
Salt Lake City 342 385 289 350 332 359 380 333 294 345 303
San Antonio 570 460 440 485 557 637 663 639 537 520 547
San Diego 164 145 134 175 115 95 113 102 115 123 92
San Francisco 426 336 359 433 347 395 346 370 340 347 293
Seattle 148 141 127 148 155 167 132 148 139 158 140
St. Paul 267 245 245 243 251 259 261 225 211 236 246
Washington 285 235 271 214 235 259 201 239 172 240 192
Unassigned 43 42 53 38 66 70 82 53 59 32 31
NCATC - - - | - - - - | | -
OR
0 C : :
Total 2,740 2,534 2,499 2,722 2,596 2,605 2,550 2,603 2,419 2,515 2,571
Atlanta 346 339 304 372 344 340 289 354 310 310 324
Baltimore 31 20 27 27 28 27 16 26 25 21 16
Boston 93 72 62 94 67 72 77 75 44 39 41
Page 8

2021-ICLI-00065- 361




Buffalo 10 7 3 7 5 11 6 9 5 2 5
Chicago 155 133 150 138 126 128 115 130 145 119 140
Dallas 276 279 306 293 261 281 289 301 251 302 332
Denver 31 16 27 40 48 31 31 36 17 19 21
Detroit 54 54 41 50 48 51 55 56 55 64 66
El Paso 65 31 41 60 88 82 33 52 24 27 21
Houston 196 199 236 216 196 261 268 213 199 266 228
Los Angeles 41 36 36 27 36 39 28 30 21 47 46
Miami 214 251 223 199 236 228 206 230 233 228 271
New Orleans 250 218 212 230 200 200 222 230 215 262 262
New York City 94 48 45 85 58 51 62 32 42 14 27
Newark 90 95 85 73 63 62 69 69 87 81 75
Philadelphia 70 59 62 80 48 69 55 49 50 49 45
Phoenix 154 136 134 153 137 132 124 138 136 144 142
Salt Lake City 90 93 84 113 71 93 73 95 70 87 80
San Antonio 191 166 168 171 236 139 224 201 208 166 175
San Diego 39 44 26 23 26 24 19 29 32 25 19
San Francisco 42 27 37 47 34 20 24 26 19 26 16
Seattle 21 11 20 27 18 28 19 31 30 19 19
St. Paul 81 86 66 85 98 76 106 87 85 86 89
Washington 85 103 88 99 88 89 95 75 69 96 87
Unassigned 21 11 16 13 36 71 45 29 46 16 24
NCATC - - - - - - - - 1 - -
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ERO Administrative Arrests by Field Office (Area of Responsibility) and Month

. 9
0 . - : :
Total 9,397 9,015 8,998 9,575 11,554 14,084 12,372 13,527 13,972 13,567 14,364
Atlanta 593 596 629 731 1,228 1,491 1,204 1,425 1,494 1,371 1,478
Baltimore 118 105 108 140 146 154 109 170 158 146 158
Boston 152 178 156 204 242 288 247 274 281 263 262
Buffalo 132 100 79 92 117 133 97 149 138 154 156
Chicago 626 502 488 622 793 822 731 769 772 825 878
Dallas 949 1,114 1,129 1,220 1,418 1,560 1,515 1,356 1,533 1,527 1,653
Denver 171 188 173 214 211 235 262 244 220 233 310
Detroit 169 190 204 229 252 300 263 341 444 340 346
El Paso 154 123 127 112 184 160 197 221 156 133 152
Houston 1,033 991 926 999 1,029 1,363 1,225 1,274 1,341 1,239 1,089
Los Angeles 615 538 603 533 682 715 680 878 751 764 837
Miami 309 360 352 379 539 711 577 592 739 693 622
New Orleans 470 472 441 489 564 743 630 730 748 809 1,032
New York City 141 160 114 130 199 215 210 236 274 321 281
Newark 182 189 205 221 276 314 293 290 342 269 302
Philadelphia 282 261 306 259 439 556 468 549 446 413 459
Phoenix 516 422 457 496 510 576 507 557 620 641 630
Salt Lake City 347 343 331 436 354 555 509 417 484 483 473
San Antonio 879 594 596 548 599 814 704 714 768 744 832
San Diego 257 286 272 254 367 403 426 484 456 397 507
San Francisco 499 493 504 454 472 711 597 713 753 688 738
Seattle 229 240 217 255 274 408 264 312 283 307 285
St. Paul 277 247 246 254 288 445 350 435 399 373 454
Washington 267 299 301 290 355 396 291 381 350 401 406
Unassigned AOR Records 28 24 33 14 15 16 16 16 20 24 20
NCATC 2 - 1 - 1 - - - 2 9 4
CONVICTED CRIMINAL
Mar Apr May .
Total 7,573 7,504 7,447 7,854 8,565 10,437 9,122 9,786 9,912 8,961 9,760
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Atlanta 506 510 545 576 826 1,026 784 946 906 791 906
Baltimore 95 86 91 106 113 102 87 126 110 75 106
Boston 117 129 125 132 143 183 145 161 170 133 139
Buffalo 109 91 70 80 80 93 74 100 97 104 98
Chicago 452 379 380 451 570 566 506 530 537 531 574
Dallas 852 990 1,008 1,082 1,231 1,323 1,261 1,125 1,198 1,166 1,304
Denver 154 164 160 188 175 199 217 206 173 165 247
Detroit 122 128 157 168 180 201 186 236 323 213 207
El Paso 81 101 86 84 108 116 152 163 125 74 79
Houston 969 905 842 913 867 1,143 1,002 1,051 1,073 915 821
Los Angeles 587 508 518 509 625 638 606 796 645 627 698
Miami 262 278 263 293 363 44 424 394 501 454 427
New Orleans 367 381 367 376 374 478 393 425 435 382 589
New York City 125 139 106 116 148 158 170 172 161 217 189
Newark 141 133 171 150 148 189 164 137 234 143 155
Philadelphia 231 216 253 217 257 314 260 310 284 222 286
Phoenix 317 269 300 348 360 388 354 372 379 354 380
Salt Lake City 320 328 311 400 295 463 434 340 398 371 377
San Antonio 443 388 351 377 396 598 503 510 556 492 587
San Diego 235 263 244 214 252 253 224 263 255 242 279
San Francisco 453 449 451 413 394 615 512 584 605 546 546
Seattle 205 223 186 212 198 305 198 244 224 219 188
St. Paul 207 192 201 209 207 328 254 310 285 266 309
Washington 206 246 244 228 244 307 205 273 224 242 258
Unassigned AOR Records 16 8 16 12 10 7 7 12 13 11 11
NCATC 1 - 1 - 1 - - - 1 6 -
' []
(] C : :
Total 1,824 1,511 1,551 1,721 2,989 3,647 3,250 3,741 4,060 4,606 4,604
Atlanta 87 86 84 155 402 465 420 479 588 580 572
Baltimore 23 19 17 34 33 52 22 ~4 48 71 52
Boston 35 49 31 72 99 105 102 113 111 130 123
Buffalo 23 9 9 12 37 40 23 49 41 50 58
Chicago 174 123 108 171 223 256 225 239 235 294 304
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Dallas 97 124 121 138 187 237 254 231 335 361 349
Denver 17 24 13 26 36 36 45 38 47 68 63
Detroit 47 62 47 61 72 99 77 105 121 127 139
El Paso 73 22 41 28 76 44 45 58 31 59 73
Houston 64 86 34 86 162 220 223 223 268 324 268
Los Angeles 28 30 85 24 57 77 74 82 106 137 139
Miami 47 82 89 86 176 267 153 198 238 239 195
New Orleans 103 91 74 113 190 265 237 305 313 427 443
New York City 16 21 8 14 51 57 40 64 113 104 92
Newark 41 56 34 71 128 125 129 153 108 126 147
Philadelphia 51 45 53 42 182 242 208 239 162 191 173
Phoenix 199 153 157 148 150 188 153 185 241 287 250
Salt Lake City 27 15 20 36 59 92 75 77 86 112 96
San Antonio 436 206 245 171 203 216 201 204 212 252 245
San Diego 22 23 28 40 115 150 202 221 201 155 228
San Francisco 46 44 53 41 78 96 85 129 148 142 192
Seattle 24 17 31 43 76 103 66 68 59 38 97
St. Paul 70 55 45 45 81 117 96 125 114 107 145
Washington 6l 53 57 62 111 89 86 108 126 159 148
Unassigned AOR Records 12 16 17 2 5 9 9 4 7 13 9
NCATC 1 - - - - - - - 1 3 4

FY2017 ERO Administrative Arrests data are historical and remain static.
ERO Administrative Arrests include all ERO Programs. ERO Programs include Detention and Deportation (DDP), Fugitive Operations (FUG), Alternatives to Detention (ATD),
Criminal Alien Program (CAP), Detained Docket Control (DDC), Non-Detained Docket Control (NDD), Violent Criminal Alien Section (VCS), Joint Criminal Alien Response

Team (JCT), Juvenile (JUV), Law Enforcement Area Response (LEA), Mobile Criminal Alien Team (MCT), and 287 (g).
All stats are pulled based on Current Program which attributes all cases back to the Program of the processing officer of the event.
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ERO Administrative Arrests by Field Office (Area of Responsibility) and Month

. 9

0 . - : :
Total 10,242 8,544 8,778 8,046 8,756 9,669 9,457 9,652 9,103 8,436 10,115
Atlanta 913 764 743 701 741 766 653 619 764 604 725
Baltimore 81 107 87 78 85 147 125 105 87 93 149
Boston 105 160 145 123 134 156 217 157 164 143 207
Buffalo 120 89 82 84 81 118 114 84 101 38 125
Chicago 596 555 539 489 517 675 647 658 591 520 669
Dallas 846 636 752 743 727 741 859 871 926 740 944
Denver 196 163 155 160 181 216 207 198 194 183 216
Detroit 185 177 156 181 147 200 168 226 168 167 243
El Paso 192 130 109 144 136 151 140 183 82 93 149
Houston 1,118 927 1,026 918 1,069 1,176 1,143 1,205 1,103 993 1,133
Los Angeles 698 647 618 571 608 672 647 662 584 640 701
Miami 334 296 276 262 283 295 289 293 277 273 292
New Orleans 452 378 399 355 383 435 453 438 420 408 550
New York City 192 153 155 134 159 165 147 156 131 128 188
Newark 234 172 160 142 163 195 206 210 215 199 179
Philadelphia 414 311 318 276 271 283 257 347 313 279 355
Phoenix 609 406 486 441 472 473 452 415 415 392 391
Salt Lake City 509 373 341 410 390 410 421 470 352 266 354
San Antonio 362 713 764 555 616 765 708 650 729 626 779
San Diego 286 263 315 253 381 292 317 372 268 292 329
San Francisco 600 494 490 480 576 605 599 597 516 529 629
Seattle 235 207 231 173 236 240 253 225 225 218 247
St. Paul 163 150 170 158 176 231 219 211 223 277 277
Washington 274 241 242 187 203 236 194 258 238 267 270
Unassigned AOR Records 26 32 19 24 20 25 22 40 17 17 14

NCATC 2 - - 4 1 1 - 2 - 1 -

CONVICTED CRIMINAL

Mar Apr May .

Total 9,127 7,623 7,693 6,951 7,508 8,294 8,130 8,071 7,676 7,254 8,643
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Atlanta 859 719 688 562 663 698 582 503 632 531 624
Baltimore 75 98 79 75 66 124 106 89 73 86 136
Boston 99 143 118 104 100 131 182 125 124 108 175
Buffalo 108 82 77 79 70 94 95 75 85 30 103
Chicago 498 436 431 393 374 502 495 510 469 411 533
Dallas 779 578 682 669 665 666 767 758 811 637 825
Denver 194 161 148 156 169 214 194 185 176 173 197
Detroit 131 142 125 150 126 164 132 176 128 136 171
El Paso 154 107 83 88 105 119 97 133 52 69 129
Houston 1,050 890 979 858 1,016 1,099 1,077 1,136 1,024 910 1,047
Los Angeles 682 634 606 557 588 643 621 629 548 618 672
Miami 295 270 247 223 234 264 258 247 250 226 262
New Orleans 410 340 351 309 329 371 380 335 361 345 426
New York City 180 133 147 118 140 144 121 124 97 112 168
Newark 195 140 124 113 123 148 167 148 125 145 131
Philadelphia 386 296 304 247 236 244 235 288 261 239 292
Phoenix 451 309 333 299 340 320 302 274 270 285 293
Salt Lake City 497 363 324 395 369 376 407 441 327 236 328
San Antonio 653 561 587 454 492 564 558 532 580 493 595
San Diego 220 192 182 161 179 197 185 195 235 263 304
San Francisco 568 468 475 456 549 576 549 556 467 482 563
Seattle 213 182 207 154 217 223 238 211 201 199 218
St. Paul 153 140 167 144 169 198 199 167 166 240 223
Washington 255 221 220 170 177 203 170 226 205 217 214
Unassigned AOR Records 20 18 9 13 12 11 13 8 9 13 14
NCATC 2 - - + - 1 - - - - -
' []
(] C : :
Total 1,115 921 1,085 1,095 1,248 1,375 1,327 1,581 1,427 1,182 1,472
Atlanta 54 45 55 139 78 68 71 116 132 73 101
Baltimore 6 9 8 3 19 23 19 16 14 7 13
Boston 6 17 27 19 34 25 35 32 40 35 32
Buffalo 12 7 5 5 11 24 19 9 16 8 22
Chicago 98 119 108 96 143 173 152 148 122 109 136
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Dallas 67 58 70 74 62 75 92 113 115 103 119
Denver 2 2 7 4 12 2 13 13 18 10 19
Detroit 54 35 31 31 21 36 36 50 40 31 72
El Paso 38 23 26 56 31 32 43 50 30 24 20
Houston 68 37 47 60 53 77 66 69 79 83 86
Los Angeles 16 13 12 14 20 29 26 33 36 22 29
Miami 39 26 29 39 49 31 31 46 27 47 30
New Orleans 42 38 48 46 54 64 73 103 59 63 124
New York City 12 20 8 16 19 21 26 32 34 16 20
Newark 39 32 36 29 40 47 39 62 90 54 48
Philadelphia 28 15 14 29 35 39 22 59 52 40 63
Phoenix 158 97 153 142 132 153 150 141 145 107 98
Salt Lake City 12 10 17 15 21 34 14 29 25 30 26
San Antonio 209 152 177 101 124 201 150 118 149 133 184
San Diego 66 71 133 92 202 95 132 177 33 29 25
San Francisco 32 26 15 24 27 29 50 41 49 47 66
Seattle 22 25 24 19 19 17 15 14 24 19 29
St. Paul 10 10 3 14 7 33 20 4 57 37 54
Washington 19 20 22 17 26 33 24 32 33 50 56
Unassigned AOR Records 6 14 10 11 8 14 9 32 8 4 -

NCATC - - - - 1 - - 2 - 1 -

FY2016 ERO Administrative Arrests data are historical and remain static.
ERO Administrative Arrests include all ERO Programs. ERO Programs include Detention and Deportation (DDP), Fugitive Operations (FUG), Alternatives to Detention (ATD),
Criminal Alien Program (CAP), Detained Docket Control (DDC), Non-Detained Docket Control (NDD), Violent Criminal Alien Section (VCS), Joint Criminal Alien Response

Team (JCT), Juvenile (JUV), Law Enforcement Area Response (LEA), Mobile Criminal Alien Team (MCT), and 287 (g).
All stats are pulled based on Current Program which attributes all cases back to the Program of the processing officer of the event.
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Removals by Field Office (Area of Responsibility) and Month

Total

Atlanta

Baltimore

Boston

Buffalo

Chicago

Dallas

Denver

Detroit

El Paso

Houston

Los Angeles

Miami

New Orleans

New York City

Newark

Philadelphia

Phoenix

Salt Lake City

San Antonio

San Diego - - - - - R
San Francisco - - - - - -
Seattle - - - - - _
St. Paul - - - N N N
Washington - - - - - _
NCATC - - - - - -
. [J
[)
Total - - - - - -
Atlanta 684 372 277 200 - -
Baltimore 14 8 3 4 - -
Boston 62 33 28 24 - -
Buffalo 68 41 43 38 - -
Chicago 338 170 112 76 - -
Dallas 739 560 565 396 - -
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Denver 116 76 95 33 - -
Detroit 171 104 126 65 - -
El Paso 364 233 261 204 - -
Houston 472 222 254 152 - -
Los Angeles 207 195 118 69 - -
Miami 400 188 183 144 - -
New Orleans 574 171 159 139 - -
New York City 48 46 28 16 - -
Newark 87 52 36 28 - -
Philadelphia 165 92 68 77 - -
Phoenix 431 328 334 174 - -
Salt Lake City 147 112 106 42 - -
San Antonio 868 418 437 354 - -
San Diego 135 98 141 55 - -
San Francisco 181 107 102 64 - -
Seattle 106 64 55 30 - -
St. Paul 130 78 87 76 - -
Washington 75 65 51 52 - -
NCATC - - - 1 - -
Total - - - - - -
Atlanta 170 66 47 42 - -
Baltimore 4 1 - - - -
Boston 31 19 19 11 - -
Buffalo 11 7 5 1 - -
Chicago 83 35 26 21 - -
Dallas 185 147 170 135 - -
Denver 16 8 11 6 - -
Detroit 44 22 21 18 - -
El Paso 39 22 21 14 - -
Houston 143 77 82 51 - -
Los Angeles 4 4 5 1 - -
Miami 227 101 95 82 - -
New Orleans 227 64 87 69 - -
New York City 21 10 8 8 - -
Newark 48 23 19 24 - -
Philadelphia 35 17 11 17 - -
Phoenix 97 58 73 37 - -
Salt Lake City 19 32 13 5 - -

Page 2

2021-ICLI-00065- 370




San Antonio 149 92 145 87 - - - - - -
San Diego 22 21 13 13 - - - - - -
San Francisco 10 3 4 2 - - - - - -
Seattle 11 8 7 3 - - - - - i
St. Paul 56 22 20 29 - - - - - -
Washington 17 5 5 10 - - - - - -
NCATC ] - - - - - - - _ -
Total - - - - - = o - - -
Atlanta 83 29 44 11 - - - - - _
Baltimore 2 3 6 - - - - - - -
Boston 8 8 3 3 - - - - - -
Buffalo 19 24 17 8 - - - - - B
Chicago 63 34 19 30 - - - - - B
Dallas 87 44 37 41 - - - - - -
Denver 38 25 33 28 - - - - - -
Detroit 33 8 25 13 - - - - - -
El Paso 85 62 62 38 - - - - - -
Houston 153 82 64 55 - - - - - -
Los Angeles 15 11 12 6 - - - - - -
Miami 125 79 63 52 - - - - - i
New Orleans 294 55 71 32 - - - - N _
New York City 30 24 21 10 - - - - - B
Newark 114 35 29 18 - - - - - B
Philadelphia 26 9 12 12 - - - - - B
Phoenix 160 129 140 89 - - - - - -
Salt Lake City 19 24 9 11 - - - - - -
San Antonio 355 174 211 159 - - - - - -
San Diego 102 76 69 32 - - - - - -
San Francisco 27 21 16 4 - - - - - -
Seattle 71 22 16 7 - - - - - -
St. Paul 10 9 7 3 - - - - _ i
Washington 9 6 3 2 - - _ - i -
NCATC - - 1 1 - - - - - -

FY2021 ICE Removal data are updated through 0I.-"23.-"2021Eb)(7)(E) }‘un date 01/25/202 I;|£E)\(7) s 0f 01/23/2021).
ICE Removals include Returns. Returns include Voluntary Returns, Voluntary Departures and Withdrawals Under Docket Control.

ICE Removals include aliens processed for Expedited Removal (ER) or Voluntary Return (VR) that are turned over to ERO for detention. Aliens processed for ER and
not detained by ERO or VR after June 1st, 2013 and not detained by ERO are primarily processed by Border Patrol. CBP should be contacted for those statistics.
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FY Data Lag/Case Closure Lag is defined as the physical removal of an alien occurring in a given month; however, the case is not closed iffb)(7)}(E |Lmtil a subsequent
FY after the data is locked. Since the data from the previous FY is locked, the removal is recorded in the month the case was closed and re! the next FY
Removals. This will result in a higher number of recorded removals in an FY than actual departures.

Starting in FY2018, ICE defines immigration violators’ criminality in the following manner:

o Convicted Criminal: Immigration Violators with a criminal conviction entered into ICE systems of record at the time of the enforcement action.

o Pending Criminal Charges: Immigration Violators with pending criminal charges entered into ICE system of record at the time of the enforcement action.

o Other Immigration Violators: Immigration Violators without any known criminal convictions, or pending charges entered into ICE system of record at the time of the
enforcement action.
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Removals by Field Office (Area of Responsibility) and Month

23,270

19,249

2021-ICLI-00065- 373

Total 28,118 23,892 23,356 22,353 9,992 7,872 7,222 6,789 6,903 6,868 185,884
Atlanta 1,188 1,009 966 1,040 976 830 502 552 519 338 617 600 9,137
Baltimore 55 80 74 71 75 40 36 24 22 17 19 9 522
Boston 214 244 258 209 174 183 78 81 70 46 47 70 1,674
Buffalo 162 122 133 120 164 110 64 76 49 72 72 102 1,246
Chicago 578 481 459 509 452 332 286 268 207 249 216 222 4,259
Dallas 1,453 1,281 1,179 1,364 1,285 1,259 1,015 1,123 1,037 1,052 887 748 13,683
Denver 244 220 200 191 166 248 132 150 120 114 181 165 2,131
Detroit 381 264 304 230 266 306 133 135 160 172 124 178 2,653
El Paso 2,405 2,021 2,089 2,107 2,296 2,191 1,362 611 616 719 530 577 17,524
Houston 1,769 1,640 1,515 1,585 1,574 1,485 1,133 815 465 453 360 529 13,323
Los Angeles 655 491 524 532 458 349 219 225 179 208 236 202 4,278
Miami 1,034 888 828 903 785 652 248 241 381 320 334 432 7,046
New Orleans 1,737 1,320 1,532 1,559 1,331 976 541 533 873 493 520 357 11,772
New York City 250 272 225 197 173 121 45 75 72 79 78 73 1,660
Newark 284 297 305 243 265 192 38 54 47 83 91 112 2,011
Philadelphia 322 296 293 293 272 233 151 160 131 139 133 167 2,590
Phoenix 3,541 3,129 3,233 2,926 2,906 2,689 1,166 818 586 653 841 555 23,043
Salt Lake City 360 250 214 267 207 207 109 112 128 111 142 122 2,229
San Antonio 7,456 5,873 5,681 5,372 5,216 4,100 1,748 1,080 772 796 816 751 39,661
San Diego 2,668 2,410 2,130 2,431 2,274 1,745 350 207 335 181 167 257 15,155
San Francisco 440 442 397 394 349 321 224 166 114 166 158 136 3,307
Seattle 372 324 257 255 228 265 142 140 139 118 136 195 2,571
St. Paul 282 295 330 254 260 240 150 86 100 121 83 207 2,408
Washington 265 238 227 214 198 173 118 138 98 86 115 100 1,970
NCATC 3 5 3 4 3 2 2 2 2 3 - 2 31
. [J
b b D 0 1 |
Total 13,942 | 11,890 | 11,361 11,951 ] 11,702 11,088 6,923 5,698 5,052 4,887 4,743 4,525 103,762
Atlanta 648 574 568 621 592 557 377 421 388 254 464 425 5,889
Baltimore 31 45 40 13 50 26 28 17 14 10 16 7 327
Boston 89 108 71 75 81 94 41 55 42 26 29 37 748
Buffalo 104 79 72 73 81 71 34 48 40 49 44 82 777
Chicago 344 313 204 331 290 204 216 193 150 187 149 152 2,832
Dallas 1,100 951 907 1,057 994 998 799 914 827 836 703 564 10,650
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Denver 148 137 127 129 123 186 111 129 109 94 131 104 1,528
Detroit 177 130 145 133 126 163 88 101 120 130 89 131 1,533
El Paso 1,694 1,313 1,319 1,331 1,642 1,651 983 534 485 592 409 407 12,360
Houston 1,124 1,016 1,059 1,181 1,148 1,193 937 619 342 336 266 323 9,544
Los Angeles 474 365 410 402 364 251 178 197 155 185 211 180 3,372
Miami 512 377 377 443 412 295 127 141 217 170 200 205 3,476
New Orleans 674 513 619 682 506 474 318 256 444 264 244 194 5,188
New York City 104 95 79 78 85 47 12 37 34 44 35 47 697
Newark 122 120 126 75 91 75 18 31 31 40 45 44 818
Philadelphia 199 186 203 191 177 151 123 134 115 119 118 131 1,847
Phoenix 1,794 1,603 1,636 1,641 1,696 1,675 944 643 437 439 552 376 13,436
Salt Lake City 275 174 144 171 142 128 68 80 102 84 90 84 1,542
San Antonio 2,552 2,218 1,719 1,777 1,633 1.462 755 596 488 545 491 476 14,712
San Diego 874 718 631 764 757 702 253 127 147 106 94 78 5,251
San Francisco 352 343 282 290 252 249 204 142 105 149 148 125 2,641
Seattle 190 175 141 153 146 152 104 104 95 78 77 116 1,531
St. Paul 185 187 227 162 183 155 115 67 69 84 55 166 1,655
Washingt{m 176 150 165 148 131 129 90 112 87 66 83 71 1,408
NCATC - - - - - - - - - - - - -

Total 1,996 1,786 1,712 1,836 1,771 1,562 789 711 638 622 797 967 15,187
Atlanta 102 97 121 143 138 102 62 58 59 44 84 101 1,111
Baltimore 7 12 9 12 10 2 2 6 1 1 1 1 64
Boston 35 40 30 48 44 36 11 14 10 8 13 21 310
Buffalo 2 3 6 11 6 6 1 7 2 4 2 6 56
Chicago 60 51 50 42 26 38 21 32 17 31 35 39 442
Dallas 159 150 146 169 143 135 106 115 91 108 125 152 1,599
Denver 17 15 15 18 21 30 12 8 4 9 21 23 193
Detroit 41 40 34 25 48 43 16 16 13 18 18 26 338
El Paso 77 104 74 77 83 60 48 14 24 32 24 34 651
Houston 112 90 104 116 142 92 75 60 39 29 18 70 947
Los Angeles 17 16 12 23 11 18 7 5 7 6 11 6 139
Miami 178 176 155 159 157 134 48 39 83 67 64 96 1,356
New Orleans 221 159 177 180 166 177 102 71 91 60 81 64 1,549
New York City 30 28 14 15 20 19 6 12 11 11 15 12 193
Newark 60 52 62 52 51 38 7 15 8 18 20 25 408
Philadelphia 32 32 29 19 18 30 12 6 4 9 6 22 219
Phoenix 190 151 144 172 177 183 59 52 38 54 89 71 1,380
Salt Lake City 35 19 21 25 16 13 11 14 20 10 23 19 226
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San Antonio 365 336 274 280 284 221 118 126 73 58 78 97 2,310
San Diego 112 91 125 115 94 66 12 6 14 12 16 14 677
San Francisco 20 13 11 23 25 16 2 1 3 2 4 4 124
Seattle 28 26 21 17 15 30 14 9 7 3 8 11 189
St. Paul 50 49 50 59 42 48 24 11 12 13 23 38 419
Washington 46 36 28 36 34 24 13 14 7 14 18 15 285
NCATC - - - - - 1 - - - ] - - 2
Total 12,180 10,216 10,283 9,483 8,880 6,599 2,280 1,463 1,532 1,280 1,363 1,376 66,935
Atlanta 438 338 277 276 246 171 63 73 72 40 69 74 2,137
Baltimore 17 23 25 16 15 12 6 1 7 6 2 1 131
Boston 90 96 157 86 49 53 26 12 18 12 5 12 616
Buffalo 56 40 55 36 77 33 29 21 7 19 26 14 413
Chicago 174 117 115 136 136 90 49 43 31 31 32 31 985
Dallas 194 180 126 138 148 126 110 94 119 108 59 32 1,434
Denver 79 68 58 44 22 32 9 13 7 11 29 38 410
Detroit 163 04 125 72 92 100 29 18 27 24 17 21 782
El Paso 634 604 696 699 571 480 331 63 107 95 97 136 4,513
Houston 533 534 352 288 284 200 121 136 84 88 76 136 2,832
Los Angeles 164 110 102 107 83 80 34 23 17 17 14 16 767
Miami 344 335 296 301 216 223 73 61 81 83 70 131 2,214
New Orleans 842 648 736 697 659 325 121 206 338 169 195 99 5,035
New York City 116 149 132 104 68 55 27 26 27 24 28 14 770
Newark 102 125 117 116 123 79 13 8 8 25 26 43 785
Philadelphia 91 78 61 83 77 52 16 20 12 11 9 14 524
Phoenix 1,557 1,375 1,453 1,113 1,033 831 163 123 111 160 200 108 8,227
Salt Lake City 50 57 49 71 49 66 30 18 6 17 29 19 461
San Antonio 4,539 3,319 3,688 3,315 3,299 2,417 875 358 211 193 247 178 22,639
San Diego 1,682 1,601 1,374 1,552 1,423 977 85 74 174 63 57 165 9,227
San Francisco 68 86 104 81 72 56 18 23 6 15 6 7 542
Seattle 154 123 95 85 67 83 24 27 37 37 51 68 851
St. Paul 47 59 53 33 35 37 11 8 19 24 5 3 334
Washington 43 52 34 30 33 20 15 12 4 6 14 14 277
NCATC 3 5 3 4 3 1 2 2 2 2 - 2 29

FY2020 ICE Removal data are histroical and remain static.

ICE Removals include Returns. Returns include Voluntary Returns, Voluntary Departures and Withdrawals Under Docket Control.

ICE Removals include aliens processed for Expedited Removal (ER) or Voluntary Return (VR) that are turned over to ERO for detention. Aliens processed for ER and

not detained by ERO or VR after June 1st, 2013 and not detained by ERO are primarily processed by Border Patrol. CBP should be contacted for those statistics.
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FY Data Lag/Case Closure Lag is defined as the physical removal of an alien occurring in a given month; however, the case is not closed in [0)(7){(E hintil a subsequent
FY after the data is locked. Since the data from the previous FY is locked, the removal is recorded in the month the case was closed and reported in the next FY
Removals. This will result in a higher number of recorded removals in an FY than actual departures.

Starting in FY2018, ICE defines immigration violators’ criminality in the following manner:

o Convicted Criminal: Immigration Violators with a criminal conviction entered into ICE systems of record at the time of the enforcement action.

o Pending Criminal Charges: Immigration Violators with pending criminal charges entered into ICE system of record at the time of the enforcement action.

o Other Immigration Violators: Immigration Violators without any known criminal convictions, or pending charges entered into ICE system of record at the time of the

enforcement action.
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Removals by Field Office (Area of Responsibility) and Month

Total 24,202 22,384 21,107 20,019 20,344 24,129 24,680 25,074 21,556 22,845 20,901 20,017 267,258
Atlanta 1,220 1,011 1,233 1,241 967 1,165 1,354 1,287 1,126 1,465 1,199 1,205 14,473
Baltimore 98 84 94 72 82 63 80 73 64 90 73 65 938
Boston 204 180 190 136 176 200 243 187 218 176 205 168 2,283
Buffalo 179 210 179 140 131 144 155 146 133 156 155 151 1,879
Chicago 608 500 468 444 414 499 438 566 435 451 501 349 5,673
Dallas 1,300 1,249 1,275 1,306 1,132 1,240 1,167 1,234 1,147 1,331 1,418 1,182 14,981
Denver 256 335 228 266 238 247 266 316 201 302 262 208 3,125
Detroit 444 334 299 298 325 363 316 386 357 385 339 276 4,122
El Paso 2,141 1,821 1,678 1,524 1,688 1,943 1,736 1,444 1,677 1,761 1,753 1,854 21,020
Houston 1,798 1,683 1,560 1,407 1,382 1,652 1,635 1,883 1,534 1,476 1,549 1,558 19,117
Los Angeles 648 654 943 876 774 709 686 627 596 838 685 562 8,598
Miami 839 825 866 756 639 881 886 838 798 792 865 765 9,750
New Orleans 990 1,083 969 1,004 809 1,185 1,122 1,258 1,204 1,307 1,391 1,318 13,640
New York City 283 233 213 247 232 224 218 238 186 260 223 195 2,752
Newark 231 213 217 164 173 205 218 214 224 181 252 192 2,484
Philadelphia 318 255 288 267 244 269 335 255 272 378 344 287 3,512
Phoenix 3,013 2,801 2,828 2,450 2,388 3,112 3,120 3,591 2,972 2,985 2,578 1,827 33,665
Salt Lake City 334 221 239 270 233 292 272 277 263 337 222 171 3,131
San Antonio 5,760 5,591 4,653 4,158 5,329 5,778 6,824 6,682 5,197 5,071 3,787 4,564 63,394
San Diego 2,136 1,800 1,482 1,713 1,918 2,504 2,233 2,232 1,839 1,722 1,847 2,054 23,480
San Francisco 488 391 451 424 365 463 413 421 422 480 387 352 5,057
Seattle 419 342 378 415 267 415 453 327 348 395 321 288 4,368
St. Paul 270 286 201 235 224 328 286 338 227 232 257 219 3,103
Washington 225 281 175 206 211 248 223 252 115 274 284 207 2,701
NCATC - | - - 3 - 1 2 1 - 4 - 12
b b D 0 1 g
Total 15208 | 13,579 | 12,55 | 12,380 | 12,057 | 13,678 | 13,302 [ 13,253 [ 11,380 | 12,239 | 11410 [ 9,040 150,141
Atlanta 759 651 783 776 581 702 799 745 644 887 646 674 8,647
Baltimore 52 Iy 51 40 42 39 53 43 37 49 39 43 530
Boston 124 106 94 83 106 95 120 93 111 95 102 76 1,205
Buffalo 118 122 104 87 93 100 107 82 95 112 109 100 1,229
Chicago 402 335 300 208 283 351 310 388 296 300 353 216 3,832
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Dallas 1,082 1,008 1,022 1,021 882 958 912 976 941 1,075 1,081 833 11,791
Denver 186 217 144 163 149 173 162 165 128 199 149 125 1,960
Detroit 222 159 171 145 155 186 174 185 180 185 162 133 2,057
El Paso 1,748 1,522 1,420 1,279 1,424 1,655 1,420 1,155 1,238 1,126 1,047 1,055 16,089
Houston 1,321 1,181 1,011 960 926 1,148 1,102 1,240 1,023 934 921 856 12,623
Los Angeles 423 305 527 462 483 445 417 414 425 686 541 413 5,631
Miami 421 446 402 377 339 401 439 445 361 365 416 308 4,720
New Orleans 599 612 564 545 500 703 616 630 595 706 657 479 7,206
New York City 143 115 101 130 142 120 126 116 73 124 92 93 1,375
Newark 126 101 102 05 77 110 119 112 05 97 108 85 1,227
Philadelphia 212 183 209 190 163 181 237 180 176 278 242 187 2,438
Phoenix 1,778 1,642 1,526 1,461 1,329 1,755 1,726 1,902 1,546 1,571 1,499 930 18,665
Salt Lake City 254 160 173 205 169 213 197 214 176 253 162 130 2,306
San Antonio 3,443 2,943 2,418 2,506 2,620 2,362 2,496 2,344 1,759 1,586 1,594 1,032 27,103
San Diego 909 728 600 695 806 969 850 863 669 618 595 548 8,850
San Francisco 409 313 354 340 310 380 352 357 363 401 336 288 4,203
Seattle 229 189 205 215 161 234 216 182 217 248 182 164 2,442
St. Paul 172 197 127 152 159 214 193 236 148 157 175 135 2,065
Washington 166 212 117 155 158 184 159 186 84 187 202 137 1,947
NCATC - - - - - - - - - - - - -
) [)
Total 2,036 1,917 1,902 1,823 1,722 2,031 2,025 2,179 1,864 2,095 2,102 1,962 23,658
Atlanta 153 145 183 183 139 186 183 166 166 184 169 140 1,997
Baltimore 20 14 13 11 19 13 13 14 16 16 10 9 168
Boston 46 50 45 36 49 57 44 51 51 31 53 27 540
Buffalo 7 8 7 3 3 9 7 15 2 7 3 5 76
Chicago 83 58 55 49 56 59 47 57 47 58 52 41 662
Dallas 140 156 165 166 145 153 153 151 120 165 187 172 1,873
Denver 30 31 20 21 31 27 18 29 25 23 25 26 306
Detroit 39 31 27 36 28 37 27 55 40 51 36 46 453
El Paso 87 75 50 56 64 81 92 98 97 104 145 155 1,104
Houston 150 145 120 88 100 121 138 177 122 178 184 176 1,699
Los Angeles 35 43 39 36 35 32 31 27 23 28 31 33 393
Miami 148 150 201 142 122 157 164 142 128 143 196 163 1,856
New Orleans 177 211 192 176 147 163 171 194 183 192 174 198 2,178
New York City 41 33 22 38 37 25 26 38 26 33 32 23 374
Newark 44 41 43 25 36 35 51 30 40 38 52 39 474
Philadelphia 35 22 26 26 20 37 35 27 30 31 38 32 359
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Phoenix 188 158 218 238 186 186 221 232 228 192 147 136 2,330
Salt Lake City 37 25 27 35 36 34 27 33 35 38 33 26 386
San Antonio 314 309 257 238 290 376 365 391 301 350 338 298 3,827
San Diego 119 97 75 103 84 107 89 123 92 103 99 108 1,199
San Francisco 20 17 25 24 18 16 19 13 10 16 5 21 204
Seattle 30 15 21 18 12 22 31 17 28 22 18 17 251
St. Paul 64 45 45 43 33 68 46 61 43 438 43 51 590
Washington 29 38 26 32 32 30 27 38 11 44 32 20 359
NCATC - - - - - - - - - - - - -
[] . R R
) [)
Total 6,868 6,888 6,680 5,816 6,565 8,420 9,353 9,642 8,312 8,511 7,389 9,015 93,459
Atlanta 308 215 267 282 247 277 372 376 316 394 384 391 3,829
Baltimore 26 28 30 21 21 11 14 16 11 25 24 13 240
Boston 34 24 51 17 21 48 79 43 56 50 50 65 538
Buftalo 54 80 68 50 35 35 41 49 36 37 43 46 574
Chicago 123 107 113 97 75 89 81 121 92 93 96 92 1,179
Dallas 78 85 88 119 105 129 102 107 86 91 150 177 1,317
Denver 40 87 64 82 58 47 86 122 48 80 88 57 859
Detroit 183 144 101 117 142 140 115 146 137 149 141 97 1,612
El Paso 306 224 208 189 200 207 224 191 342 531 561 644 3.827
Houston 327 357 429 359 356 383 395 466 389 364 444 526 4,795
Los Angeles 190 216 377 378 256 232 238 186 148 124 113 116 2,574
Miami 270 229 263 237 178 323 283 251 309 284 253 294 3,174
New Orleans 214 260 213 283 162 319 335 434 426 409 560 641 4,256
New York City 99 85 90 79 53 79 66 84 87 103 99 79 1,003
Newark 61 71 72 44 60 60 48 72 89 46 92 68 783
Philadelphia 71 50 53 51 61 51 63 48 66 69 64 68 715
Phoenix 1,047 1,001 1,084 751 873 1,171 1,173 1,457 1,198 1,222 932 761 12,670
Salt Lake City 43 36 39 30 28 45 48 30 52 46 27 15 439
San Antonio 2,003 2,339 1,978 1,414 2,419 3,040 3.963 3,947 3,137 3,135 1,855 3.234 32,464
San Diego 1,108 975 807 915 1,028 1,428 1,294 1,246 1,078 1,001 1,153 1,398 13,431
San Francisco 59 61 72 60 37 67 42 51 49 63 46 43 650
Seattle 160 138 152 182 94 159 206 128 103 125 121 107 1,675
St. Paul 34 44 29 40 32 46 47 41 36 27 39 33 448
Washington 30 31 32 19 21 34 37 28 20 43 50 50 395
NCATC - 1 - - 3 - 1 2 1 - 4 - 12
EOFY2019 ICE Removal data are filtered through 9/30/2019 [B)7)E) __hs 10/06/2019; of 10/04/2019).
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ICE Removals include Returns. Returns include Voluntary Returns, Voluntary Departures and Withdrawals Under Docket Control.

ICE Removals include aliens processed for Expedited Removal (ER) or Voluntary Return (VR) that are turned over to ERO for detention. Aliens processed for ER and
not detained by ERO or VR after June Ist, 2013 and not detained by ERO are primarily processed by Border Patrol. CBP should be contacted for those statistics.

FY Data Lag/Case Closure Lag is defined as the physical removal of an alien occurring in a given month; however, the case is not closed ingZpntil a subsequent
FY after the data is locked. Since the data from the previous FY is locked, the removal is recorded in the month the case was closed and reported in the next FY
Removals. This will result in a higher number of recorded removals in an FY than actual departures.

Starting in FY2018, ICE defines immigration violators’ criminality in the following manner:

o Convicted Criminal: Immigration Violators with a criminal conviction entered into ICE systems of record at the time of the enforcement action.

o Pending Criminal Charges: Immigration Violators with pending criminal charges entered into ICE system of record at the time of the enforcement action.

o Other Immigration Violators: Immigration Violators without any known criminal convictions, or pending charges entered into ICE system of record at the time of the
enforcement action.

Page 12

2021-ICLI-00065- 380



Removals by Field Office (Area of Responsibility) and Month

Total 23,751 23,550 21,073 18,925 18,215 20,093 15,835 16,845 17,193 15,768 18,276 16,595 226,119
Atlanta 673 1,381 823 1,037 904 1,311 1,018 1,140 982 799 1,420 1,083 12,571
Baltimore 48 75 45 57 82 84 60 63 81 62 75 67 799
Boston 155 149 113 153 141 181 139 207 195 159 188 162 1,942
Buffalo 154 158 134 109 132 183 118 139 160 138 198 111 1,736
Chicago 334 440 284 357 440 543 466 586 527 411 495 444 5,327
Dallas 1,149 967 1,044 990 1,139 1,416 1,280 1,067 1,305 1,102 1,299 1,270 14,028
Denver 142 233 132 280 238 2901 204 215 174 169 244 213 2,535
Detroit 252 187 214 265 211 307 306 293 274 283 336 275 3,203
El Paso 3,360 2,840 1,940 1,485 1,625 1,821 1,343 1,439 1,460 1,502 1,363 1,242 21,420
Houston 1,352 1,248 1,263 1,224 1,071 1,470 1,200 1,162 1,123 916 795 774 13,598
Los Angeles 560 587 1,033 731 528 619 579 720 565 540 752 756 7,970
Miami 412 434 525 465 613 885 647 740 758 657 684 262 7,082
New Orleans 617 803 707 589 653 976 801 941 847 781 1,012 744 9,471
New York City 126 107 199 133 157 179 161 160 245 159 208 172 2,006
Newark 223 182 218 229 241 238 198 213 200 182 235 177 2,536
Philadelphia 273 314 243 353 255 464 312 369 310 268 353 317 3,831
Phoenix 2,191 2,485 2,080 1,799 1,692 1,974 1,274 1,171 1,417 1,441 1,610 1,652 20,786
Salt Lake City 171 409 276 400 277 346 332 286 236 298 276 243 3,550
San Antonio 7,528 7,010 6,493 5,041 4,705 4,089 2,901 2,976 3,441 3,324 3,784 4,021 55,313
San Diego 2,923 2,350 1,973 2,012 1,968 1,242 1,222 1,462 1,486 1,370 1,523 1,414 20,945
San Francisco 485 500 437 496 428 590 522 680 574 507 557 516 6,292
Seattle 256 290 456 265 325 427 333 341 360 320 354 268 3,995
St. Paul 200 205 185 213 212 245 253 303 261 241 296 227 2,841
Washington 166 195 255 242 178 210 166 172 211 139 218 185 2,337
NCATC 1 1 1 - - - - - 1 - 1 - ]
) D) D
Total 12333 | 12547 10,558 | 10,000 9,952 | 11,858 9,952 | 10,694 | 10,704 9,368 | 10,531 9,202 127,699
Atlanta 389 1,003 435 669 533 769 634 690 623 527 946 685 7,903
Baltimore 29 55 30 49 52 56 32 47 59 42 42 45 538
Boston 100 99 78 90 100 110 83 125 110 38 104 81 1,168
Buffalo 95 103 38 62 85 114 73 81 94 67 124 71 1,057
Chicago 235 376 200 251 318 417 325 419 385 293 333 310 3,862
Page 15

2021-ICLI-00065- 381



Dallas 1,069 885 971 882 1,035 1,231 1,104 934 1,120 931 1,081 1,058 12,301
Denver 98 166 73 125 142 177 138 149 116 131 186 170 1,671
Detroit 148 107 85 119 105 179 152 156 146 137 159 140 1,633
El Paso 1,826 1,557 1,124 907 965 1,122 837 974 1,090 956 821 816 12,995
Houston 880 792 777 723 656 931 871 901 868 765 656 639 9.459
Los Angeles 450 435 448 409 420 459 453 606 454 420 587 587 5,728
Miami 181 230 316 231 283 367 295 349 374 336 336 130 3,428
New Orleans 426 515 445 368 429 622 544 622 552 536 620 470 6,149
New York City 82 70 109 56 96 128 106 99 161 93 118 97 1,215
Newark 112 64 95 52 123 114 106 110 90 98 122 82 1,168
Philadelphia 208 235 176 181 182 250 202 230 206 169 230 208 2,477
Phoenix 1,188 1,330 1,199 1,017 1,043 1,207 868 791 939 877 971 931 12,361
Salt Lake City 142 359 214 341 231 273 274 232 183 235 210 191 2,885
San Antonio 2,699 2,296 1,997 1,724 1,683 1,689 1,356 1,321 1,447 1,245 1,317 1,132 19,906
San Diego 1,132 984 886 854 635 559 555 682 622 525 563 501 8.498
San Francisco 426 417 392 430 377 518 452 580 481 431 444 426 5,374
Seattle 139 174 137 118 181 244 191 225 235 198 213 147 2,202
St. Paul 141 137 141 148 137 167 172 230 178 164 188 159 1,962
Washington 137 158 142 194 141 155 129 141 171 104 160 126 1,758
NCATC 1 - ; ; - - ; - - ; ; - 1
) D 0
Total 11,418 11,003 10,515 8,925 8,263 8,235 5,883 6,151 6,489 6,400 7,745 7,393 98,420
Atlanta 284 378 388 368 371 542 384 450 359 272 474 398 4,668
Baltimore 19 20 15 8 30 28 28 16 22 20 33 22 261
Boston 55 50 35 63 41 71 56 82 85 71 84 81 774
Buffalo 59 55 46 47 47 71 45 58 66 71 74 40 679
Chicago 99 64 84 106 122 126 141 167 142 118 162 134 1,465
Dallas 80 82 73 108 104 185 176 133 185 171 218 212 1,727
Denver 44 67 59 155 96 114 66 66 58 38 58 43 864
Detroit 104 80 129 146 106 128 154 137 128 146 177 135 1,570
El Paso 1,534 1,283 816 578 660 699 506 465 370 546 542 426 8,425
Houston 472 456 486 501 415 539 329 261 255 151 139 135 4,139
Los Angeles 110 152 585 322 108 160 126 114 111 120 165 169 2,242
Miami 231 204 209 234 330 518 352 391 384 321 348 132 3,654
New Orleans 191 288 262 221 224 354 257 319 295 245 392 274 3,322
New York City 44 37 90 77 61 51 55 61 84 66 90 75 791
Newark 111 118 123 177 118 124 92 103 110 84 113 95 1,368
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Philadelphia 65 79 67 172 73 214 110 139 104 99 123 109 1,354
Phoenix 1,003 1,155 881 782 649 767 406 380 478 564 639 721 8,425
Salt Lake City 29 50 62 59 46 73 58 54 53 63 66 52 665
San Antonio 4,829 4,714 4,496 3,317 3,022 2,400 1,545 1,655 1,994 2,079 2,467 2,889 35,407
San Diego 1,791 1,366 1,087 1,158 1,333 683 667 780 864 845 960 913 12,447
San Francisco 59 83 45 66 51 72 70 100 93 76 113 90 918
Seattle 117 116 319 147 144 183 142 116 125 122 141 121 1,793
St. Paul 59 68 44 65 75 78 81 73 83 77 108 68 879
Washington 29 37 113 48 37 55 37 31 40 35 58 59 579
NCATC - 1 1 - - - - - 1 - 1 - 4

FY2017 ICE Removal data are historical and remain static.

ICE Removals include Returns. Returns include Voluntary Returns, Voluntary Departures and Withdrawals Under Docket Control.

ICE Removals include aliens processed for Expedited Removal (ER) or Voluntary Return (VR) that are turned over to ERO for detention. Aliens processed for ER and

not detained by ERO or VR after June 1st, 2013 and not detained by ERO are primarily processed by Border Patrol. CBP should be contacted for those statistics.

FY Data Lag/Case Closure Lag is defined as the physical removal of an alien occurring in a given month; however, the case is not closed il]l(b)(7)(E) ntil a subsequent

FY after the data is locked. Since the data from the previous FY is locked, the removal is recorded in the month the case was closed and re he next FY

Removals. This will result in a higher number of recorded removals in an FY than actual departures.
In FY2017, ICE defined criminality as whether an alien has an ICE Threat Level (convicted criminal) or not (non-criminal immigration violator).

Page 17

2021-ICLI-00065- 383




Removals by Field Office (Area of Responsibility) and Month

Total 22,306 19,042 20,640 17,649 17,606 20,148 21,782 22,298 21,687 18,959 20,119 18,019 240,255
Atlanta 887 511 513 534 446 488 357 365 419 381 537 332 5,770
Baltimore 51 41 67 51 47 58 75 66 58 57 51 61 683
Boston 112 91 122 118 120 125 120 100 111 98 153 74 1,344
Buffalo 123 120 127 118 79 106 137 110 119 149 127 139 1,454
Chicago 252 190 185 197 238 210 206 202 163 175 160 148 2,326
Dallas 1,213 1,106 963 952 934 1,012 1,034 967 1,088 1,043 1,040 802 12,154
Denver 78 65 57 67 82 101 106 90 136 81 89 81 1,033
Detroit 162 149 155 126 146 187 185 149 194 192 238 173 2,056
El Paso 4,395 3,427 4,043 2,962 3,321 4,056 4,145 3,983 3,907 3,211 3,358 2,782 43,590
Houston 1,184 1,193 1,096 1,165 1,165 1,331 1,271 1,357 1,205 1,180 1,424 1,110 14,681
Los Angeles 597 607 610 532 492 585 512 477 628 577 528 577 6,722
Miami 518 507 426 439 453 534 453 423 415 451 504 439 5,562
New Orleans 536 382 396 315 392 433 422 335 363 396 386 422 4,778
New York City 94 81 94 78 61 99 101 87 87 83 101 71 1,037
Newark 149 173 178 150 157 157 166 164 108 161 146 143 1,852
Philadelphia 365 310 330 240 238 267 255 235 285 271 283 212 3,291
Phoenix 1,694 1,653 1,994 1,723 1,610 1,722 1,868 2,094 2,378 1,949 1,736 1,563 21,984
Salt Lake City 101 144 95 236 103 136 192 169 171 101 188 95 1,731
San Antonio 6,658 5,654 6,227 5,123 4,708 5,163 6,923 7,495 6,479 5,612 6,135 6,420 72,597
San Diego 1,997 1,626 1,918 1,752 1,822 2,225 2,336 2,352 2,363 1,831 1,923 1,582 23,729
San Francisco 548 516 460 400 472 593 473 637 447 459 498 415 5,918
Seattle 195 209 222 113 218 225 167 139 228 170 146 92 2,124
St. Paul 176 128 165 133 131 167 151 165 171 131 191 129 1,838
Washington 220 159 194 125 169 165 127 134 162 198 177 156 1,986
NCATC 1 - 3 - 2 3 - 3 - 2 - 1 15
) D) D
Total 13870 | 11,400 | 12240 | 105526 | 10509 | 12371 ] 12,798 | 12483 | 11916 10541 ] 10,775 9,240 138,669
Atlanta 596 344 363 355 260 316 251 247 289 225 294 152 3,692
Baltimore 47 34 45 38 31 42 59 48 40 38 45 45 512
Boston 78 73 77 91 77 93 86 76 86 71 118 49 975
Buffalo 88 74 38 78 47 72 93 64 69 73 94 95 935
Chicago 194 140 143 129 116 140 155 152 121 121 109 111 1,631
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Dallas 1,036 979 879 826 817 897 915 855 969 910 941 749 10,773
Denver 55 48 43 46 42 58 80 45 59 55 61 47 639
Detroit 118 98 110 86 86 132 122 100 119 121 141 98 1,331
El Paso 3,148 2,270 2,824 2,059 2,278 2,833 2,781 2,650 2,570 2,086 2,233 1,923 29,655
Houston 915 975 862 889 891 1,031 947 1,062 969 819 923 791 11,074
Los Angeles 504 507 515 455 427 511 436 402 443 444 410 463 5,517
Miami 307 242 240 237 248 298 254 206 229 224 239 238 2,962
New Orleans 377 263 303 220 265 295 241 224 231 229 244 274 3,166
New York City 68 53 67 59 35 66 76 61 61 62 71 45 724
Newark 73 95 94 82 87 65 67 66 66 96 83 79 953
Philadelphia 298 264 260 182 183 208 195 191 218 211 225 153 2,588
Phoenix 1,065 913 1,050 820 834 1,023 1,057 1,185 1,289 1,099 874 770 11,979
Salt Lake City 87 129 78 221 82 108 174 143 126 73 114 72 1,407
San Antonio 2,804 2,270 2,423 2,225 2,186 2,356 3,149 2,733 2,206 2,028 1,925 1,770 28,075
San Diego 1,137 850 1,010 821 775 917 944 1,078 1,005 819 841 675 10,872
San Francisco 500 457 413 366 429 551 439 593 415 430 458 388 5,439
Seattle 71 74 70 33 64 104 68 66 74 45 33 27 729
St. Paul 110 105 118 98 102 117 101 116 128 96 147 96 1,334
Washington 194 143 165 110 147 138 108 119 134 164 152 130 1,704
NCATC - - ; ; - - ; 1 - 2 ; - 3
) D 0
Total 8,436 7,642 8,400 7,123 7,097 7,777 8,984 9,815 9,771 8,418 9,344 8,779 101,586
Atlanta 291 167 150 179 186 172 106 118 130 156 243 180 2,078
Baltimore 4 7 22 13 16 16 16 18 18 19 6 16 171
Boston 34 18 45 27 43 32 34 24 25 27 35 25 369
Buffalo 35 46 39 40 32 34 44 46 50 76 33 44 519
Chicago 58 50 42 68 122 70 51 50 42 54 51 37 695
Dallas 177 127 84 126 117 115 119 112 119 133 99 53 1,381
Denver 23 17 14 21 40 43 26 45 77 26 28 34 394
Detroit 44 51 45 40 60 55 63 49 75 71 97 75 725
El Paso 1,247 1,157 1,219 903 1,043 1,223 1,364 1,333 1,337 1,125 1,125 859 13,935
Houston 269 218 234 276 274 300 324 295 236 361 501 319 3,607
Los Angeles 93 100 95 77 65 74 76 75 185 133 118 114 1,205
Miami 211 265 186 202 205 236 199 217 186 227 265 201 2,600
New Orleans 159 119 93 95 127 138 181 111 132 167 142 148 1,612
New York City 26 28 27 19 26 33 25 26 26 21 30 26 313
Newark 76 78 84 68 70 92 99 98 42 65 63 64 899
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Philadelphia 67 46 70 58 35 59 60 44 67 60 58 59 703
Phoenix 629 740 944 903 776 699 811 909 1,089 850 862 793 10,005
Salt Lake City 14 15 17 15 21 28 18 26 45 28 74 23 324
San Antonio 3,854 3,384 3,804 2,898 2,522 2,807 3,774 4,762 4,273 3,584 4,210 4,650 44,522
San Diego 860 776 908 931 1,047 1,308 1,392 1,274 1,360 1,012 1,082 907 12,857
San Francisco 48 59 47 34 43 42 34 44 32 29 40 27 479
Seattle 124 135 152 80 154 121 99 73 154 125 113 63 1,393
St. Paul 66 23 47 35 29 50 50 49 43 35 44 33 504
Washington 26 16 29 15 22 27 19 15 28 34 25 26 282
NCATC 1 - 3 - 2 3 - 2 - - - 1 12

FY2016 ICE Removal data are historical and remain static.

ICE Removals include Returns. Returns include Voluntary Returns, Voluntary Departures and Withdrawals Under Docket Control.

ICE Removals include aliens processed for Expedited Removal (ER) or Voluntary Return (VR) that are turned over to ERO for detention. Aliens processed for ER and
not detained by ERO or VR after June 1st, 2013 and not detained by ERO are primarily processed by Border Patrol. CBP should be contacted for those statistics.

FY Data Lag/Case Closure Lag is defined as the physical removal of an alien occurring in a given month; however, the case is not closed in mtil a subsequent
FY after the data is locked. Since the data from the previous FY is locked, the removal is recorded in the month the case was closed and reported mn the next FY
Removals. This will result in a higher number of recorded removals in an FY than actual departures.

In FY2016, ICE defined criminality as whether an alien has an ICE Threat Level (convicted criminal) or not (non-criminal immigration violator).
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Removals and Returns by Area of Responsibility

Total - - - - - - - - - - - -
Atlanta E - - - 1,860 1,438 271 151 165 95 54 16
Baltimore B - - - 41 27 5 9 4 2 - 2
Boston - - - - 211 137 61 13 38 10 19 9
Buffalo - - - - 257 190 18 49 25 - 6 19
Chicago - - - - 863 622 128 113 144 74 37 33
Dallas E - - - 2,566 2,062 319 185 540 198 318 24
Denver - - - - 413 280 36 97 72 40 5 27
Detroit - - - - 597 440 94 63 53 26 11 16
El Paso - - - - 1,358 1,055 26 217 47 7 10 30
Houston - - - - 1.697 1,076 330 291 110 24 23 63
Los Angeles B - - - 620 580 14 26 27 9 - 18
Miami - - - - 1,500 840 408 252 239 75 97 67
New Orleans - - - - 1,766 969 388 409 176 74 59 43
New York City - - - - 236 131 38 67 34 7 9 18
Newark E - - - 452 189 100 163 61 14 14 33
Philadelphia E - - - 501 388 71 42 40 14 9 17
Phoenix - - - - 1.875 1,206 206 463 175 61 59 55
Salt Lake City - - - - 475 372 55 48 64 35 14 15
San Antonio - - - - 3,071 1,939 324 B08 378 138 149 91
San Diego E - - - 745 419 66 260 32 10 3 19
San Francisco - - - - 490 429 16 45 51 25 3 23
Seattle - - - - 364 244 26 94 36 11 3 22
St. Paul - - - - 507 363 123 21 20 8 4 8
Washington - - - - 282 235 32 15 18 8 5 5
NCATC - - - - 4 1 1 2 - - - -

FY2021 ICE Removal data are updated through 01/23/202 [[le w7 wED n date 01/252021;§b){ ks of 01/23/2021).
ICE Removals include Returns. Returns include Voluntary Returns, Voluntary Departures and Withdrawals Under Docket Control.

ICE Removals include aliens processed for Expedited Removal (ER) or Voluntary Return (VR) that are turned over to ERO for detention. Aliens processed for ER and not detained by ERO or VR afier June 1st, 2013 and not detained by ERO are primarily

processed by Border Patrol. CBP should be contacted for those statistics.

b)(7)(E) b)(7)(E)

FY Data Lag/Case Closure Lag is defined as the physical removal of an alien occurring in a given month; however, the case is not closed inl(b){?){l.miil a subsequent FY after the data is locked. Since the data from the previous FY is locked, the removal
is recorded in the month the case was closed and reported in the next FY Removals. This will result in a higher number of recorded removal= T “Y than actual departures.
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Starting in FY2018, ICE defines immigration violators™ criminality in the following manner:

o Convicted Criminal: Immigration Violators with a criminal conviction entered into ICE systems of record at the time of the enforcement action.

o Pending Criminal Charges: Immigration Violators with pending criminal charges entered into ICE system of record at the time of the enforcement action.

o Other Immigration Violators: Immigration Violators without any known criminal convictions, or pending charges entered into ICE system of record at the time of the enforcement action,
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Removals and Returns by Area of Responsibility

3,114

Total 185,884 103,762 15,187 66,935 171,318 98,030 12,073 61,215 14,566 5,732 5,720
Atlanta 9,137 5,889 1111 2,137 8,042 5,263 905 1,874 1,095 626 206 263
Baltimore 522 327 64 131 466 310 58 98 56 17 6 33
Boston 1,674 T48 310 616 1.511 712 273 526 163 36 37 90
Buffalo 1,246 777 56 413 1,129 763 49 317 117 14 7 96
Chicago 4,259 2,832 442 985 3,386 2,307 358 721 873 525 84 264
Dallas 13,683 10,650 1,599 1434 11.753 9,692 845 1.216 1,930 958 754 218
Denver 2,131 1.528 193 410 1.817 1,339 158 320 314 189 35 90
Detroit 2,653 1.533 338 782 2,235 1,391 290 554 418 142 48 228
El Paso 17,524 12,360 651 4,513 17,232 12,279 613 4.340 292 81 38 173
Houston 13,323 9,544 947 2,832 12,214 9,325 821 2.068 1,109 219 126 764
Los Angeles 4,278 3,372 139 767 3.047 3,253 124 570 331 119 15 197
Miami 7.046 3476 1,356 2214 5,504 3,039 1,004 1,461 1,542 437 352 753
New Orleans 11,772 5,188 1,549 5,035 10,197 4,690 1,130 4.377 1,575 498 419 658
New York City 1,660 697 193 770 1,333 643 162 528 327 54 31 242
Newark 2,011 818 408 785 1,793 746 346 701 218 72 62 84
Philadelphia 2,590 1,847 219 524 2414 1,786 197 431 176 61 22 93
Phoenix 23,043 13,436 1,380 8,227 22,181 13,120 1,135 7.926 862 316 245 301
Salt Lake City 2,229 1,542 226 461 1.898 1,333 184 381 331 209 42 80
San Antonio 39,661 14,712 2,310 22,639 37,983 13,993 1,858 22,132 1,678 719 452 507
San Diego 15,155 5,251 677 9,227 15,019 5,027 658 9,134 136 24 19 93
San Francisco 3,307 2,641 124 542 2,958 2,492 92 374 349 149 32 168
Seattle 2,571 1.531 189 851 2,260 1,446 155 659 311 85 34 192
St. Paul 2,408 1.655 419 334 2,252 1,588 403 261 156 67 16 73
Washington 1,970 1,408 285 277 1,766 1,293 253 220 204 115 32 57
NCATC 31 - 2 29 28 - 2 26 3 - - 3

FY2019 ICE Removals data are historical and remain static,

ICE Removals include Returns. Returns include Voluntary Returns, Voluntary Departures and Withdrawals Under Docket Control.

ICE Removals include aliens processed for Expedited Removal (ER) or Voluntary Return (VR) that are turned over to ERO for detention. Aliens processed for ER and not detained by ERO or VR afier June 1st, 2013 and not detained by ERO are primarily
processed by Border Patrol. CBP should be contacted for those statistics.

(0)(T)(E)

FY Data Lag/Case Closure Lag is defined as the physical removal of an alien occurring in a given month; however, the case is not closed in
is recorded in the month the case was closed and reported in the next FY Removals. This will result in a higher number of recorded removalsTn an FY than actual departures.

bl(_( until a subsequent FY after the data is locked. Since the data from the previous FY is locked, the removal
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Starting in FY2018, ICE defines immigration violators™ criminality in the following manner:

o Convicted Criminal: Immigration Violators with a criminal conviction entered into ICE systems of record at the time of the enforcement action.

o Pending Criminal Charges: Immigration Violators with pending criminal charges entered into ICE system of record at the time of the enforcement action.

o Other Immigration Violators: Immigration Violators without any known criminal convictions, or pending charges entered into ICE system of record at the time of the enforcement action,
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Removals and Returns by Area of Responsibility

93,459

19,611

Total 267,258 150,141 23,658 248,222 142,125 86,486 19,036 8,016 4,047 6,973
Atlanta 14,473 8,647 1,997 3,829 12,769 7,689 1,599 3,481 1,704 958 398 348
Baltimore 938 530 168 240 843 484 155 204 95 46 13 36
Boston 2,283 1,205 540 538 2,057 1,140 480 437 226 65 60 101
Buffalo 1,879 1,229 76 574 1,726 1,205 71 450 153 24 5 124
Chicago 5,673 3,832 662 1,179 4,551 3,158 489 904 1,122 674 173 275
Dallas 14,981 11,791 1,873 1,317 12,397 10,322 1,007 1,068 2,584 1,469 866 249
Denver 3,125 1,960 306 859 2,604 1,616 243 745 521 344 63 114
Detroit 4,122 2,057 453 1,612 3,564 1,903 384 1,277 558 154 69 335
El Paso 21,020 16,089 1,104 3,827 20475 15,880 1,037 3,558 545 209 67 269
Houston 19,117 12,623 1,699 4,795 17,876 12,300 1,526 4,050 1,241 323 173 745
Los Angeles 8,598 5,631 393 2,574 8,078 5,458 346 2,274 520 173 47 300
Miami 9,750 4,720 1,856 3,174 7,776 4,146 1,395 2,235 1,974 574 461 939
New Orleans 13,640 7,206 2,178 4,256 12,131 6,649 1,753 3,729 1,509 557 425 527
New York City 2,752 1,375 374 1,003 2,142 1,219 308 615 610 156 66 388
Newark 2,484 1,227 474 783 2,250 1,138 414 698 234 89 60 85
Philadelphia 3,512 2,438 359 715 3,221 2,326 306 589 291 112 53 126
Phoenix 33,665 18,665 2,330 12,670 32,725 18,354 2,107 12,264 940 311 223 406
Salt Lake City 3,131 2,306 386 439 2,713 2,057 309 347 418 249 77 2
San Antonio 63,394 27,103 3,827 32,464 61,584 26,416 3,325 31,843 1,810 687 502 621
San Diego 23,480 8,850 1,199 13,431 23,172 8,758 1,149 13,265 308 92 50 166
San Francisco 5,057 4,203 204 650 4,548 3,945 136 467 509 258 68 183
Scattle 4,368 2,442 251 1,675 3,677 2,199 186 1,292 691 243 65 383
St. Paul 3,103 2,065 590 448 2,869 1,948 559 362 234 117 31 86
Washington 2,701 1,947 359 395 2,463 1,815 327 321 238 132 32 74
NCATC 12 - 12 11 - - 11 1 - 1

EOFY2019 ICE Removal data are filtered through 9/30/2019 (1IDS v. 1.34 as 10/06/2019; EID as of 10/04/2019).

ICE Removals include Returns. Returns include Voluntary Returns, Voluntary Departures and Withdrawals Under Docket Control.

ICE Removals include aliens processed for Expedited Removal (ER) or Voluntary Return (VR) that are turned over to ERO for detention. Aliens processed for ER and not detained by ERO or VR after June Ist, 2013 and not detained by ERO are primarily
processed by Border Patrol. CBP should be contacted for those statistics.

(0)(T)(E)

FY Data Lag/Case Closure Lag is defined as the physical removal of an alien occurring in a given month; however, the case is not closed il D)7 )W funtil a subsequent FY after the data is locked. Since the data from the previous FY is locked, the removal

1s recorded in the month the case was closed and reported in the next FY Removals. This will result in a higher number of recorded removals in an FY than actual departures.
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Starting in FY2018, ICE defines immigration violators™ criminality in the following manner:

o Convicted Criminal: Immigration Violators with a criminal conviction entered into ICE systems of record at the time of the enforcement action.

o Pending Criminal Charges: Immigration Violators with pending criminal charges entered into ICE system of record at the time of the enforcement action.

o Other Immigration Violators: Immigration Violators without any known criminal convictions, or pending charges entered into ICE system of record at the time of the enforcement action,
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Removals and Returns by Area of Responsibility

| Total 256,085 145,262 22,796 88,027 238,699 19,288 82,438 8,289 3,508 5,589
Atlanta 13,727 8912 2,387 2428 11,903 1.905 2,164 1,078 482 264
Balti 979 585 154 240 70 142 191 48 12 49
Boston 2,405 1,242 567 596 2,193 515 500 64 52 96
Buffalo 1,753 1,034 58 [ 1610 55 543 22 3 118
Chicago 6,104 4,202 744 1158 4,942 613 %89 To2 131 269
Dallas 14,518 12310 1,714 794 12.477 987 594 1.414 727 200
Denver 3.253 2,284 312 637 2,821 255 [il¥x 320 57 35
Detroit 4,165 1.970 503 1,692 3,552 42 1.342 185 78 350
El Paso 21,149 15,357 1,361 4431 20,570 1,289 4,100 176 72 331
Houston 15,899 10,483 1,511 3,905 15,112 1,415 3,510 296 96 395
Los Angeles 8475 5,989 486 2,000 7,830 412 1,720 291 74 280
Miani 8,091 4,263 1.337 2,491 6,590 1,027 1,880 580 310 611
Mew Orleans 10,763 6,642 2,051 2,070 9,887 1,785 1,791 33 266 279
MNew York City 2,593 1.449 306 2,136 270 557 140 36 281
MNewark 2,608 1.229 505 2,435 472 792 58 33 82
Philadelphia 3,712 2482 358 3.424 317 754 129 41 118
Phoenix 26,8599 15,695 1,659 25,770 1.406 9,123 454 253 422
Salt Lake City 3408 2,659 338 3,048 279 351 241 59 i)
San Antonio 62,363 24,511 3,495 60,640 3,041 33,802 714 454 555
San Diego 26,917 10,271 1,416 26,611 1,360 15,095 115 56 135

san Francisco 6,113 5,090 341 5477 238 481 332 103 201
| Seattle 4,089 2,460 275 3,487 217 1,064 254 58 290
5t. Paul 3.423 2,388 ) 3,168 578 352 149 31 74
Washi 2371 1.754 309 2,137 285 234 136 24 74
NCATC ] 1 - 7 ] 1 - 7 - - B B

FY2018 ICE Removals data are historic and remain static,
ICE Removals include Returns. Retums include Voluntary Returns, Voluntary Departures and Withdrawals Under Docket Control.
I

< Removals include aliens processed for Expedited Remeval (ER) or Voluntary Retum (VR) that are turned over to ERO for detention. Aliens processed for ER and not detained by ERC or VR after June 1st, 2013 and not detamed by ERO are primanly
ol by Border Pasrel CRE should be contacied for these stafisiic:

B)(/)(E)

FY Data Lag/Case Closure Lag 15 defined as the physical removal of an alien occurring in a given month; however, the case is not closed |(b)(7)lanlﬂ i subsequent FY after the data is locked. Since the data from the previous FY 15 locked, the remawval
is recorded in the month the case was closed and reported in the next FY Removals. This will result in a higher number of recorded removals in an FY than actual departures.

Swarting in FY2018, ICE defines immigration vielators™ criminality in the following manner:
o Convieted Criming

Immigration Yielaters with a criminal convietion emered inte ICE systems of record at the time of the enforcement action,
o Pending Criminal Charges: Immigration Vielators with pending criminal charges entered into 1CE system of record at the time of the enforcement action.
o Cither Immigration Violators: Immigration Vielators without any known criminal convictions, or pending charges entered into ICE system of record at the time of the enforcement action.
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Removals and Returns by Area of Responsibility

Total 226,119 127,699 98,420 213,932 121,301 92,631 12,187 6,398 5,789
Atlanta 12,571 7.903 4,668 11,828 7,481 4,347 743 422 321
Baltimore 799 538 261 708 482 226 91 56 35
Boston 1,942 1,168 774 1,756 1,096 660 186 72 114
Buffalo 1,736 1,057 679 1,593 1,036 557 143 21 122
Chicago 5,327 3,862 1,465 4,539 3,341 1,198 788 521 267
Dallas 14,028 12,301 1,727 12,320 11,156 1,164 1,708 1,145 563
Denver 2,535 1,671 864 2,263 1,443 820 272 228 44
Detroit 3,203 1,633 1,570 2,787 1,432 1,355 416 201 215
El Paso 21,420 12,995 8,425 20,929 12,866 8,063 491 129 362
Houston 13,508 9,459 4,139 13,151 9,206 3,045 447 253 194
Los Angeles 7,970 5,728 2,242 7,444 5,408 2,036 526 320 206
Miami 7,082 3,428 3,654 6,045 3,072 2,973 1,037 356 681
New Orleans 9.471 6,149 3,322 9,047 5,935 3,112 424 214 210
New York City 2,006 1215 791 1,783 LIl 672 223 104 119
Newark 2,536 1,168 1,368 2,416 1,108 1,308 120 60 60
Philadelphia 3.831 2,477 1,354 3,550 2312 1,238 281 165 116
Phoenix 20,786 12,361 8,425 19,984 12,001 7,083 802 360 442
Salt Lake City 3,550 2,885 665 3,274 2,700 574 276 185 9]
San Antonio 55313 19,906 35,407 53,924 19,279 34,645 1,389 627 762
San Diego 20,945 8,498 12,447 20,686 8,391 12,295 259 107 152
San Francisco 6,292 5,374 918 5,689 5,019 670 603 355 248
Seattle 3,995 2.202 1,793 3,489 1,999 1,490 506 203 303
St. Paul 2.841 1,962 879 2,610 1,823 787 231 139 92
Washington 2,337 1,758 579 2,112 1,603 500 225 155 70
NCATC 5 I 4 5 ] 4 - - -

FY2017 ICE Removal data are historical and remain static.
ICE Removals include Returns. Returns include Voluntary Returns, Voluntary Departures and Withdrawals Under Docket Control.

ICE Removals include aliens processed for Expedited Removal (ER) or Voluntary Return (VR) that are turned over to ERO for detention. Aliens processed for ER and not detained by ERO or VR after
June 1st, 2013 and not detained by ERO are primarily processed by Border Patrol. CBP should be contacted for those statistics.

2021-ICLI-00065- 394



(0)(T)(E) (0)(T)(E)

FY Data Lag/Case Closure Lag is defined as the physical removal of an alien occurring in a given month; however, the case is not closed in b)(7)(E)t1tiI a subsequent FY after the data is locked. Since
the data from the previous FY is locked, the removal is recorded in the month the case was closed and reported in the next FY Removals. T sult in a higher number of recorded removals in an
FY than actual departures.

In FY2017, ICE defined criminality as whether an alien has an ICE Threat Level (convicted criminal) or not (non-criminal immigration violator).
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Total 240,255 138,669 101,586 232,472 134,449 98,023 7,783 4,220 3,563
Atlanta 5,770 3,692 2,078 5,130 3,249 1.881 640 443 197
Baltimore 683 512 171 613 463 150 70 49 21
Boston 1,344 975 369 1,246 936 310 98 39 59
Buffalo 1,454 935 519 1,299 911 388 155 24 131
Chicago 2,326 1,631 695 1,947 1,433 514 379 198 181
Dallas 12,154 10,773 1,381 11,671 10,453 1.218 483 320 163
Denver 1,033 639 394 967 587 380 66 52 14
Detroit 2,056 1,331 725 1,814 1,171 643 242 160 82
El Paso 43,590 29,655 13,935 42,856 29,261 13,595 734 394 340
Houston 14,681 11,074 3,607 14,364 10,957 3,407 317 117 200
Los Angeles 6,722 5,517 1,205 6,352 5,266 1,086 370 251 119
Miami 5,562 2,962 2,600 4,875 2,726 2,149 687 236 451
New Orleans 4,778 3,166 1,612 4,637 3,075 1,562 141 91 50
New York City 1,037 724 313 865 612 253 172 112 60
Newark 1.852 953 899 1,763 910 853 89 43 46
Philadelphia 3,291 2,588 703 3,070 2,447 623 221 141 80
Phoenix 21,984 11,979 10,005 21,371 11,697 9,674 613 282 331
Salt Lake City 1,731 1,407 324 1,625 1,327 298 106 80 26
San Antonio 72,597 28,075 44,522 71,720 27,622 44,098 877 453 424
San Diego 23,729 10,872 12,857 23,573 10,807 12,766 156 65 91
San Francisco 5,918 5,439 479 5,435 5,040 395 483 399 84
Seattle 2,124 729 1,395 1,778 657 1,121 346 72 274
St. Paul 1,838 1,334 504 1,665 1,232 433 173 102 71
Washington 1,986 1,704 282 1,821 1,607 214 165 97 68
| Fugitive Operations Support Center 15 3 12 15 3 12 - - -

FY2016 YTD data is updated through 09/30/2016 {0)(7 /1.22.1 run date 10/03/2016; {R)}s of 10/01/2016).

The ICE Threat Levels reflect the priorities outlined in Director Morton's June 2010 Memorandum entitled ICE Civil Immigration Enforcement Priorities effective October 1, 2010. Since FY 2011, ICE
has defined criminality as whether or not an alien has an ICE Threat Level (convicted criminal) or not (non-criminal immigration violator). For purposes of prioritizing the removal of aliens convicted of
crimes, ICE personnel refer to the following offense levels: Level 1, Level 2, and Level 3 offenders. Level 1 offenders are those aliens convicted of “aggravated felonies,” as defined in § 101(a)(43) of
the Immigration and Nationality Act, or two (2) or more crimes each punishable by more than 1 year, commonly referred to as “felonies.” Level 2 offenders are aliens convicted of any other felony or
three (3) or more crimes each punishable by less than 1 year, commonly referred to as “misdemeanors.” Level 3 offenders are aliens convicted of “misdemeanor” crime(s) punishable by less than 1 year.
Prior to FY 2011, ICE used SC levels 1, 2, and 3 for prioritization purposes.

FY2015 Removal Data Includes Returns. Returns include Voluntary Returns, Voluntary Departures and Withdrawals Under Docket Control.
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b)(7)(E)

In FY2016, ICE defined criminality as whether an alien has an ICE Threat Level (convicted criminal) or not (non-criminal immigration violator).
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Total 235,413 139,368 96,045 227,038 135,071 91,967 8,375 4,297 4,078
Atlanta 7,377 5,583 1,794 6,918 5,248 1,670 459 335 124
Baltimore 667 518 149 564 454 110 103 64 39
Boston 1,194 843 351 1,088 796 292 106 47 59
Buffalo 1,478 1,031 447 1,360 1,011 349 118 20 98
Chicago 3,266 2,607 659 2,804 2,343 461 462 264 198
Dallas 12,045 10,701 1,344 11,480 10,294 1.186 565 407 158
Denver 1,156 799 357 1,036 705 331 120 94 26
Detroit 2431 1,966 465 2,195 1,812 383 236 154 82
El Paso 38,453 24,725 13,728 37,892 24,400 13,492 561 325 236
Houston 14,954 11,911 3,043 14,547 11,790 2,757 407 121 286
Los Angeles 6,869 5,729 1,140 6,393 5,532 861 476 197 279
Miami 5,351 3,078 2,273 4,660 2,906 1,754 691 172 519
New Orleans 6,281 4,153 2,128 6,131 4,074 2,057 150 79 71
New York City 1,255 849 406 1,029 749 280 226 100 126
Newark 1,960 1,131 829 1,883 1,089 794 77 42 35
Philadelphia 3,407 2,671 736 3,256 2,569 687 151 102 49
Phoenix 17,530 10,067 7,463 16,842 9,717 7,125 688 350 338
Salt Lake City 1,375 1,189 186 1,293 1,125 168 82 64 18
San Antonio 78,144 30,494 47,650 76,902 29,863 47,039 1,242 631 611
San Diego 19,603 11,118 8,485 19,331 11,065 8,266 272 53 219
San Francisco 4,747 4,124 623 4,231 3,747 484 516 377 139
Seattle 1,722 705 1,017 1,430 640 790 292 65 227
St. Paul 1,969 1,563 406 1,758 1,431 327 211 132 79
Washington 2,121 1,810 311 1,959 1,708 251 162 102 60
| Fugitive Operations Support Center 58 3 55 56 3 53 2 - 2

o

FY2015 YTD data is updated through 09/30/201 {b)(T)(E) |run date 10/04/201 S;l(b){?'as of 10/02/2015).

The ICE Threat Levels reflect the priorities outlined in Director Morton's June 2010 Memorandum entitled ICE Civil Immigration Enforcement Priorities effective October 1, 2010. Since FY 2011, ICE
has defined criminality as whether or not an alien has an ICE Threat Level (convicted criminal) or not (non-criminal immigration violator). For purposes of prioritizing the removal of aliens convicted of
crimes, ICE personnel refer to the following offense levels: Level 1, Level 2, and Level 3 offenders. Level 1 offenders are those aliens convicted of “aggravated felonies,” as defined in § 101(a)(43) of
the Immigration and Nationality Act, or two (2) or more crimes each punishable by more than 1 year, commonly referred to as “felonies.” Level 2 offenders are aliens convicted of any other felony or
three (3) or more crimes each punishable by less than 1 year, commonly referred to as “misdemeanors.” Level 3 offenders are aliens convicted of “misdemeanor” crime(s) punishable by less than 1 year.
Prior to FY 2011, ICE used SC levels 1, 2, and 3 for prioritization purposes.

FY2015 Removal Data Includes Returns. Returns include Voluntary Returns, Voluntary Departures and Withdrawals Under Docket Control.
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b)(7)(E)

In FY2015, ICE defined criminality as whether an alien has an ICE Threat Level (convicted criminal) or not (non-criminal immigration violator).
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The ICE Threat Levels reflect the priorities outlined

Total 315,943 177,960 137,983 301,427 169,165 132,262 14,516 8,795 5,721
Atlanta 12,222 9,423 2,799 11,391 8,772 2,619 831 651 180
Baltimore 1,165 768 397 1,082 718 364 83 50 33
Boston 2,059 1,151 908 1,927 1,109 818 132 42 90
Buffalo 2,138 1,350 788 2,017 1,333 684 121 17 104
Chicago 6,222 4,864 1,358 5,376 4,337 1,039 846 527 319
Dallas 15,030 12,731 2,299 13,519 11,636 1.883 1,511 1,095 416
Denver 1,748 1,209 539 1,414 933 481 334 276 58
Detroit 3,930 2,739 1,191 3,540 2,536 1,004 390 203 187
El Paso 42,490 25,848 16,642 41,125 24,945 16,180 1,365 903 462
Houston 17,220 12,865 4,355 16,739 12,693 4,046 481 172 309
Los Angeles 9,663 8,448 1,215 8,254 7,354 900 1,409 1,094 315
Miami 7,853 4,246 3,607 7,057 3,963 3,094 796 283 513
New Orleans 10,157 7,111 3,046 9,916 6,986 2,930 241 125 116
New York City 2,211 1,470 741 2,015 1,356 659 196 114 82
Newark 2,822 1,462 1,360 2,720 1,422 1,298 102 40 62
Philadelphia 3,795 2,817 978 3,592 2,675 917 203 142 61
Phoenix 28,277 16,794 11,483 27,425 16,426 10,999 852 368 484
Salt Lake City 1,769 1,429 340 1,641 1,328 313 128 101 27
San Antonio 108,634 38,047 70,587 106,557 36,983 69,574 2,077 1,064 1,013
San Diego 22,171 12,366 9,805 21,829 12,217 9,612 342 149 193
San Francisco 6,172 5,382 790 5,025 4,493 532 1,147 889 258
Seattle 2,341 973 1,368 1,989 881 1,108 352 92 260
St. Paul 2,821 2,212 609 2,515 1,994 521 306 218 88
Washington 2,913 2,248 665 2,642 2,068 574 271 180 91
Fugitive Operations Support Center 120 7 113 120 7 113 - - -
FY2014 YTD data are updated through 09/30/2014 @m date 10/05/2014; ) hs of 10/03/2014).

in Director Morton's June 2010 Memorandum entitled ICE Civil Immigration Enforcement Priorities effective October 1, 2010, Since FY 2011, ICE

has defined criminality as whether or not an alien has an ICE Threat Level (convicted criminal) or not (non-criminal immigration violator). For purposes of prioritizing the removal of aliens convicted of
crimes, ICE personnel refer to the following offense levels: Level 1, Level 2, and Level 3 offenders. Level 1 offenders are those aliens convicted of “aggravated felonies,” as defined in § 101(a)(43) of
the Immigration and Nationality Act, or two (2) or more crimes each punishable by more than 1 year, commonly referred to as “felonies.” Level 2 offenders are aliens convicted of any other felony or
three (3) or more crimes each punishable by less than 1 year, commonly referred to as “misdemeanors.” Level 3 offenders are aliens convicted of “misdemeanor” crime(s) punishable by less than 1 year.
Prior to FY 2011, ICE used SC levels 1, 2, and 3 for prioritization purposes.

FY2014 Removal Data Includes Returns. Returns include Voluntary Returns, Voluntary Departures and Withdrawals Under Docket Control.
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